RBL C WORKSHOP SUMMARY

EPA Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards
Denver, Colorado
July 16, 2001

Background

On July 16, 2001, in Denver, Colorado, the EPA Office of Air Quality Planning and
Standards (OAQPS) Reasonably Available Control Technology (RACT)/Best Available Control
Technology (BACT)/Lowest Achievable Emission Rate (LAER) Clearinghouse (RBLC) hosted
the third in a series of public workshops to solicit feedback on the RBLC. The fourth RBLC
workshop is scheduled to be held in Chicago on August 22, 2001.

Following welcoming remarks and introductions, Bob Blaszczak (OAQPS/RBLC)
updated participants on the status of the RBLC database system. In FY 2001, OAQPS received
the funding necessary to implement major changes to the system and gather missing information.
OAQPS is holding the RBLC workshops to demonstrate the direction it is taking the system, but
primarily is seeking input from system users on how to improve and update the RBLC so that it
better meets user needs.

I ntroduction

Bob Blaszczak described the goals and format of the workshop, as well as a summary of
Clean Air Act Advisory Committee recommendations.

Workshop Goals
. Provide aforum for participants to offer feedback on the RBLC and raise issues,
and
. Conduct an on-line demonstration of the RBLC data input and querying.
Workshop Format
. Scheduled presentations included: (1) an RBLC on-line demonstration; (2) a

discussion of RBLC improvementsin relation to the New Source Review Reform
Rulemaking; (3) asummary of planned improvements, both on-going and under
consideration; (4) areview of RBLC datafields, data structure, and content; and
(5) an overview of air pollution technology issues.

. The workshop schedule also included three separate open forums intended to: (1)
identify and discuss broad RBL C issues; (2) obtain specific suggestions on



improving user-friendliness and system functionality; and (3) address any
remaining and/or unforseen issues.

. The workshop also included an on-line data entry tutorial designed for participants
from state and local permitting agencies.

Clean Air Act Advisory Committee Recommendations

In 1994, the RBLC Subgroup, NSR Advisory Committee, Clean Air Act Advisory Committee
made specific recommendations for improvements to the RBLC. The Committee’ s twenty-three
prescriptive suggestions, outlined in more detail in the original documents available at
www.epa.gov/ttn/catc, were briefly described during the workshop.

. Function and purpose of the RBLC
- The RBLC isascreening tool. If users need more detailed information
they may have to contact State and local agencies.
- The RBLC should comprehensively catalog all RACT/BACT/LAER
determinations. Specifically, LAER data must be entered into the RBLC.
- New and emerging technologies should be examined by permitting
authorities.

. Content of the RBLC
- The RBLC should limit the number of data fieldsto simplify data entry.
Users should tell EPA what isreally needed.
- The RBLC should standardize emissions units and generate ranking of
most- to least-stringent order of sources.

. Funding of the RBLC
- Additional funding should be provided to implement improvements.

. Oversight and management of the RBLC
- Make sure data are real.
- New and emerging technologies are not always listed. EPA wantsto
include foreign technologies.
- Conduct education and outreach, including workshops and training (e.g.,
classroom, CD-ROM).

Previously Identified Issues

. The RBLC is currently missing approximately 60 percent of permits that have
beenissued. The datais not comprehensive in scope and permit-related
information is incompl ete.



. The RBLC does not confirm that a source was constructed and that compliance
with emission limits indicated in the database has been demonstrated. Although
datafields are provided, agencies rarely report whether or not a source has passed
a compliance verification test.

. Cost information is not included in the system. The Agency must decide what
constitutes “reasonable cost information.” Some states have expressed
reservations because the do not verify thisinformation. They want real numbers
and not estimates, if possible. Other states indicated that they regularly verified
cost information as part of the permitting process.

. Questions have been raised concerning the presentation of new and emerging air
pollution control technologies.

. EPA is seeking input on user-friendliness.

Participant Comments

. Don Shepherd (NPS) asked for an estimate of the percentage of permit
applications that are entered into the RBLC. Bob Blaszczak answered that
approximately 33 percent to 50 percent of permits are entered into the RBLC.

. Don Shepherd also indicated a concern with lag time in getting permits into the
RBLC and asked whether the RBLC would be setting targets for getting data
entered. Bob Blaszczak answered that OAQPS does not know how many permits
have been issued and relies on EPA regional offices to provide OAQPS with this
information. The RBLC does not have the authority to dictate time frames, and
can only make recommendations. He indicated that the New Source Review
Reform Rule may establish time frames for entering data. Bob Blaszczak asked
for other suggestions regarding ways to improve the timeliness of data entry.
Currently, LAER information is required to be entered into the RBLC in atimely
manner (approximately 30 days from date of permit issue). RBLC contractors are
visiting EPA regional offices to search for permits not entered into the RBLC and
missing information on permits already entered in the system for the past ten
years. The contractors will visit five of the ten regional offices by September
2001.

RBL C Improvementsvs. New Sour ce Review Rulemaking

Bob Blaszczak presented a brief overview on the New Source Review process. He
emphasized that the RBLC rolein New Source Review (NSR) is simply to respond to and record
the results of changes to the permitting process that are ultimately driven by the rulemaking. He
noted that the RBLC facilitates the NSR permitting process, but that neither the RBLC nor the



workshop is a part of the rulemaking process. However, he observed that the rulemaking does
impact the RBLC. For example:

. Early notification for Federal land managers— EPA hasindicated that it will post
permit applications on the RBLC as they are received.

. Clean unit test — the biggest regulatory impact on the RBLC will be to require
complete information to facilitate the permit process.

. Effective permit to construct — EPA is unsure how this provision will be
implemented. It may require that a permit be recorded in the RBLC before it can
be effective.

Bob Blaszczak indicated that EPA will not delay permits after the NSR Final Ruleis
issued and that the RBLC will have to react quickly. He encouraged participants to get involved
in the rulemaking process.

Participant Comments

. Bernie Dailey (Wyoming Air Quality Division) expressed concern that NSR
Reform may not occur. Bob Blaszczak estimated that NSR Reform would be
issued within the next year. He noted that the RBLC will exist whether or not
NSR Reform is completed because the RBLC is integrated with the permitting
process. If NSR Reform is promulgated, the RBLC should be more complete with
permits entered in a more timely manner.

. Don Shepherd noted that under NSR Reform, applications would not be complete
until entered into the RBLC thereby providing incentive to enter datainto the
RBLC.

. Gary Kizior (BP) asked who is obligated to enter data under NSR Reform. Bob
Blaszczak answered that data entry is aimed at the states, but could be passed to
industry.

Planned I mprovements

Rick Copland (OAQPS/RBLC) led adiscussion of planned improvements to the RBLC.
He indicated that these involved both on-going initiatives and improvements under consideration.

On-going improvements include:

. Data Acquisition — One of the problems with the RBLC isthat it isincomplete.
EPA ishaving a difficult time keeping the RBLC data current. EPA is



coordinating with regiona offices to identify permits that have been issued but not
entered. With its budget for data review increased, OAQPS will send teams the
EPA regiona offices to update the RBLC.

Outreach — Outreach initiatives assist in the process to improve the RBLC. These
initiatives include the RBLC annual report, workshops, and an RBLC user
manual.

Data Entry — EPA will develop a stand-alone editor system for the RBLC so users
do not have to be on-line to enter data. EPA aso plansto develop on-line quality
assurance (QA) utilities.

Linkage — The RBLC will include links to technical web sites and to relevant
State and local web sites.

Improvements under consideration include:

Customized Retrieval/Output Reports — EPA is exploring ways to customize
reports and queries based on user input.

Cost Data— Cost data are rarely entered into the RBLC. EPA is considering ways
to include more cost datain the RBLC, as well as the implications of these
expanded data collection efforts.

More Definitive Process Identification — EPA is considering changes to the
process type codes to better reflect processes regulated by various EPA
regulations (NSPS, NESHAP, MACT, etc.).

Links — The Agency intends to include more links in the RBLC to other web sites
in order to provide more information. EPA would like to link regulations and
permits databases. The RBLC may include links to permitting information on
State and local web sites.

Update SIC to NAICS — EPA plans to update the SIC codes currently used in the
RBLC to the North American Industrial Classification System (NAICS).

Training/Training Materials and Methods — EPA is considering developing
classroom and CD-ROM training courses for the RBLC.

Restore Ranking Capability — EPA is considering listing most stringent to least
stringent emission limits and technol ogies for processes and pollutants.



. New Clean Air Technology Database — Subject to disclaimers regarding
endorsements of specific technologies, the Agency is considering including
information on specific technology vendors.

. Industry Sector Technology Assessments and Emerging Technology Technical
Bulletins— EPA is exploring the feasibility of providing direct access and/or links
to these reference materials as they are finalized.

. Graphical Displays of RBLC Sources and Class | Areas— In anticipation of NSR
reform, EPA is considering including this information to assist Federal land
managers with early notification requirements.

Participant Comments

. Kirsten King (U.S. FWS) stated that required cost data should include dollars per
ton and indicated that costs per ton should not be considered confidential business
information (CBI). Bob Blaszczak answered that costs per ton are difficult to
characterize as CBI. The RBLC should be confident that data entered into the
system are correct. He aso noted that the RBLC cannot be a public database if it
includes CBI. Don Shepherd indicated that additional cost fields (e.g., annualized
cost) are important to show how the values for tons/year are derived.

. Bob Blaszczak asked if states verified submitted cost information. Participants
responded that, in general, they do not.

. Manisha Blair (CO APCD) questioned whether the lack of cost information was a
CBI issue or an issue of not wanting to enter the data. Bob Blaszczak indicated
that public accessto CBI isonly one of the reasons for the lack of cost data. EPA
islooking to determine the data needs and then address the resulting CBI issues.

RBL C On-line Demonstr ation

Rick Copland conducted an on-line demonstration of the RBLC system. He said that his
demonstration would be limited to navigation and querying of the RBLC. He also noted that the
final session of the workshop would provide a hands-on demonstration of data entry protocols.
The demonstration covered the following topics:

. Accessing the RBLC database:
- The CATC home page address is www.epa.gov/ttn/catc.

. The RBLC home page structure, including:
- Welcome link provides background and instructions on how to use the
RBLC.



- What's New is self explanatory.

- Data Entry will be shown this afternoon.

- Linksto SL Air Pollution Control Agencies contains links to state agency
web sites and contact information for both state agencies and EPA
Regional Offices.

- On-Line Reference Library contains links to web sites within and outside
of EPA where you might find additional data and technology information.

- Tool Box contains links to software tools that will allow you to estimate
emissions, evaluate technologies, or identify less polluting materials.

. Employing the RBLC database querying options:

- RBLC ID query is used to dig into the information from a particular
facility. The RBLC iscomposed of atwo-letter state abbreviation
followed by a 4-digit number. Each RBLC ID represents one facility.

Y ou can type in up to 3 specific IDs.

- Process type query employs broad categories from a drop-down list.

- Sandard query employs a potentially long list of criteriato narrow the
search — the more criteria, the more focused the results.

- Advanced query is faster than the standard query if you only need to limit
two criteria and you already know what those criteria are.

. Selecting report options:

- Process Summary by Facility Name report corresponds to Appendix F of
the RBLC Annual Report and includes facility name, company name,
RBLC ID, permit date, process type, and process description.

- Contact Summary by Process Code report corresponds to Appendix G of
the RBLC Annual Report, and presents information first by process type
code, then by facility name and gives some summary information.

- Detailed Listing By Identifier report corresponds to Appendix H of the
RBLC Annual Report, and presents information by RBLC ID and contains
virtually al information from the selected facilities in atable format.
Notice that the report is much longer than either of the previous summary
reports.

- Freeform Report provides the datain order by RBLC ID and includes all
information. Itisavery long report.

- Generated ASCII text file is useful when exporting data for subsequent
manipulation using a spreadsheet or database program.

Participant Comments

. Gary Kizior asked if it is possible to enter apartial RBLC ID codeto find arange
of permits (e.g., entering only the state portion of the ID to find al permitsina



state). Rick Copland answered that Query by NSR/RBLC Identifier is not the
option to use to perform this type of query.

. Jackie Joyce (Colorado Department of Public Health & Environment) asked if it is
possible to refine a search to find, for example, a specific control technology. Bob
Blaszczak recommended skimming the results of a query by process typeto seeif
it provides the results you need and, if not, then perform a standard or an
advanced query. Jackie Joyce responded that it is burdensome to skim for
specific records if there are too many resultsin a query.

. Gary Kizior asked if thereisalimit of 150 records retrieved by a query. Rick
Copland responded that query results show 150 records at a time no matter how
many records the query retrieves. Users must create a new report for each 150
records generated in aquery. He said some users have indicated an interest in
generating asingle report for all records retrieved, regardless of number.

. Gary Kizior asked if it is possible to expand advanced search criteriato more than
two elements. Bob Blaszczak answered that the RBLC will explore including
additional search criteria, probably adding a third criteria.

. Gary Kizior noted that the ASCII report option is useful. He said that he often
generates an ASCII report in order to sort and manipulate the data in a spreadsheet
rather than trying to create a search strategy in the RBLC.

User -Friendliness/Functionality

Bob Blaszczak asked the participants if the current query options meet user needs. Are

there options users do not like? Are there ssmpler query options (e.g., Smilar to aweb search

engine where a user enters aword or phrase to look for specific results)?

Participant Comments

. Gary Kizior asked if all data elements are available for use with the advanced
query feature. Bob Blaszczak answered that all searchable data el ements should
be available for querying.

. Gary Kizior noted that there are no look-up functions available in the advanced
query feature and the user must be familiar with process type codes. He said that
it would be convenient to include look-up features so users do not have to refer to
manuals. Bob Blaszczak responded that look-up lists are available in the standard
query feature and a similar feature potentially could be added to the advanced



guery option. He also indicated that they are looking into the ability to select
multiple process type codes in one query (i.e., using the control and enter keys).

Rick Copland asked whether the users found the standard query results to be too
much to scroll through. Gary Kizior indicated that it can be, but he prefersto pull
more data and then narrow hisresults later. In this respect, the advanced query
almost seems more simple.

Bob Blaszczak asked the participantsif it would be useful to be able to sort data
by permit date. The participants responded that sorting data by permit date would
be useful.

Bob Blaszczak asked if it would be helpful to go directly to process level data.
The participants answered that this search feature would be useful.

Rick Copland noted that some users have asked that the RBLC system allow them to run
aquery and then be able to select which data elements to include in areport.

Gary Kizior said that he often uses the ASCII report function to manipul ate data,
so it would be helpful if the system allowed him to run a query and select specific
data elementsto include in report output. He asked if it would be possible to
modify the RBLC to allow usersto select fields to view in aquery before
designing an output report. Bob Blaszczak indicated that it would be difficult to
customize areport at that stage.

How can we simplify query and site navigation?

Chip Hancock (Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment) stated
that the RBLC is probably frustrating for the public to use because it requires
programmatic knowledge as well as some database training. He also noted that
the system includes alarge number of government acronyms that may confuse
some users. Bob Blaszczak responded that it may be possible to ssimplify certain
aspects of the RBLC, but some programmatic knowledge will always be required
to use the system.

Gary Kizior said that the hyperlinks at the bottom of the query pages are not
obvious navigation tools and should be made more obvious as navigation buttons.
In addition, he was not aware of Rick Copland’ s warning during the online
demonstration of not using the “back” browser button asit may pull information
from cache.



What kind of training material is needed?

. Chip Hancock suggested providing a web-based tutorial. Bob Blaszczak said that
asimple web- or CD-based tutorial is probably the best way to get started with the
RBLC, alowing users to begin using the system without waiting for formal
training. This option would also be good since no one can predict future funding
for training and since there is turnover in the field.

Identification and Discussion of RBL C |Issues

The RBLC staff and workshop participants engaged in a discussion to identify RBLC
issues and answer questions about the RBLC.

Participant Comments

. Don Shepherd spoke briefly on the possible addition of amodule in the RBLC to
contain information on Best Available Retrofit Technology (BART)
determinations. The Regional Haze Regulation requires that BART technology is
installed by 2018. 1t would be useful to have a clearinghouse for BART
determinations and related retrofit information as part of the RBLC. Currently,
there have been no BART determinations, only BART-like determinations.
Inputting BART data would be voluntary. Gary Kizior said that it may be as
simple as providing a datafield indicating whether the permit isfor aretrofit or a
new source. Don Shepherd questioned whether simply adding a check box would
provide a complete account of the extent of BART determinations because
entering retrofit datawould still be voluntary. Without a firm requirement, BART
data would face the same comprehensiveness problems that the RBLC currently
experiences. He noted, however, that it would be useful to be able to distinguish
between aretrofit and anew source. Bernie Dailey indicated that since it seems
that adding BART information into the RBLC will cause minimal change to the
program, he would like to see it made available and seeif it isused. Bob
Blaszczak indicated that the RBLC will accept and post determinations, but
reiterated that the RBLC has no authority to require them.

Data Fields/Data Structur e/Content of the RBLC Database

Bob Blaszczak provided an in-depth discussion of each data element in the RBLC input
form and addressed comments from the workshop participants. He provided an overview of
RBLC data structures, discussed the rational e underlying each included data element, and
provided instructions on completing the form. Bob Blaszczak encouraged participants to provide
feedback on the layout and design of the form both during the workshop and after using the
system in the future.
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Participant Comments

. Bernie Dailey said that in Wyoming permit engineers issue permits and enter them
into the RBLC and compliance personnel verify compliance. This makesit
difficult to go back and enter the compliance information. Other states, aswell as
Monica Morales of EPA Region 8, indicated asimilar division of responsibility.

. Tad Anderson (Utah Division of Air Quality) asked about the protocol for a
military facility that was built, entered into the RBLC with LAER information, but
was never operated. Bob Blaszczak answered that it is appropriate to amend the
entry with anote indicating that it was built, but never operated. It is also
appropriate to remove the facility from the system if it was never operated, there
are no plans to operate it, and it otherwise sets no precedent.

. Don Shepherd asked if it would be possible to provide alink from the RBLC to
the National Emission Trends (NET) database. Bob Blaszczak responded that the
RBLC would look into providing the link.

. Don Shepherd recommended making the following change to the input form: for
“Class One Areas Affected Within 250km of source” change “250km” to
“300km.”

. Bernie Dailey suggested that thereis the possibility for confusion in the wording

of “Plantwide Emissions/Emissions Increase Information” on the input form. Bob
Blaszczak responded that it refers to the increase in emissions resulting from
change, but agreed that the section could be worded more clearly.

. Bernie Dailey questioned why compliance data fields are included under the
process section as opposed to the pollutant section.

. Bernie Dailey said that Wyoming permits include two applicable aternatives
under emission limits. The RBLC input form includes a primary emission limit
and an alternative emission limit. Bob Blaszczak suggested including check
boxes that indicate “primary,” “secondary,” or “both” to accurately characterize
emission limit data.

Bob Blaszczak indicated a concern about potential CBI. He suggested that O&M,

annualized, and capital cost data fields be removed, leaving cost effectiveness, dollars per ton,
and costsin year dollars. He asked the participants for their input on cost data.

. Gary Kizior said that the RBLC should include specific cost information. Cost
effectiveness information can be interpreted broadly and is subject to site-specific
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differences, but it provides an estimate of average costs. O&M, annualized, and
capital costs are only useful if they are accurate and consistent.

. Kirsten King noted said that cost data are valuable in looking across sources to
determine approximate expenditures.

Bob Blaszczak reported that the State of New Jersey indicated an interest in including test
results numbersin the RBLC. He asked for input from the participants on including test methods
inthe RBLC.

. Gary Kizior stated that he would like to see test results numbers because that
information is useful in evaluating how well equipment performs. Vendors will
often guarantee results for their equipment. Test numbers verify these guarantees.
Mr. Kizior also indicated that tons'year do not provide a good estimate of
effectiveness and the data should include an indication of process size.

. Gary Kizior asked what fields are useful to judge the level of control that is being
applied. He also asked about the stringency of the control. Bob Blaszczak
responded that the primary emission limit is the most useful judge. He said that
the RBLC needs standardized unitsin order too do some type of ranking for
stringency, probably by emission per unit of process.

On-line Data Entry Tutorial
Bob Blaszczak provided an on-line demonstration of the RBLC system.

Participant Comments

. Gary Kizior asked if the RBLC attempts to contact permitted facilities to verify
data accuracy and if facilities have contacted the RBLC to report errors. Bob
Blaszczak answered that facility contacts historically have not included in the data
submitted. Promulgation of the NSR Reform Rule would change that. It isnot
possible to contact facilities without contact information. Most questions received
from facilities relate to finding specific datain the RBLC.

Who Should Be Ableto Submit/Enter Data?
Bob Blaszczak asked the participants for input on who should be allowed to enter data

into the RBLC. He aso asked participants to consider whether the RBLC should contain alist of
vendors or alink to alist of vendors.
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Participant Comments

. Gary Kizior said that the burden should fall on the applicants to report data.
Vendors have avested interest in attempting to sell their products. He suggested
that permit applications should not be considered complete until the applicant
entersall required data. This requirement would provide incentive for applicants
to enter information in the RBLC. Audience membersindicated that if the state
would then have to review the entered data, the state may as well enter it
themselves since reviewing could take as long as entering it.

. Bernie Dailey asked when the off-line stand-alone system will be available. He
noted that it is easier for his staff to enter data as they are working on issuing a
permit rather than attempting to enter alarge backlog of permits. Bob Blaszczak
answered that the stand-alone system will probably be available by the end of
August 2001.

. Gary Kizior asked if the RBLC was attempting to identify missing permits. Bob
Blaszczak answered that RBLC contractors are visiting EPA regional officesto
identify permits that are not entered into the RBLC and to find missing permit
information for incomplete RBLC entries.

Air Pollution Technology | ssues

Bob Blaszczak asked how the RBLC should provide information on new and emerging
technologies and foreign technologies. Current plans under consideration by EPA call for
including basic information, operating parameters, cost, successful applications, links to
developer/vendor web sites, and existing technologies. EPA iswary of appearing to endorse
vendors and products by establishing links on EPA web sites. Bob Blaszczak asked if thisis
something EPA should pursue.

Participant Comments

. Gary Kizior said that there are potential liability issuesif EPA appears to endorse
certain vendors over others. There would have to be ground rules to protect EPA
from potential entanglements.

. The group consensus was that access to vendors through the RBLC would be a
useful tool.
. Bob Blaszczak asked if the audience had a preference on a source category to use

as a prototype in an industry sector type technology study. Gary Kizior indicated
it should be something applicable to severa different industries and be something
of concern.
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Open Forum

The discussion portion of the workshop concluded with an open forum for general
questions and ideas related to the RBLC.

Participant Comments

. Gary Kizior asked where the RBLC budget increase was targeted. He also asked
if there was a mandate to change the system. Bob Blaszczak answered that much
of the increased funding was intended to clean up the RBLC database. While there
was ho mandate to change the RBLC, the increased funding has provided an
opportunity for the RBLC to implement the Clean Air Act Advisory Committee
recommendations and conduct public workshops to solicit feedback from users on
improving the system.
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AN

SEPA

Previously Identified Issues

» Complete/Comprehensive

» Compliance Verification

> Cost Information

» New and Emerging Technologies

» User-Friendliness
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RACT/BACT/LAER
Clearinghouse

RBLC
Improvements

VS.

NSR Reform
Rulemaking

SEPA

RBLC's Role in
NSR Permitting

» Tool to Facilitate NSR Permitting

» Provide for the Sharing of Information
on the Application of Technologies and
Permitted Emission Limits

SEPA
RBLC's Role in
NSR Permitting

» How Does it Impact the RBLC?

- Early Notification for FLM's
& Complete Application

- Clean Unit Test

- Effective Permit to Construct




wEPA
RACT/BACT/LAER
Clearinghouse

Planned
Improvements

SEPA

On-going Initiatives

3] oo IR

» Data acquisition / QA
® Regional coordination

= RBLC data review
= Site visits

» Outreach
= \Workshops
= User manual
= New annual report

SEPA
On-going Initiatives

» Data Entry

= Standalone editor
® On-line QA utilities

» Linkage
= Related technical sites
= Software tools
= Agency sites/contacts

SEPA

Under Consideration

» Customized retrievals / output reports
» Cost data
» More definitive process identification

» Links

SEPA
Under Consideration

» Update SIC to NAICS
» Training
» Restore ranking capability

» New clean air technology database

1-6

SEPA

Under Consideration

» Industry sector technology assessments
» Emerging technology technical bulletins

» Graphical display of RBLC sources
& Class | areas
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RACT/BACT/LAER
Clearinghouse

User-Friendliness
&
System

Functionality

SEPA . .
User-Friendliness &

System Functionality

» Do Current Query Options
Meet Your Needs?

» Are the Right Fields Available for Query?

»\What Level of Data Do you Want to
Access First? Facility? Process?
Pollutant?

» How Should Query results be Displayed?

» How Can We Simplify Site Navigation?

SEPA o
User-friendliness &
System Functionality

»> Do We Need to Provide Training’:

» \What Kind of Training Material is
Needed?

- Web-based Tutorial?
- CD Tutorial?
- Conventional Training Courses?

- Other Training Possibilities?




RBLC Data Base Structure
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Air Pollution
Technology

Issues

SEPA
Air Pollution
Technology Issues

» How Can the RBLC Provide Information
on New & Emerging Technologies?
Foreign Technologies?

» How About a Web Database Supported
Directly by Technology Developers &
Venders?

(Venders Supply Info on Their Technology for
Uploading in RBLC Prescribed Format )

SEPA
Air Pollution
Technology Issues

» Include Basic Information on =~
Operational Parameters, Cost,
& Successful Applications

» Possible Links to Developer / Vender
Web Site or E-mail

» Could Include Existing Technology, Too

» Other Possibilities?

SEPA
Air Pollution
Technology Issues

> Technical Bulletins on New & =
Emerging Technologies

» Periodic Industry Profiles Indicating the
State of Technology and Achievable
Emission Limits Demonstrated for All
Processes Associated with That Industry

»|s There a Need for Other types of
Reports?




