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Summary: Reproduced below is a copy of a memorandum in which the Assistant
Administrator for Air, Noise and Radiation describes an acceptable compliancy
program for can coating operations.  This compliance program will allow the
use of a daily weighted average in conjunction with a plant emission
limitation.
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the additibnal premium or Marcb, 31, Rate ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
1901. 

July 198O.-...-... 92 
AGENCY 

3 2602.4 [Amended] . August 1980 .96 ' 40 CFR Part 51 
September 1980 (on or before Sept 1.00 

A. Section 2602.4 is amended by 1~~-~~~-1694.3,;bocket No. A-00-551 
deleting "section 4022(a)" wherever it 
appears and substituting "sectiop 
4022(a) or 402ZA(a)." 

4. Section, 2602.5 is revised to read a s  
follows: 

8 26025 Premium rate. 
(a) Single employerplans. Plans other 

than multi-employkr plans shall pay the 
following premuims for basic benefits 
guaranteed under section 4022(a) of the 
Act: 

(1) Por plan years beginning on or 
after Januarjrl, 1978, two dollars sixty 
cents for each individual who is a 
participant in such plan on the last day 
of the preceding plan year; . 

(2) For plan years beginning on or' 
after September 2,1976 and ending on or 
before December 30,1978, one dollar for 
each individual who is  a participantin 
such plan on the last day of the 
preceding plan year; or 

(3) For plan years beginning before 
September 2,1976, one dollar for each 
individual who is a participant in such 
plan at any time during the plan year. 

(b) Multiemployerplans. 
Multiemployer plans shall pay premiums, 
for basic benefits guaranteed under 
section 4022(a) ,or 4022A(a) as follows: 

(11 For plan years beginning after 
September 26,1980, mulitemployer plans 
shall pay premiums at the rate set forth 
in the following table for each individual 
who is a participant in  such plan on the 
last day of the preceding plan year. 

Rate 

For plan yaars'beginnlng: 
Afler Sept 26.1980 and before Sept 27.1984,, Sf40 
After Sept 26. 1984 and before Sept 27, 1986- 1.80 
AfterSenL 26.1986 and before Seot27.1988, 220 . - 
After ~ 6 p t  26; 19138,~ 2.60 

(2) For the plan year in which 
September 26,1980 falls ["the enactment' 
year"), 'multiemployer plans shall pay a 
premium for each individualwho is a 
participant in such plan on thd last day 
of the preceding plan year at the rate set 
forth in the following table: 

The rates in the above table equal (after 
rounding) the sum of- 
(iJ Fifty cents multiplied by a fraction, 

the numerator of which is the number of 
calendar months in the enactment year 
ending before September 26,1980, and 
the denominator of which is twelve, and 

(ii) Olie dollar, multiplied by a 
fractibn equal to one minus the fraction 
determined under paragraph (b)(Z][i) of 
this section. 

(3) For plan years before the 
enactment year, multiemployer plans 
shall pay premiums as follows: 

(i) For plan years beginning on or after 
September 2,1976, fifty cents for each 
individual who is a participant in such 
plan on the last day of the preceding 
plan year; or 

(ii) For plan years beginning b'efore 
September 2,1976, fifty cents for each 
individual who is aparticipant in such 
plan at any time during the plan year. 

(c) For plans not previously covered 
under section4021 of the Act, the plan 
shall pay the applicable premium under 
paragraphs (a) or (b] of this section for 
each individual who is a participant in 
such plan on the plan's effective date. 

§ 26026 [Amended] 
5. Section 2602.6 is amended by 

deleting "mev. August 1975)." , 

6. Seption 2602.12 is revised to read as 
follows: - 
§ 2602.12 Mailing address. 

Plan administrators shall mail the 
Form PBGGl and all payments for 

- premiums, interest and penalties to: 
PensionBenefit Guaranty Corporation, 
P.O. Box 2454, Washington, DC; 20013. 
(Secs. 4002(b)(3] and 4Oo6[a]; Pub. L 9-00, 
88 Stat. 1004, as amendedby Secs. 403(1) and 
105 (respectively]. Pub. L. 96364,94 Stat. 
1208 (29 U.S.C. 1302(b)(3) and 1306(a))) 

Isued.at Washiion. D.C. on this 3rd day 
of December 1980. 
Ray Marshall 
Chaiman, BoardofDi?ectors, Pension 
Benefit Guaranty Corporation. 

Compliance With VOC Emisslon 
Limitations for Can Coating 
Operations 
AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 
ACTION: Notice of policy memorandum. 

SUMMAav: Reproduced below is a copy 
of a memorandum in which the 
Assistant Administrator for Air, Noise 
and Radiation describes an accoptable 
compliance program for can coating 
operations. This compliance program 
will allow the use of a daily weightod 
average in conjunction with a plantwide 
einission limitation. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Leo Stander, US. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Office of Air Qualily 
Planning and Standards [MD-151, 
Research Triangle Park, N.C. 27711, 
(919/541-5516). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:   he 
memorandum reproduced below, which 
the Assistant Administrator for Air, 
Noise and Radiation sent to the ten EPA 
Regional Administrators, describes a 
program for determining compliance 
with appropriate emission limitations in 
State Implementation Plane. This 
memorandum notifies State and local 
agencies that in EPA's view, in general, 
their regulations may be interpreted as 
allowing a daily weighted average for 
approving permits and complianco plans 
without furtherregulatory changos or 
SIP revisions. EPA is encouraging this 
approach. A suggested format is 
attached to the memorandum. 
David G. Hawkins, 
Assistant Administmlor for& Noiso and 
Radiation. 
united States Environmonlal Protection 

Agency, 
Office of Air, Noise, and Radiation, 
Wastu'nston, D.C. November 20,1980. 
Subject: Compliance with VOC Emlssion 

Limitations for Can Coating Opomliono. 
From: David G. Hawkins, Assistant 

Administrator for Air, Nolso, and 
Radiation (ANR-443). 

Memo to: Regional Administrator, Regions - -. 
,Issued on the date set forth above, I-& 

For plan y m  beginrug im ~ u r s u k t  to a resolution of the Board of The Agency has been roquostod by tho Can 
Soplambor 1979 * S50 
October lB79 , , 1 ,  8 S4 
November 1 9 7 9 - . , ,  3 
Daccmber 1979,- .62 
January 1980 .,...,, -,..---- .67 , 
February 1BBO .,,,,,. .71 
Much 1980 - .75 

-79 

~irectors approving this regulation 
authorizing its Chairman to issue same. 
Mitchell Strickler, 
Acting Secretam Pension Benefit Guaranty 
Coqoration. 

Manufacturem institute to considor the 
utilization of the compliance program 
describedbelow for determlnlng compllanco 
with appropriate emission limitations in Stuto 
Implementation Plans. Tho Agency has 
previously considered such an approach and 
in a memorandum dated Novombor 21,1070, 
from Richard G. Rhoads, Director, Control 
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Development Division to Dhctorp with the State's emission Umltntions. EPA b compliance. The pounds of so&nt per gallon 
Air-and Hazardous Materials  division,^ issuing this interpretative statement to notify of coating should be based on a certified 
Regions I-X entitled "&lm Options for Can State and local agencies that in EPAes view, d p b  of the VOC amtent of each coating Coating Operations? the Agency stated in general, their regulations may be given to the user by the supplier. This 
a SIP submittal with such ~I'Ovisions would interpreted as  dolly weighted nndysb should be verifiable by laboratory 
be a~~rovable .  This m ~ m ~ r a n d u m  expands averages for approving permits and d y s l r r .  For purposes of emission limitation 
M r - R h o a d s ' ~ ~ ~ o m v h m  to covero~tions compliance plans without further regulatory compliance. VOC content of coatings is the 
which can be utilized by States in  changes or the need for a SIP ravislon. EPA responslbllity of the user. The percent determining compliance with can coating encourages such an interpretatio~~' capture nnd control eficiency must be 
VOC emission limitations. Compliance can be determined for any 24- cstabbhed by using approved test methods 
Mr. Rhoads' memorandum stated that a how period based on total actual emissions on the worst case solvent or for all cases of 

State's regulation which provides for a daily Aculated from dolly d t s  or production use and held constant until such time as a 
weighted average in conjunction with a records [e.g., number of each type of cun, new test is conducted to demonstrate a 
plantwide emission limitation would be sheet, or end). application rates of each different effidency. 
a ~ ~ m v a b l e  as part of a SIP. This is because coating [e.g., gaUons/units of production), It is essential that companies keep detailed 
of the severe practical problems facedby can solvent and solids content of each coaling records In a format that will allow simple and manufacturing plants where a number of and control efficiency. ThSs would then be nccunte verifiution and that the information 
lines apply as many as  50 differentcoati4Pe compared to the total allowable ernisstons for be available as necessary for compliance 
depending on the end uses of the ~ans.Inthis that production mix assuming each coathg ccrtifiution and possible enforcement action 
indub$ h e  specific emission limitations complied with appbcablc emission Furlher, standard test methods to verify the 
may cause can coaters to be in violation limitations. The attached suggested format solvent content of each coating should.be in 
when a high solvent cbating is applied. allows use of a standordfied equation to accordance 4 t h  thoseprescribedin the 

Regulatory language in State -. express the welght of VOC per g d o n  of State's regulations. 
Implementation Plans defining the allowable coatings, less water, In toms of welght of States are urged to utilize enforcement 
emissionlimits for can coating operations VOC per gallon of solids to determine techniques which encourage the development 
differs in detail from State to State and and use of low solvent coalings technology in 

the a n  manufacturiag industry. In the long amo% areas in individual States- The Agency ampIimce method m y  be oppUcabloto we ofs,,* is HerabTe  to -believes that for the most part, the States and mdtiplmt situntfonr where tho plmb nnr undct 
relkvant local agencies may utilize a daily common onnershlp or control and are located fn the indnerauonfrom the point of view 
weighted average to determine whether a can same g-phk ma. EPA will consider nppmvd teuablli~andmaintenance controIs* as 
manufachuing operation is in compliance of such multipht oppllcotion~ of tbb method. well os for purposes of energy conservation. 

Attachment 

Suggested Format for Delermlnlng Complilncs lor Cm CoaUng Opm(lonr8 

Pounds -- G&al Gahl P a d s  
VOCPH m t  i'i?C@nI &%& W p U  3 Wk && Carhdf dMC 

galloncoat- 50r& ro)vcnI mlcr pn- awed rpp(ied olhdaKy r e x i x  
ins- Uwa)  (bxhilCOl 0-Dl 
water 

(a) [b) (a (a (e) 0 0 0) 0 0 @I 

Achul Mulonr 

1. Sheet coating 5.42 26.4 7 3 . 6  2U52 22 5 110 a.0 081 1133 
2 Sheet waling 1.09 50.0 0.7 41.3 128 10 26 240 120.0- 153.6 
3. Sheel waling 5.06 312 1 B p  10 24 240 769 81 PI.0 
4. Sde seam 6.34 13.9 S . 1  4559 18 n 3 . 8  1732 

*= 24 5. Inside gxay 3.91 36.0 10.1 &9 833 8 1 M  3 0 . 7  255.7 
6. Endcompound 420 429 1 - Ssp 15 24 36 1s- 1509 - 




