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ABSTRACT

This study was directed to measurement of the control effectiveness of
various techniques used to mitigate emissions from open dust sources in the
iron and steel industry. Open dust sources in the iron and steel industry
were estimated to emit 88,800 tons/year of suspended particulate in 1978
based on a 10 plant survey. Of this, 70%, 13%, and 12% were emitted by
vehicular traffic on unpaved roads, vehicular traffic on paved roads, and
storage pile wind erosion, respectively. In this study two control tech-
niques utilized to reduce emissions from traffic on unpaved roads were
tested: a petroleum resin and water. Three control techniques for miti-
gation of emissions from vehicles traveling on paved roads were tested:
vacuum sweeping, water flushing, and flushing with broom sweeping. A petro-
Teum resin and a latex binder were tested for their effectiveness in miti-
gating emissions from coal storage piles.

Control effectiveness values were determined by emission measurements,
utilizing the exposure profiling technique, before and after control appli-
cation. Control effectiveness was determined not only for total particulate
(TP), but also for inhalable particulate (IP)--particles less than 15 pm in
aerodynamic diameter, and for fine particulate (FP)--particles less than
2.5 ym_in aerodynamic diameter. Also parameters defining control design,
operation, and cost were quantified. ‘

A decay in control efficiency with time after application was measured
for most of the control techniques tested. Within 5 hr of application, the
control efficiency afforded by watering of unpaved roads decayed from nearly
100% to about 60%, but the control efficiency of the petroleum resin re-
mained above 90% over the first 2 days after application. The paved road
control measures were much less effective than those applied to unpaved
roads; and the decay rates were high, i.e., comparable to the rate observed
for watering of unpaved roads. There is some indication that control effi-
ciency varies as a function of particle size, especially for paved road con-
trol measures. For example, vacuuming is less effective in controlling fine
particle emissions, but the opposite is indicated for water flushing.

Control of emissions for coal storage piles varied from 90% to almost
zero depending on the type of treatment, length of times since treatment was
applied, and wind speed. Tests were performed using a portable wind tunnel.

Extensive mathematical relationships were developed to calculate rela-
tive cost-effectiveness of open source emission controls. The equations
include control cost and emission reduction variables such as capital invest-
ment cost and operation and maintenance cost, as well as uncontrolled emis-
sion factor, source extent and average control efficiency. The expression
for the average control efficiency incorporates various functional forms for
control efficiency decay rate. ' '
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The purpose of this study was to measure the control efficiency of
various techniques used to mitigate emissions from open dust sources in the
jron and steel industry, such as vehicular traffic on unpaved and paved
roads and wind erosion of storage piles and exposed areas. The control
efficiency was determined not only for total particulate (TP), but also for
inhalable particulate (IP)--particles less than 15 um in aerodynamic diam-
eter, and for fine particulate (FP)--particles less than 2.5 pm in aero-
dynamic diameter. In addition to control efficiency measurement, param-
eters defining control design, operation, and cost were quantified.

The methodology for achieving the above goals involved the measurement
- of uncontrolled and controlled emission factors for emissions from vehicular|
traffic on unpaved roads, vehicular traffic on paved roads, and storage pile
wind erosion. These sources were selected based on an open dust source
emission inventory for the iron and steel industry which showed the above
three sources to contribute 70.4%, 12.7%, and 11.5%, respectively, of the
88,800 T/yr of suspended particulate emitted by the industry.

The exposure profiling method developed by MRI was the technique uti-
1ized to measure uncontrolled and controlled emission factors from vehicular
traffic on paved and unpaved roads. Exposure profiling of roadway emissions:
involves direct isokinetic measurement of the total passage of open dust
emissions approximately 5 m downwind of the edge of the road by means of
simultaneous sampling at four to five points distributed vertically over
the effective height of the dust plume. Size distributions were measured
at the 1 and 3 m heights downwind utilizing cyclone precollectors followed
by parallel slot cascade impactors. During selected tests, size selective
inlets mounted on high volume samplers were also deployed downwind.

Nineteen tests of controlled and uncontrolled emissions from vehicular
traffic on unpaved roads were performed. Ten tests were of heavy-duty traf-

fic (g;eater than 30 tons) and 9 were of light-duty traffic (less than
3 tons).

In calculating the efficiency of a control technique from emission
factor measurements collected during controlled and uncontrolled tests, the |
effect of testing during different periods in the lifetime of the control !
was taken into account. The decay of control efficiency with time after
application has a number of causes, such as track-on from surrounding un-
treated surfaces and mechanical abrasion of the treated road surface.
Accordingly, each value of control efficiency contained in this report in-
cludes the time after application that the measurement was taken.
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Two control techniques utilized to reduce emissions from heavy-duty
traffic on unpaved roads were tested: (1) a 17% solution of Coherex® in
water applied at an intensity of 0.86 2/m? (0.19 gal/yd?), and (2) water
applied at an intensity of 0.59 g/m2 (0.13 gal/yd2). The control efficiency
for Coherex®, at the above application intensity, averaged over the first
48 hr after application, was 95.7% for TP, 94.5% for IP, and 94.1% for FP.
The control efficiency for watering at the above application intensity,
4.4 hr after application, was 55.0% for TP, 49.6% for IP, and 61.1% for FP.
The control efficiency of watering at the above application intensity was
above 95% for all particle sizes 1/2 hr after application.

Only one control technique for emissions from light-duty vehicles trav-
elling on unpaved roads was tested. The control measure was a 17% solution
of Coherex® in water at an application intensity of 0.86 ¢/m2 (0.19 gal/yd?).
The control efficiency of Coherex® at the above application intensity, 25 hr
after application, was 99.5% for TP, 98.6% for IP, and 97.4% for FP. This
road had been closed to traffic for a day. Fifty-one hours after applica-

tion, these efficiencies had decayed to 93.7% for TP, 91.4% for IP, and
93.7% for FP. ' :

Three control techniques for mitigation of emissions from vehicles trav-
elling on paved roads were tested: (1) vacuum sweeping, (2) water flushing,
and (3) flushing with broom sweeping. The highest measured values for the
control efficiency of vacuum sweeping, occurring 2.8 hr after vacuuming,
were 69.8% for TP, 50.9% for IP, and 49.2% for FP. The control efficiency
for water flushing at 2.2 2/m2 (0.48 gal/yd?), approximately 40 min after
application, was 54.1% for TP, 48.8% for IP, and 68.1% for FP. The control
efficiency for flushing and broom sweeping approximately 40 min after appli-

cation with water applied at 2.2 ¢/m2 (0.48 gal/yd?), was 69.3% for TP, 78.0%
for IP, and 71.8% for FP.

Earlier MRI studies of open dust sources in the iron and steel industry
produced data bases which were used to develop predictive emission factor
equations. The precision factors (one standard deviation) associated with
the paved and unpaved road equations were 1.48 and 1.22, respectively. When
the results of the 18 tests of uncontrolled particulate emissions from ve-
hicular traffic on roads performed during this study were added to the data
bases, the precision factors increased to 2.14 and 1.45, respectively. These
increases indicate the need for possible refinement of the paved and unpaved
road equations based on the larger data bases now available.

The portable wind tunnel method was the technique utilized to measure
uncontrolled and controlled emission factors from storage pile wind erosion.
The wind tunnel method involves the measurement of the amount of emissions
eroded from a given surface under a known wind speed. MRI's portable open-
floored wind tunnel was placed directly on the surface to be tested and the
tunnel wind flow adjusted to predetermined centerline speeds. The emissions
eroded from the surface were measured isokinetically at a single point in
the sampling section of the tunnel with a sampling train consisting of a

tapered probe, cyclone precollector, parallel slot cascade impactor, backup
filter, and high volume sampler,
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Wwind erosion from storage piles was quantified during 29 tests of un-
controlled and controlled emission factors. Nearly all of the tests were
conducted on coal surfaces with two control techniques being studied separ-
ately: (1) a 17% solution of Coherex® in water applied at an intensity of
3.4 2/m? (0.74 gal/yd?), and (2) a 2.8% solution of Dow Chemical M-167 Latex
Binder in water applied at an average intensity of 6.8 2/m? (1.5 gal/yd?).
The control efficiency of Coherex® applied at the above intensity to an un-
disturbed steam coal surface approximately 60 days before the test, under a
wind of 15.0 m/s (33.8 mph) at 15.2 cm (6 in.) above the ground, was 89.6%
for TP and approximately 62% for IP and FP. The control efficiency of the
latex binder on a low volatility coking coal 2 days after application, under
a 14.3 m/s (32.0 mph) wind speed at 15.2 cm (6 in.) above the ground, was
37.0% for TP and near zero for IP and FP. However, when the wind speed was
increased to 17.2 m/s-(38.5 mph), the control efficiency increased to 90.0%.
for TP, 68.8% for IP, and 14.7% for FP. The efficiency under the same wind.
speed, 17.2 m/s, decayed 4 days after application to 43,.2% for TP, 48.1%
for IP, and 30.4% for FP.

Three iron and steel plants were surveyed to determine open source emis-
sion control design, operation and cost parameters. Design and operation
parameters included application intensity, application frequency, life expec-
tancy, applicator equipment manufacturer, normal operating speed, capacity,
fuel consumption, vehicle weight, number and capacity of nozzles at a spe-
cified pressure, and maintenance problems. Cost data included operating,
maintenance and capital investment costs. The operating and maintenance
costs were further subdivided into labor, gasoline and oil, maintenance and
repair, and depreciation costs. The capital invesiment costs included pur-
chase and installation of primary and ancillary equipment. ‘

The conclusions gleaned from this study are as follows:

1. Open dust emissions from the entire integrated iron and steel
industry for 1978 were estimated at 88,800 T/yr of suspended
particulate. The total can be subdivided into the following
general categories:

Category Percent Contribution.
Vehicular traffic on unpaved roads . 70.4
Wind erosion 15.0
Vehicular traffic on paved roads 12.7
Continuous raw material handling operations 1.6
Batch raw material handling operations 0.3

2. A decay in control efficiency with time after application was
‘measured for most of the control techniques tested. This means|
that a reported efficiency value has meaning only when given in,
conjunction with a time after a specified application. Within
5 hr of application, the control efficiency afforded by watering
of unpaved roads decayed from nearly 100% to about 60%, but the
control efficiency of Coherex® remained above 90% over the first
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2 days after application. The decay rates of control measures
applied to paved roads (which were much less effective than those
applied to unpaved roads) were high, i.e., comparable to the rate
observed for watering of unpaved roads.

There is some indication that short-term control efficiency varies
as a function of particle size, especially for the paved road con-
trol techniques tested. For example, vacuuming is less effective

in controlling fine particle emissions, but the opposite is indi-

cated for water flushing. '

Wind erosion from the coarse aggregate storage piles tested and
observed at iron and steel plants is probably much less than pre-
viously thought. Testing has shown that for typical storage pile
surfaces, 10 m wind speeds in excess of 14.8 m/s (33.2 mph) are
necessary for the onset of wind erosion as determined by visual
observation of saltation. Also, crusts on piles and exposed sur-
faces are very effective inhibitors of wind erosion as long as
the crust remains unbroken. Current thinking suggests that the
major wind erosion problem is expected to exist on uncrusted
areas surrounding the piles, on uncrusted exposed areas and on
unpaved roads and uncrusted shoulders. Also, piles which have
dozer or scraper traffic on them (atypical in the iron and steel
industry) are susceptible to wind erosion. Finally, as would be
expected, uncrusted piles of fine, dry material are also suscepti-
ble to wind erosion.

The control efficiency of the latex binder tested for effectiveness
in reducing wind erosion increased with increasing wind speeds.

It is possible that this may apply to other wind erosion dust sup-
pressants and to a broader range of wind speeds than those tested,
but the data are still too sparse to support that inference.

The optimal cost-effective technique for applying open dust con-
trols is to make the application and then reapply only after the
initial application has decayed to zero control efficiency. How-
ever, this will yield only about 50% control efficiency, assuming
the technique started at 100%. In controlled emissions trading
(such as offsets, banking and bubbles), much more than 50% reduc-
tion in open dust source emissions may be needed. Thus, optimiza-
tion of cost-effectiveness in the control of open dust source emis-
sions must always be considered in the context of a minimally
acceptable level of control. , '

There is no clear-cut definition of "best" control strategy for
open dust source emissions. Two possible definitions are:

a. That strategy which achieves the constraint of an acceptable
' level of emissions reduction at the least cost; and

b. That strategy which achieves the minimally acceptable level

of control and is the least expensive per unit mass of emis-
sions reduced.
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Although the cost of (b) cannot be less than that of (a), (b) may
indeed prove to be more desirable in the long term because greater
offsets are possible and thus represents the most efficient use
of funds possible.

7. Evaluation of the emission reduction effectiveness of an open
dust source control measure requires the acquisition of detailed
performance data on the control measure. The performance data
gathered to date on open dust sources in the iron and steel in-_
dustry has focused on the efficiencies of freshly applied control -
measures for given sets of application parameters. Additional
field testing would be required to determine the long-term effi-
ciency decay.

8. As with the initial control efficiency, the decay rate of a con-.
trol measure should depend in part on the application parameters.
Taking unpaved roads as an example, the frequency of application,
the application intensity, and the dilution ratio of the chemical
suppressant are of paramount importance. Also, there may be a
residual effect of previous control applications which changes
the shape of the decay curve, although this residual effect may-
become less important after repeated reapplication-decay cycles.
Theoretically, a mathematical relationship could be developed
which expresses mean control efficiency (during the period be-
tween applications) as a function of the application parameters
and the frequency of application once a sufficiently large emis-
sions data base has been obtained. ;

9. As part of the emission trading process, a calculated emission
reduction requires information on the uncontrolled emission fac-
tor and the performance of the proposed control measure. With
the exception of unpaved roads, the current uncontrolled open
source emission factor equations listed in Table 1-1 are based on
a limited number of tests. The control efficiency data base for
these sources is even more limited, both in the small number of
control efficiency values measured and the lack of data on the
long-term efficiency of controls. This situation leads to cor-
responding levels of uncertainty when implementing emission
trades. :

XV







1.0 INTRODUCTION

Previous studies of open dust particulate emissions from integrated
jron and steel plants have provided strong evidence that open dust sources
such as vehicular traffic on unpaved and paved roads, aggregate material
handling, and wind erosion should occupy a prime position in control strat-
egy development.!’2 These conclusions were based on comparability between
industry-wide uncontrolled emissions from open dust sources and typically
controlled fugitive emissions from major process sources such as steel-
making furnaces, blast furnaces, coke ovens, and sinter machines. Moreover,
preliminary cost-effectiveness analysis of promising control options for
open dust sources indicated that control of open dust sources might result.
in significantly improved air quality at a lower cosi in relation to control
of process sources. Cost-effectiveness is defined as dollars expended per
unit mass of particulate emissions prevented by control. These preliminary
conclusions warranted the gathering of more definitive data on control per-
formance and costs for open dust sources in the steel industry.

The cost reduction potential of open dust sources has not been missed
by the iron and steel industry. With the advent of the Bubble Policy (Al-
ternative Emissions Reduction Options) on December 11, 1979, (revision pro-
posed April 7, 1982) the industry has recognized the economics of control-
ling open dust sources as compared to implementing more costly controls on
stack and process fugitive sources of particulate emissions. However, as a
requirement of the Bubble Policy, it must be demonstrated that no net gain
in emissions occurs from an imaginary bubble surrounding the plant.

In order to demonstrate that there is no net gain in emissions as a%
result of a proposed controlled trading scenario, the controlled emission
rate for an open dust source must be estimated using the following equation:

R = Me(1-C)/2,000

mass emission rate (tons/year)

where: R =
M = annual source extent
e = uncontrolled emission factor, i.e., pounds of uncontrolled
emissions per unit of source extent
C = overall control efficiency expressed as a fraction.

Values for the uncontrolled emission factor (e) can be calculated using the
predictive emission factor equations shown in Table 1-1. These predictive
equations are the outcomes of numerous prior MRI field tests.1'2°3:4°5 Ppa-
rameters which may affect particulate emission levels from open sources such
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as moisture and silt contents of the emitting material or equipment charac-
teristics were identified and measured during the testing process. For
those sources with a sufficient number of tests, multiple linear regression
formed the basis upon which significant variables were identified and then
used in developing the predictive equation.

The annual source extent can be estimated by plant management from
plant records and discussions with operating personnel. The variable with
the least accurate data to support an estimate of controlled emissions is
the control efficiency. Table 1-2 presents a summary of open dust source °
controls that are or have been used in the iron and steel industry. Control
efficiency values are needed for all the techniques shown in Table 1-2.

TABLE 1-2. SUMMARY OF POTENTIAL OPEN DUST SOURCE CONTROL TECHNIQUES

Source Control technique

I. Unpaved roads and parking lots. Watering
Chemical treatment?
Paving

0iling

> oW

Sweeping

1. Broom
a. Wet
b. Dry

2. Vacuum

Flushing

II. Paved roads and parking lots.

III. Material handling and storage
pile wind erosion.

Watering
Chemical treatment®

Enc]osures
Water sprays
Chemical sprays

IV.  Conveyor transfer stations.
a

o 0o oo > o0

V. Exposed area wind erosion. Watering
Chemical treatment?®
Vegetation

0iling

[ g v

For example: (1) salts, (2) lignin sulfonates, (3) petroleum resins,
(4) wetting agents, and (5) latex binders.
1.1 VARIABLES AFFECTING CONTROL EFFICIENCY

Opgn dust source control efficiency values can be affected by four broéd
categories of variables: (a) time-related variables, (b) control application
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variables, (c) equipment characteristics, and (d) characteristics of surface
to be treated. \

1.1.1 Time-Related Variablies

Because of the finite durability of all surface-treatment control tech-
niques, ranging from hours (watering) to years (paving), it is essential to
tie an efficiency value to a frequency of application (or maintenance).
For measures of lengthy durability, the maintenance program required to sus-
tain control effectiveness should be indicated. One 1ikely pitfall to be
avoided is the use of field data on a freshly applied control measure to
represent the 1ifetime of the measure.

The climate, for the most part, accelerates the decay of control per-
formance adversely through weathering. For example, freeze-thaw cycles
break up the crust formed by binding agents; precipitation washes away water-
soluble chemical treatments 1ike 1lignin sulfonates, and solar radiation
dries out watered surfaces. On the other hand, 1ight precipitation might
improve the efficiency of water extenders and hygroscopic chemicals like
calcium chloride, and will definitely improve efficiency of watering.

1.1.2 Control Application Variables

The control application variables affecting control performance are:
(a) application intensity; (b) application frequency; (c) dilution ratio;
and (d) application procedure. Application intensity is the volume of solu-
tion placed on the surface per unit area of surface. The higher the inten-
sity, the better the expected control efficiency. However, this relation-
ship applies only to a point, because too intense an application will begin
to run off the surface. The point where runoff occurs depends on the sliope
and porosity of the surface.

1.1.3 Equipment Characteristics

The equipment characteristics that affect control efficiency values
are those involved in imparting energy to the treated surface which might
break the adhesive bonds keeping fine particulate composing the surface from
becoming airborne. For example, vehicle weight and speed can affect the
control efficiency for chemical treatment of unpaved roads. An increase in
either variable serves to accelerate the decay in efficiency. Figure 1-1
1s a general plot portraying the change in rate of decay of the control ef-
ficiency for a chemical suppressant applied to an unpaved road as a func-
tion of vehicle speed, weight, and traffic volume.

1.1.4 Characteristics of Surface to be Treated

Any surface characteristics which contribute to the breaking of a sur-
face crust will affect the control efficiency. For example, for unpaved
road controls, road structure characteristics affect control efficiency.®
These characteristics are: (a) combined subgrade and base bearing strength;
(b) amount of fine material (silt and clay) on the surface of the road; and
(c) the friability of the road surface material. Unacceptable values for
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Figure 1-1. Effect of vehicle speed, weight, and traffic
density on control performance.



these variables mainly affect the performance of chemical controls. Low
bearing strength causes the road to flex and rut in spots with the passage
of heavy trucks; this destroys the compacted surface enhanced by the chemi-
cal treatment. A lack of fine material in the wearing surface deprives the
chemical treatment of the increased particle surface area necessary for
interparticle bonding. Finally, the larger particles of a friable wearing
surface material simply break up under the weight of the vehicles and cover
the treated road with a layer of untreated dust.

- 1.2 PROJECT OBJECTIVES

The overall objective of this project was to provide data that will
document quantities of particulates generated from controlled open dust
sources at steel plants and the cost-effectiveness of control procedures
for eliminating or reducing emissions. The separate tasks necessary to
achieve the above objective were:

1. Conduct field tests to measure emissions from open dust
sources in order to determine the efficiency of selected
control procedures.

2.  Evaluate data obtained in the test program in order to
determine the change in efficiency over time.

3. Develop design and operating information on all contro]
procedures evaluated, including optimum operating proce-
dures; operator and material requirements; design param-
eters; capital, operating and maintenance costs; and
energy requirements.

1.3 REPORT STRUCTURE

This report is structured as follows: (a) Section 2.0 contains the
results of a 1l0-plant survey to determine the extent of open dust sources
and controls in the iron and steel industry; (b) Section 3.0 contains the
methodology and results of source testing via exposure profiling; (c) Sec-
tion 4.0 contains the methodology and result of wind erosion testing via a
portable wind tunnel; (d) Section 5.0 contains the presentation of cost, de-
sign, and operating information related to control techniques; and (e) Sec-
tions 6.0 through 8.0 present references, glossary, and English to metric
conversion units, respectively.

This report contains both metric and English units. In the text, most
numbers are reported in metric units with English units in parentheses.
For numbers commonly expressed in metric units in the ajr pollution field,
no English equivalent is given, i.e., particle size is in pm, density is in
g/cm®, and concentration is in pg/m?3.

Numbers in this report are generally rounded to three significant fig-
ures; therefore, columns of numbers may not add to the exact total listed.

Rou;ding to three significant figures produces a rounding error of less than
0.5%.




2.0 SELECTION OF SOURCES, SAMPLING METHODS,
SITES AND CONTROL TECHNIQUES

In order to select the control techniques that should be tested, a sur-
vey was conducted to ascertain the most important open dust sources as de-~
termined by their uncontrolled emission rates. The survey was also designed
to determine the control techniques typically applied to these sources at
jron and steel plants. Finally, surveyed plants utilizing the most typical
control techniques for the most important sources were selected as candidate
test sites. : :

2.1 SURVEY OF OPEN DUST SOURCES AND CONTROLS

In order to calculate an open dust emissions inventory and determine

" what control techniques were being utilized in the iron and steel industry,

a survey of 10 plants was conducted. The survey was conducted using mate~:
rials handling flow charts to be completed by each plant.

The flow charts displayed several alternate handling schemes for the:
following materials:

Coal

Iron ore pellets

Unagglomerated iron.ore

Limestone/dolomite

Sinter, nodules, and briquettes

Coke

Sinter input (flux, iron ore, and coke fines)
Slag

co~NNOYON B WMo

The completed flow charts for a specific plant provided information
on: (a) the materials handling routes used at the plant; (b) the amount of
material passing through each handling step; (c) physical characteristics
of the handling equipment (e.g., bucket size, drop height, etc.); and (d)
the handling steps that are controlled and the type of control utilized.

Through the assistance of the American Iron and Steel Institute (Mr. John
Barker, Chairman of the AISI Fugitive Emissions Committee, and Mr. William
Benzer), the following companies agreed to complete the materials handling
flow charts for the indicated plants: :
Armco Steel, Incorporated

Middletown Works

Houston Works

Interlake, Incorporated
Chicago Plant (coke ovens and blast furnace)
Works at Riverdale (BOFs)



Bethlehem Steel Corporation
Burns Harbor
Sparrows Point

National Steel Corporation
River Rouge Plant (coke ovens and blast furnaces)
Works at Ecorse (BOFs and EAFs)

U.S. Steel Corporation
Geneva Works
Gary Works

Jones and Laughlin Steel Corporation
Aliquippa Works
Indiana Harbor Works

Appendix A presents materials handling data compiled from the charts for
the above 10 plants (Interlake's Chicago plant and the works at Riverdale
are counted as one complete facility; National's River Rouge Plant and the
works at Ecorse are treated as one facility).

2.1.1 Updated Emissions Inventory

The completed materials handling flow charts for the 10 plants provided
input data for an industry-wide emissions inventory of open dust sources.
An initial inventory was developed in Reference 2 and is updated in this
report using the most current emission factors (Table 1-1) as well as re-
vised (1978) source extent data obtained from the 10-plant survey. Details
of the inventory calculations are given in the following paragraphs.

2.1.1.1 Vehicular Traffic on Unpaved Surfaces--

Emission factors for 1ight, medium, and heavy duty traffic on unpaved
roads were calculated using the predictive equation shown in Table 1-1.
Since the 4-plant survey report in Reference 2 contained more detailed traf-
fic data than the 10-plant survey described in Section 2.1, the values for
the correction parameters in the predictive emission factor equation as well
as the values for the source extent were calculated from the 4-plant survey.
Finally, it was assumed that there were 50 major plants in the nation, each
producing the emission rate calculated for the average plant.

The emission factor for storage pile maintenance and related traffic
was developed from the emission factors calculated in the 4-plant survey.
Separate weighted emission factors were determined for pellets and coal.
The weighted emission factors were multiplied by the 1978 nationwide ton-
nages of these materials received at iron and steel plants in order to cal-
culate the emission rate. Finally, the calculated emission rate for pellets
and coal was Tinearly scaled by the weight ratio of all aggregate materials
handled to the sum of coal and peliets handled. 1In this manner, the total
nationwide emission rate for pile maintenance and other traffic associated
with storage of all aggregate material was calculated,




An emission factor for vehicular traffic on unpaved parking lots was

calculated using the unpaved road equation in Table 1-1. The following as- .

sumptions were made regarding correction parameters and source extent:

1. The 449,200 employees of the iron and steel industry involved with‘

the sale and production of iron and steel products in 1978 drive to work.
2. An average of two people travel in each car.
Each person works 250 days/year.

Fifty percent of cars use unpaved parking lots.

[ 2 T & ) B~ I

Cars travel at an average speed of 10 mph.
7. Silt content of unpaved parking lots aggregate = 12%.

2.1.1.2 Vehicular Traffic on Paved Roads-- '
The emission factor for paved roads was calculated as the average of

‘eight tests performed by MRI at iron and steel plants.? The emission fac-

tor was then multiplied by the average source extent (vehicle-miles trav-
eled) calculated from the 4-plant survey. Finally, the emission rate for
paved road traffic at the average plant was multiplied by 50 in order to
extrapolate to nationwide emissions. ‘

2.1.1.3 Batch and Continuous Drop Operations--

Cars travel an average of 200 ft in and 200 ft out of lots each day.

The following average values obtained from the 1l0-plant survey were j

used in calculating emissions from batch and continuous drop operations:

1. Sixty-five percent of the raw aggregate received at the average f
plant arrives by barge and 35% by rail.

2. The 35% arriving by rail is unloaded in 100 ton batches and is
dropped an equivalent of 5 exposed feet.

3. Of the 65% arriving by barge, half is batch unloaded by a 12 yd3;

clamshell and dropped 24 ft, while half is continuously unloaded and droppe
10 ft. ‘

4. The average raw and intermediate aggregate material passes througﬁ
seven transfer stations in its lifetime at the average iron and steel plant
and is dropped each time an average of 8 ft.

5. FEighty percent of the raw and waste material handled in iron andﬁ
steel plants is stored in open piles.

6. Of the 80% stored in the open, 50% is loaded into the pile by
stacker, 25% by clamshell, and 5% by truck or scraper.

7. During load-in of material to an open storage pile, the average
12 yd3 clamshell drops material 30 ft; the average stacker drops material

9
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13 ft; and the average 35 ton capacity haul truck or scraper drops material
5 ft. )

8. Of the 80% stored in the open, 35% is loaded out of the pile by
clamshell, 30% by bucket-wheel, 10% by front-end loader, and 5% by miscel-
laneous techniques.

9. During load-out of material from an open storage pile, the average
10 yd® clamshell drops material 5 ft; the average bucket-wheel drops mate-
rial 10 ft; and the average 10 yd® front-end loader drops material 5 ft.

10. The average plant with OHF or BOF shops produces most of its own
~coke and sinter and sends most of it directly to the blast furnace without
open storage.

The two aggregates selected as representative of all aggregate mate-
rials were coal and iron-bearing pellets. These particular materials were
selected because: (a) they include about 50% of the total aggregate han-
dled at iron and steel plants, and (b) more data are available on the silt
and moisture of these materials than other aggregate materials stored in
iron and steel plants. -

511t and moisture measurements obtained during the 4-plant survey and
during past MRI emission factor testing efforts were averaged in an attempt
to obtain representative nationwide values. For coal, the average silt and
moisture percentages were 5.0 and 4.8, respectively; and for pellets, the
average silt and moisture percentages were 4.9 and 2.1, respectively.

- Based on the above assumptions and the average silt and moisture values,
1978 nationwide emission rates for coal and pellet batch and continuous drop
sources were calculated. The sum of these emission rates was then scaled
Tinearly by the weight ratio of total aggregate placed in open storage to
the sum of coal and pellets handled. (The amounts of each material handled
in 1978 are shown in Table 2 1.) 1In this fashion, the emission rates for
total aggregate batch drop and continuous drop operations were calculated.

TABLE 2-1. AGGREGATE MATERIALS HANDLED AT IRON AND
STEEL PLANTS IN 1978

Consumption in 1978

Material Aggregate type (106 tons)
Coal Raw 67.5
Pellets Raw 86.9
Natural iron ore Raw 14.4
Flux Raw 28.7
Sinter Intermediate 35.6
Coke Intermediate 55.6
Slag Waste 43.8

Source: 1978 Annual Statistics of the American Iron and Steel Institute.
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2.1.1.4 Wind Erosion-- ' X

The emission factors for wind erosion from pellet and coal piles were
calculated using the storage pile wind erosion equation in Table 1-1. The
correction parameters were obtained from both the 10-plant and the previous.
4-plant surveys. ' s

The emission rates for coal and pellets were calculated by multiplying
the emission factors by the 1978 nationwide amounts of coal and pellets
handled at iron and steel plants. The total emission rate for wind erosion.
from all raw and waste aggregate piles was calculated by linearly scaling -
the sum of the emission rates for coal and pellets by the weight ratio of
the total raw and waste aggregate handled to the sum of the coal and pel-
lets handled. ' ;

The emission factor for wind erosion of bare areas was calculated as a
weighted average of the emission factors for two of the four previous sur-:
veyed plants reported in Reference 2. These two plants were most represen-
tative of the climate experienced by the majority of the industry. The plant
emission factors were weighted by source extent (acres exposed).

The emission rate for the average plant was calculated by multiplying
the weighted average emission factor by the arithmetic average source ex- -
tent observed at the four previously surveyed plants. Finally, the nation-
wide emission rate was obtained by multiplying the emission rate for the
average plant by 50, which is the number of major plants estimated to exist
in the cauntry. :

2.1.1.5 Emissions Inventory Summary--

The updated inventory, shown in Table 2-2, yields a source ranking simi-
lar to the inventory published earlier.2 Vehicular traffic on unpaved sur-
faces accounts for 70% of the total open dust source emissions while batch
and continuous drop operations combine for less than 2% of the total. |

The data base on the field performance of control measures for open
dust sources is small. - Therefore, control measure testing should be dis-:
tributed in relation to the magnitude of uncontrolled emissions. According

to Table 2-2, testing should focus on control measures applicable to:

Unpaved roads;

. Paved roads;
. Storage pile maintenance;
. Storage pile wind erosion;

Exposed area wind erosion;
Unpaved parking lots; and
. Conveyor transfer stations.

2.1.2 Summary of Current Industry Control Practices

Anq]ysis of the materials handling flow charts fof-the 10 surveyed inte-
grated iron and.steel plants indicate that a number of control techniques
were being applied in 1978 to open dust sources at several locations. These

11
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are summarized in Table 2-3 along with control data gathered from other in-
formation sources. Table 2-3 is by no means a complete industry survey,
but is a complete summary of 10 of the approximately 50 major integrated
plants in the country. ' _

2.2 SELECTION OF TEST SITES

" Tables 2-2 and 2-3 formed the basis for test site selection by indi-
cating the largest open dust sources in the industry, the control techniques
in use, and some of the sites where these techniques are applied. . i

It was decided to test unpaved and paved road control techniques (first
and second largest sources) at Armco's Middletown and Houston Works, since '
many different techniques were available for testing at each site. Armco's
Middletown and Bethlehem's Burns Harbor Plants were selected for testing of
controls for the third largest source, wind erosion. f

Testing at Armco's Middletown plant was especially desirable since it
afforded the opportunity to test before and after the implementation of an
extensive open dust source control program proposed under the Bubble Policy.
These controls were completely implemented by August 1980.

2.3 OPEN DUST SAMPLING METHODS

Open dust emissions are especially difficult to characterize for the 3
following reasons:

1. Emission rates have a high degree of temporal variability.

2. Emissions are discharged from a wide variety of source configura-
tions. 1

3. Emissions are comprised of a wide range of particle size, includ-
ing coarse particles which deposit immediately adjacent to the source.

The scheme for quantification of emission factors must effectively deal
with these complications, to yield source-specific emission data needed to
evaluate the priorities for emission control and the effectiveness of control
measures. :

Four basic techniques have been utilized in testing open dust sources:

1. The upwind/downwind method involves measurement of concentra-
tions upwind and downwind of the source, utilizing ground-based samplers .
(usually hi-vol samplers) under known meteorological conditions. Atmospheric
dispersion equations are used to back-calculate the emission rate which most
nearly produces the measured concentrations.

2. MRI's exposure profiling method involves direct measurement
of the total passage of open dust source emissions immediately downwind of -
the source by means of simultaneous multipoint sampling over the effective,
cross-section of the open dust source emission plume. This technique uses.
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a mass-balance calculation scheme similar to EPA Method 5 rather than re-
quiring indirect calculation through the application of a generalized atmo-
spheric dispersion model. Moreover, based on MRI field tests of several
types of open dust sources, the accuracy of measurements obtained by expo-
sure profiling is better than that achievable by the upwind/downwind method,
even with site-specific calibration of the dispersion model used in the
latter method. :

3. The tracer method involves the controlled release of a known
amount of tracer (e.g., SFg) at the source. Downwind from the source, the
tracer concentration as well as the dust concentration from the source are
measured via colocated samplers. Finally, the open dust source emission
rate is calculated using the following relationship:

ER_ _C
_P=_P
ERt Ct
where: ER. = Particulate emission rate

ERt Tracer emission rate

Cp Particulate concentration
Ct Tracer concentration

The use of tracers is complicated by two factors: (1) it is difficult to
disperse the tracer such that its initial spread matches that of the open
dust source, and (2) the tracer is normally a gas or a fine particulate
which does not have the settling characteristics of the dust from the open
source.

4. The wind tunnel method for measuring wind erosion emission involves
the generation of a known wind speed and the measurement of the amount of
emissions blown from a given surface. A portable wind tunnel which can be
utilized to measure wind erosion emissions in situ is preferable to col-
lecting a sample of the surface in the field and conducting the experiment
in a laboratory wind tunnel. The second technique creates the problem that
the surface is never reconstructed in exactly the same fashion as it exists
in the field. For example, a surface crust which may exist in the field
will be almost completely destroyed in the collection process, making it
impossible to reconstruct in the laboratory.

Several of the available fugitive emission factors for integrated iron
and steel plants have resulted from estimation techniques rather than mea-
surement techniques. Estimating techniques include: (a) use of fixed per-
cent of uncontrolled stack emissions; (b) application of data from similar
processes; (c) engineering calculations; and (d) visual correlation of opa-
city and mass emissions. Wide use of estimating techniques has been employed
because of the difficulty of testing and the lack of recognized standardized
methods for measuring open dust emissons. '
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The most suitable and accurate technique for quantifying open dust sour-
ces (materials handling, vehicular traffic on unpaved roads, etc.) in the
iron and steel industry has been shown to be exposure profiling.! The method
is source-specific and its increased accuracy over the upwind/downwind method
and the tracer method is a result of the fact that emission factor calcula-
tion is based on direct measurement of the variable sought, i.e., mass of
emissions per unit time.

For testing of wind erosion the portable wind tunnel method is MRI's.
preferred technique because it allows for in situ measurement of erosion
rates under predetermined, controlled wind conditions. - In contrast to this,
the upwind/downwind method is beset with difficulties for wind erosion test-
ing because the onset of natural erosion and its intensity is beyond the
control of the investigator; moreover when natural erosion is occurring, in-
terference caused by erosion of sources located upwind of the test sources
causes problems of background interference. The main drawbacks of the por-
table wind tunnel method are: (a) that wind tunnel turbulence is used to.
simulate atmospheric turbulence; and (b) that subsequent development of emis-
sion factors requires independently determined patterns of wind flow around
typical storage pile shapes. With regard to the first drawback, Gillette?
(after whose work the MRI wind tunnel was designed) pointed out that the
scale of vertical motions of the natural atmosphere and the wind tunnel are
similar near the critical interface between the wind and the erodible surface,
making the wind tunnel a useful device for the study of wind erosion. More-
over, relative to the second drawback, physical modeling studies (e.g., Soo
et al.8) are underway to define storage pile wind flow patterns. |
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3.0 SOURCE TESTING BY EXPOSURE PROFILING

This section describes the field testing program using the exposure
profiling method to determine control efficiencies for open dust sources.
The following field tests were performed at two integrated iron and steel
plants - Armco's Middlietown Works (designated as Plant F) and Armco's
Houston Works (designated as Plant B):

Eleven tests of vehicular traffic on uncontrolled paved roads.
. Twelve tests of vehicular traffic on controlled paved roads.

. Four tests of light-duty vehicular traffic on uncontrolled un=
paved roads.

. Five tests of 1light-duty vehicular traffic on controlled unpaved -
roads.

. Three tests of heavy-duty vehicular traffic on uncontrolled un-
paved roads.

. Seven tests of heavy-duty vehicular traffic on controlled unpaved
roads. '

Maps of plants F and B are shown in Figures 3-1 and 3-2, respective]y,f
and indicate the sites of the exposure profiling tests conducted. :

3.1 QUALITY ASSURANCE

The sampling and analysis procedures followed in this field testing
program were subject to certain quality control (QC) guidelines. These
guidelines will be discussed in conjunction with the activities to which
they apply. These procedures met or exceeded the requirements specified in
the reports entitled "Quality Assurance Handbook for Air Pollution Measure-
ment Systems, Volume II - Ambient Air Specific Methods" (EPA 600/4-77-0273a):
and "Ambient Monitoring Guidelines for Prevention of Significant Deteriora-
tion" (EPA 450/2-78-019).

As part of the QC program for this study, routine audits of sampling
and analysis procedures were performed. The purpose of the audits was to
demonstrate that measurements were made within acceptable control conditions
fgr_particu]ate source sampling and to assess the source testing data for pre-
cision and accuracy. Examples of items audited include gravimetric analysis,
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flow rate calibration, data processing, and emission factor and control ef-
ficiency calculation. The mandatory use of specially designed reporting
forms for sampling and analysis data obtained in the field and Taboratory
aided in the auditing procedure.. Further detail on specific sampling and
analysis procedures are provided in the following sections.

3.2 AIR SAMPLING TECHNIQUES AND EQUIPMENT

The exposure profiling technique utilized in this study is based on
the isokinetic profiling concept that is used in conventional source test-
ing. The passage of airborne pollutant immediately downwind of the source
is measured directly by means of simultaneous multipoint sampling over the
effective cross section of the open dust source plume. This technique uses
a mass-balance calculation scheme similar to EPA Method 5 stack testing
rather than requiring indirect calculation through the application of a
generalized atmospheric dispersion model.

For measurement of nonbuoyant open dust source emissions, profiling
sampling heads are distributed over a vertical network positioned just down-
wind (usually about 5 m) from the source. A vertical Tine grid of samplers
is sufficient for measurement of emissions from line or moving point sources
while a two-dimensional array of samplers is required for quantification of
area source emissions.

The MRI exposure profiler, developed under EPA Contract No. 68-02~0619
as reported in Reference 4, was used in this study. The profiler (Figure 3-3)
consists of a portable tower (4 to 6 m height) supporting an array of sampling
heads. During testing, each sampling head was operated as an isokinetic
exposure sampler directing passage of the flow stream through a settling
chamber and then upward through a standard 20.3 cm by 25.4 cm (8 in. by
10 in.) glass fiber filter positioned horizontally. Sampling intakes were
pointed into the wind, and sampling velocity of each intake was adjusted to
match the local mean wind speed, as determined by 15 min averages prior to
and during the test. Throughout each test, wind speed was monitored by re-
cording anemometers at two heights, and the vertical wind speed profile was
determined by assuming a logarithmic distribution.

High volume parallel slot cascade impactors with 34 m3/hr (20 cfm) flow
controllers were used to measure particle size distribution at two heights
along side of the exposure profiler. The impactor units were equipped with
a cyclone preseparator to remove coarse particles which otherwise would tend
to bounce off the glass fiber impaction substrates, causing fine particle
measurement bias. To further reduce particle bounce problems, each stage
of the impactor substrates was sprayed with a stopcock grease solution.
The stages then had a sticky surface which inhibited particie bounce.

Two other types of equipment were used during this study: (1) the stan-
dard high volume (hi-vol) air sampler and (2) the recently developed EPA
version of the size selective inlet (SSI) mounted on an otherwise standard
high volume air sampler. The standard high-volume sampler measures total
suspended particulate matter (TSP) which consists of particles smaller than
approximately 30 pm in aerodynamic diameter. When fitted with an SSI, the
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MRI exposure profiler.
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high-volume air sampler measures ihhalable particulate (IP) cohcentrations
consisting of particies smaller than 15 ym in aerodynamic diameter.

Three equipment deployment schemes shown in Figures 3-4 through 3-6
were employed during the course of this study. The basic downwind equip-
ment included an exposure profiling system with either four or five sam-
pling heads spaced 1 m (3.28 ft) apart and high-volume cascade impactors
fitted with cyclone preseparators at 1 m (3.28 ft) and 3 m (9.84 ft)
heights. In addition, a standard high-volume air sampler was operated at a
height of 2 m (6.56 ft). The upwind air sampling equipment consisted of a
standard high~volume air sampler at a height of 2 m (6.56 ft) and either
one or two hi-vols fitted with SSIs, operated at 2 m (6.56 ft) or 1 m
(3.28 ft) and 3 m (9.84 ft), respectively.

3.3 PARTICULATE SAMPLE HANDLING AND ANALYSIS

3.3.1 Preparation of Sample Collection Media

Particulate samples were collected on Type A slotted glass fiber im-
pactor substrates and on Type AE glass fiber filters. To minimize the
problem of particle bounce, all glass fiber cascade impactor substrates
were greased. The grease solution was prepared by dissolving 140 g of stop-
cock grease in 1 liter of reagent grade toluene. No grease was applied to

the borders and backs of the substrates. The substrates were handled, trans-

ported and stored in specially designed frames which protected the greased
surfaces.

Prior to the initial weighing, the greased substrates and filters were
equilibrated for 24 hr at constant temperature and humidity in a special
weighing room. During weighing, the balance was checked at frequent inter-
vals with standard weights to assure accuracy. The substrates and filters
remained in the same controlled environment for another 24 hr, after which
a second analyst reweighed them as a precision check. If a substrate or
filter could not pass audit limits, the entire lot was reweighed. Ten per-
cent of the substrates and filters taken to the field were used as blanks.
The quality assurance guidelines pertaining to preparation of sample col-
lection media are presented in Table 3-1.

3.3.2 Pre-Test Procedures/Evaluation of Sampling Conditions

Prior to equipment deployment, a number of decisions were made as to
the potential for acceptable source testing conditions. These decisions
were based on forecast information obtained from the local U.S. Weather
Service office. A specific sampling location was identified based on the
predicted wind direction. Sampling was not planned if there was a high
probability of measurable precipitation.

If conditions were considered acceptable, the sampling equipment was .
transported to the site, and deployment was initiated. The deployment pro-
cedure normally took 1 to 2 hr to complete. During this time, the sampling
flow rates were set for the various air sampling instruments. The quality
control guidelines governing this activity are found in Table 3-2.
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TABLE 3-1. QUALITY CONTROL PROCEDURES FOR. SAMPLING MEDIA

Activity

QC Check/Requirement

Preparation

Conditioning

Weighing

Auditing of weights

Correction for handling
effects

Calibration of balance

Inspect and imprint glass fiber media with
identification numbers.

Equilibrate media for 24 hr in clean con-
trolled room with relative humidity of less
than 50% (variation of less than + 5%) and
with temperature between 20 C and 25 C
(variation of less than + 3%).

Weigh hi-vol filters and impactor substrates
to nearest 0.1 mg.

Independently verify final weights of 10% of
hi-vol filters and impactor substrates (at
least four from each batch). Reweigh batch
if weights of any hi-vol filters or impactor
substrates deviate by more than + 2.0 mg and
+ 1.0 mg, respectively. For tare weights,
perform a 100% audit; reweigh any hi-vol
filters or impactor substrates that deviate
by more than = 1.0 mg, and + 0.5 mg, respec-
tively.

Weigh and handle at least one blank for each
1 to 10 hi-vol filters or impactor substrates
of each type for each test.

Balance to be calibrated once per year by
certified manufacturer's representative.
Check prior to each use with laboratory
Class S weights.
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TABLE 3-2. QUALITY CONTROL PROCEDURES FOR SAMPLING FLOW RATES

Activity

QC Check/Requirement

v

Calibration
+ Profilers, hi-vols, and
impactors

Single-point checks

Profilers, hi-vols, and

impactors

Alternative

Orifice calibration

Calibrate flows in operating ranges using
calibration orifice upon arrival and every
2 weeks thereafter at each regional site
prior to testing. :

Check 25% of units with rotameter, calibra-
tion orifice, or electronic calibrator once
at each site prior to testing (different
units each time). If any flows deviate by
more than 7%, check all other units of

same type and recalibrate noncomplying
units. (See alternative below.)

If flows cannot be checked at test site,
check all units every 2 weeks and recali-.
brate units which deviate by more than 7%.

Calibrate against displaced volume test
meter annually.

_ Once the source testing equipment was set up and the filters inserted,
air sampling commenced. Information was recorded on specially designed re-
porting forms for quality assurance and included:

a. Exposure profiler - Start/stop times, wind speed profiles
and sampler flow rates (15 min average), and wind direc-
tion relative to the roadway perpendicular (15 min average).-

b. Other samplers - Start/stop times and flow rates.

c. Traffic count by vehicle type and speed.

d. General meteorology - Wind speed, wind direction, and

temperature.

) Erom the_information in (a), adjustments could be made to insure iso-
kinetic sampling of both profiler heads (by changing the intake velocity)
and cyclone preseparators (by changing intake nozzles). Table 3-3 outlines

the pertinent QC procedures.
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TABLE 3-3. QUALITY CONTROL PROCEDURES FOR SAMPLING EQUIPMENT

Activity QC Check/Requirements
Maintenance
+ A1l samplers Check motors, gaskets, timers, and flow

measur1ng devices at each reg1ona1 site
prior to testing.

Operation

« Timing ~ Start and stop all samplers during time
spans not exceeding 1 min.
Isokinetic sampling Adjust sampling intake orientation when-
(profilers only) ever mean (15 min average) wind direction
changes by more than 30°.
Adjust intake velocity whenever mean
(15 min average) wind speed approaching
sampler changes by more than 20%.
* Prevention of static Cap sampler inlets prior to and immedi-
mode deposition ately after sampling.

Sampling time was long enough to provide sufficient particulate mass
and to average over several units of cyclic fluctuation in the emission rate
(e.g., vehicle passes on an unpaved road). Sampling lasted from 13 min to
over 5 hr depending on the source and control measure (if any). Occasionally,
sampling was interrupted due to occurrence of unacceptable meteorological
conditions and then restarted when suitable conditions returned. Table 3-4
presents the criteria used for suspending or terminating a source test.

3.3.3 Sample Handling and Analysis

To prevent particulate losses, the exposed media were carefully trans-
ferred at the end of each run to protective containers within the MRI in-
strument van. In the field laboratory, exposed filters were placed in indi-
vidual glassine envelopes and numbered file folders. Impactor substrates
were replaced in the protective frames. Particulate that collected on the
interior surfaces of exposure probes and cyclone preseparators was rinsed
with distilled water into separate sample jars wh1ch were then capped and
taped shut.

When exposed substrates and filters (and the associated blanks) were
returned to the MRI laboratory, they were equilibrated under the same con-
ditions as the initial weighing. After reweighing, 10% were audited to
check weighing accuracy. '
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TABLE 3-4. CRITERIA FOR SUSPENDING OR TERMINATING AN EXPOSURE
PROFILING TEST

A test may be suspended or terminated if:2
1. Rainfall ensues during equipment setup or when sampling is in progress.’

2. Mean wind speed during samp]ihg moves outside the 1.8 to 8.9 m/s (4 to
20 mph) acceptable range for more than 20% of the sampling time.

3. The angle between mean wind direction and the perpendicular to the path:
of the moving point source during sampling exceeds 45° for more than
two consecutive 15-min periods. 3
4. Daylight is insufficient for safe equipment operation.

5. Source condition deviates from predetermined criteria (e.g., occurrence
of truck spill). _

W

"Mean" denotes a 15-min average.

To determine the sample weight of particulate collected on the interior
surfaces of samplers, the entire wash solution was passed through a 47 mm
Buchner type funnel holding a glass fiber filter under suction. This water
was passed through the Buchner funnel ensuring collection of all suspended
material on the 47 mm filter which was then dried in an oven at 100°C for
24 hr. After drying, the filters were conditioned at constant temperature
and humidity for 24 hr. 1

A1l wash filters were weighed with a 100% audit of tared and a 10%
audit of exposed filters. Blank values were determined by washing "clean"
(unexposed) settling chambers in the field and following the above proce-
dures.

3.3.4 Emission Factor Calculation Procedures

To calculate emission rates using the exposure profiling technique, a.
conservation of mass approach was used. The passage of airborne particulate,
j.e., the quantity of emissions per unit of source activity, is obtained by
spatial integration of distributed measurements of exposure (mass/area) over
the effective cross section of the plume. Exposure is the point value of .
the flux (mass/area-time) of airborne particulate integrated over the time
of measurement. The steps in the calculation procedure are described below.
Finally, the following definitions for particulate matter will be used in.
this report: 1
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TP Toté] airborne particulate matter.

TSP Total suspended particulate matter, as measured by a
standard high-volume (hi-vol) sampler.

IP Inhalable particulate matter consisting of particles
smaller than 15 ym in aerodynamic diameter.

FP  Fine particulate matter consisting of particles
smaller than 2.5 pm in aerodynamic diameter.

3.3.4.1 Particulate Concentrations--
The concentration of particulate matter measured by a sampler is given

by:

a3 M
C=10 ot

particulate concentration (pg/m3)
particulate sample weight (mg)
sampler flow rate (m3/min)
duration of sampling (min)

where:

C
m
Q
t

The specific particulate matter concentrations were determined from
the various particulate catches as follows:

Size range Particulate catches
TP Profiler filter and intake catches or

cyclone, impactor substrate, and backup
filter catches

TSP Hi=-Vol filter catch

Ip | sSI filter catch

FP Impactor substrate and backup filter
: catches

To be consistent with the National Ambient Air Quality Standard for TSP,
all concentrations and flow rates were expressed in standard conditions
(25°C and 101 kPa or 77°F and 29.92 in Hg).

3.3.4.2 Isokinetic Flow Ratio-- _
) The isokinetic flow ratio (IFR) is the ratio of a directional sampler's
inake air speed to the mean wind speed approaching the sampler. It is given

by:
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-0
IFR =

Q = sampler flow rate (m3/min)
a = intake area of sampler (m?)
U = mean wind speed at height of sampler (m/min)

where:

This ratio is of interest in the sampling of TP, since isokinetic samp]ing‘
assures that particles of all sizes are sampled without bias. In this study,
profilers and cyclone preseparators were the directional samplers used.

If it was necessary to sample at a superisokinetic flow rate (IFR > 1.0),
to obtain sufficient sample under light wind conditions, the following mul-
tiplicative factors were used to correct measured exposures and concentra-
tions to corresponding isokinetic values:

Small particles Large particles

(d < 5 um) (d > 50 um)
Exposure Multiplier 1/1FR 1
Concentration Multiplier 1 IFR

A separate IFR is calculated for each profiler head based on the measured%
values of Q and U.

These correction factors for nonisokinetic TP concentrations are based
on a theoretical relationship developed by Davies.® The relationship as
applied to exposure profiling in the ambient atmosphere is as follows:

Ch_ 1 _ Qi) -1
Ct IFR 4y + 1
where

Cn = Nonisokinetic concentration of particles of diameter d
Ct = True concentration of particles of diameter d

Y = Inertial impaction parameter = d? c (pp - p) U/18u D
D = Diameter of probe

d = Diameter of particle

p = Density of air

M = Viscosity of air

pp = Density of particle

¢ = Cunningham correction factor
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From Davies' equation, it is clear that, for very_ small d, Cn = C,, and that,
for large values of d, C_ = C./IFR. These observations lead to the simpii-
fied correction factors Breseﬁted in the above table.

. A more rigorous value for the average ratio (R) of nonisokinetic to true
concentration can be found by integrating the product of the particle size
distribution and Davies' relationship over all possible particle. diameters.
An isokinetically corrected concentration can then be calculated as

Ct = Cn/R

Using a log-normal distribution of particle diameters, the isokinetically
corrected concentrations obtained by the R-method and by MRI's simplified
multiplicative correction factor method are within 20% of one another for
IFR values between 0.2 and 1.5. Only 8% of the IFR values reported in this
study lie outside of this range.

Using the simplified MRI approach for a particle-size distribution con-~
taining a mixture of small, intermediate, and large particles, the isokinetic
correction factor is an average of the above factors weighted by the relative
proportion of large and small particles. For example, if the mass of small
particles in the distribution equals twice the mass of the large particles,
the weighted isokinetic correction for exposure would be:

(1 + 2/IFR)/3

Because the particle-size distribution and the isokinetic corrections are
interrelated, isokinetic corrections are of an iterative nature. In the
present study, two iterations were employed.

3.3.4.3 Downwind Particle-Size Distributions--

Particle-size distributions were determined from a cascade impactor
using the proper 50% cutoff diameters for the cyclone precollector and each
impaction stage. These data were fitted to a log-normal mass size distribu-
tion after correction for particle bounce. The distributions obtained at
two heights in the source plume were then used to determine the mass frac-
tions corresponding to various particle-size ranges as a function of height.
The IP and FP mass fractions were assumed to vary linearly with height.

The technique used in this study to correct for the effects of particle
bounce has been 'discussed in earlier MRI studies.l’2 Simultaneous cascade
impactor measurements of airborne particle-size distribution with and with-
out a cyclone precollector indicate that the cyclone precollector is some-
what effective in reducing fine particle measurement bias. However, even
with the cyclone precollector, a monotonic decrease in collected particie
weight on each successive impaction stage is frequently followed by a sev-
eral-fold increase in weight collected on the back-up filter. But, because
the assumed value (0.2 pym) for the effective cutoff diameter of the glass
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fiber back-up filter fits the progression of cutoff diameters for the impac-
tion stages, the weight collected on the back-up filter should be consistent
with the decreasing pattern shown by the weight collected on the impactor .
stages. The excess particulate on the back-up filter is postulated to con-:
sist of coarse particles that penetrated the cyclone (with small probabil-

ity) and bounced through the impactor. Although particle bounce is further
reduced by greasing impaction substrates, it is not completely eliminated.

To correct the measured particle size distribution for the effects of -
residual particle bounce, the following procedure was used: ' ‘

1. The calibrated cutoff diameter for the cyclone preseparator is
used to fix the upper end of the particle-size distribution.

2. The lower end of the particle size distribution is fixed by the
cutoff diameter of the last stage and the corrected mass fraction associated
with this stage. The corrected fraction collected on the back-up filter is
calculated as the average of the fractions measured on the two preceding
stages. :

Using the above procedure, mass is effectively removed from the back-up
filter. However, because no clear procedure existed for apportioning the
excess mass back onto the impaction stages, the size distribution determined
from tests with particle bounce problems was constructed using the log-normal
assumption and two points--the mass fraction collected in the cyclone and
the corrected mass fraction collected on the back-up filter.

3.3.4.4 Particulate Exposures and Profile Integration--
For directional samplers operated isokinetically, total particulate
exposures are calculated by:

=7

E=10 x Cut

where: total particulate exposure (mg/cm?)
net TP concentration (ug/m2)

approaching wind speed (m/s)
duration of sampling (s)

umn o

E
C
]
i
The exposure values vary over the height of the plume. If exposure is

integrated over the height of the plume, then the quantity obtained repre-
sents the total passage of airborne particulate matter due to the source

"per unit length of the line source. This quantity is called the integrated

exposure A and is found by:

A=f Edh
0
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integrated exposure (m-mg/cm?)

particulate exposure (mg/cm?)

vertical distance coordinate (m)

effective extent of plume above ground (m)

where: A
E
h
H

The effective height of the plume is found by Tinear extrapolation of the
uppermost net TP concentrations to a value of zero.

Because exposures are measured at discrete heights of the plume, a nu-
merical integration is necessary to determine A. The exposure must equal
zero at the vertical extremes of the profile, i.e., at the ground where the
wind velocity equals zero and at the effective height of the plume where
the net concentration equals zero. However, the maximum TP exposure usually
occurs below a height of 1 m, so that there is a sharp decay in TP exposure
near the ground. To account for this sharp decay, the value of exposure at
the ground level is set equal to the value at a height of 1 m. The integra-
tion is then performed using Simpson's rule.

3.3.4.5 Total Particulate Emission Factors=-

The emission factor for total airborne particulate generated by vehicular
traffic on a straight road segment expressed in grams of emissions per ve-
hicle-kilometer-traveled (VKT) is given by:

A
= 4
e =10 N

where: e = total particulate emission factor (g/VKT)
A = integrated exposure (m-mg/cm?)
N = number of vehicle passes (dimensionless)

3.3.4.6 Fractional Particulate Emission Factors--
Particulate emission factors for other size ranges are found in a man-
ner analogous to that described above for TP. The concentrations correspond-

ing to these size ranges are determined using the particle size distributions

described earlier. A linear fit of the mass fractions measured at 1 m and
3 m is used to determine mass fractions at the other heights of the profile.
Once net concentrations are determined, exposure values and emission factors
are obtained in a manner identical to that for TP.

3.3.5 Control Efficiency Calculation Procedure

Because of meteorological conditions and logistical constraints, it
was not always possible to run both controlled and uncontrolled tesis at
the same site in a plant. Furthermore, it was often necessary to determine
normalized values in order to obtain meaningful comparisons even between
tests at the same site. This was true simply because the vehicle mix on
test roads varied from day to day. Therefore, the measured emission factor
values had to be normalized in order that a change in vehicle mix was not
gistagenly interpreted as a control efficiency for the technique being
- tested. :
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Thus, determination of the efficiency of a control measure required
that the measured emission factors (from both controlled and uncontrolled
tests) be scaled using mean vehicle characteristics at the very least. It
is important to realize that other variables which affect emission factors
(such as silt content and surface loadings) are themselves affected by the -
control measures applied, while vehicle mix is not. Therefore no normaliza-
tion for silt and surface Toading was necessary when controlled and uncon-
trolled tests were conducted at the same site.

The methods used in this study to normalize measured emission factors -
are based on MRI's experimentally determined predictive emission factor equa-
tions for uncontrolled open dust sources. The equations for paved and un- :
paved roads are presented in Table 1-1. As can be seen from this table,
the emission factors may be scaled by:

s \/L.\/w \°7
e, = ei(_g) nif"n
5i/\Fi )\ W5

for paved roads and

0-7 05
eq = &0 (5_) ¥ !'_n)
$; Si wi P

for unpaved roads where

e . = normalized value of the emission factor corresponding
to run i

e, = measured emission factor from run i

s_ = normalizing value for silt content

s. = silt content measured for run i

S_ = normalizing value for average vehicle speed
S. = average vehicle speed during run i

L. = normalizing value for surface loading

L. = surface loading measured for run i

W_ = normalizing value for average vehicle weight
W. = average vehicle weight during run i |

w_ = normalizing value for average number of wheels per
vehicle pass

w. = average number of wheels per vehicle pass during run i
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The control efficiency in percent (C) is found as

where e, = geometric mean of normalized emission factors for
controlled roads
e, = geometric mean of normalized emission factors for

uncontrolled roads

The normalization procedure varied depending on whether both uncon-
trolled and controlled tests at the same site were available. If repli-
cates of both controlled and uncontrolled tests were available at one site,
the normalization process for controlled and uncontrolled emission rates
involved only the traffic parameters (average vehicle weight, average vehi-
cle speed, average number of wheels per vehicle). If more than one con-
trolled or uncontrolled test site had to be used, uncontrolled emission
factors were normalized using the average values of both road surface and
traffic parameters from all uncontrolled tests at the plant. The con-
trolled emissions were also scaled to the mean traffic parameters for all
uncontrolled tests at the plant. Because control measures affect the road
surface characteristics, the above equations imply a emission reduction
based on the average uncontrolled surface parameters at the plant.

3.4 AGGREGATE MATERIAL SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS

Samples of the road surface and storage pile aggregate materials were
taken in the course of this study. These were analyzed for silt (those
particles passing a 200 mesh screen) and moisture contents and to determine
road surface loading values. These parameters are of importance in deter-
mining normalized emission rates as described earlier. Detailed steps for
collection and analysis of samples for silt and moisture are given in a
previous report.* An abbreviated discussion is presented below.

Paved roadway surface dust samples were removed from the travelled
portion of the road by vacumming, preceded by broom sweeping if a heavy
loading of aggregate was present. The samples were collected from the
travelled portion of the road which was determined by observing the traffic
and the road itself, noting that the portions of a roadway that were not
travelled (e.g., curbs and center strips) usually exhibited a heavy loading
of dust. The vacuum bags were equilibrated to the same constant temperature
and humidity conditions as the air sampling filters before both tare and
final weighings.

Unpaved roadway dust samples were collected by sweeping the loose layer
of so0il or crushed rock from the hardpan road base with a broom and dust
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pan. Sweeping was performed so that the road base was not abraided by the.
broom, and so that. only the naturally occurring loose dust was collected. .
The sweeping was performed slowly so that dust was not entrained into the’
atmosphere. :

Once the field sample was obtained, it was prepared for analysis. The
field sample was split with a riffle to a sample size amenable to laboratory
analysis. Laboratory analysis procedures to determine silt and moisture
contents were then identical for all samples regardless of origin. :

The basic procedure for moisture analysis is determination of weight
loss on oven drying. Table 3-5 presents a step-by-step procedure for de-.
termining moisture content. Exceptions to this general procedure were made
for any material composed of hydrated minerals or organic materials. Be-:
cause of the danger of measuring chemically bound moisture for these mate~
rials if they are over-dried, the drying time was lowered to only 1-1/2 hr.

TABLE 3-5. MOISTURE ANALYSIS PROCEDURES

Preheat the oven to approximately 110°C (230°F). Record oven temperaturé.

Tare the laboratory sample containers which will be placed in the oven. -
Tare the containers with the 1ids on if they have lids. Record the tare
weight(s). Check zero before weighing. :

Record the make, capacity, smallest division, and accuracy of the scale.

Weigh the laboratory sample in the container(s). Record the combined
weight(s). Check zero before weighing.

Place sample in oven and dry overn'ight_.a

Remove sample container from oven and (a) weigh immediately if uncovered,
being careful of the hot container; or (b) place tight-fitting 1id on
the container and let cool before weighing. Record the combined sam-
ple and container weight(s). Check zero before weighing. ‘

Calculate the moisture as the initial weight of the sample and container
minus the oven-dried weight of the sample and container divided by the
initial weight of the sample alone. Record the value. ‘

Calculate the sample weight to be used in the silt analysis as the oven-
dried weight of the sample and container minus the weight of the con- |
tainer. Record the value. ‘

o]

Dry materials composed of hydrated minerals or organic materials 1ike coal
and certain soils for only 1-1/2 hr. Because of this short drying time,
material dried for only 1-1/2 hr must not be more than 2.5 cm (1 in.)
deep in the container.
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- Coal and soil are examples of materials that were analyzed by this latter
procedure. Moisture analysis was performed in the field laboratory, normally
on the same day as sample collection. In this fashion, the measured value
was a more reliable estimate of the field conditions at the time of the test.

The basic procedure for silt analysis was mechanical, dry sieving. A
step-by-step procedure is given in Table 3-6. The silt analysis was per-
formed upon return to the main MRI laboratories.

3.5 RESULTS FOR VEHICULAR TRAFFIC ON UNPAVED ROADS

Nineteen tests of controlled and uncontrolled emissions from vehicular
- traffic on unpaved roads were performed. Table 3-7 presents the site param-
eters of the exposure profiling tests conducted on both unpaved and paved
roads. - Site parameters for paved roads will be discussed in Section 3.6.
Ten tests were of heavy-duty traffic on both controlled and uncontrolled
unpaved roads. Nine tests were of light-duty vehicular traffic on both
controlled and uncontrolled unpaved roads. These sets of tests will be
discussed separately. It should be noted that the test sites listed in
Table 3-7 can be found in Figures 3-1 and 3-2.

3.5.1 Heavy-Duty Traffic

Three uncontrolled tests of fugitive dust emissions from heavy-duty
vehicular traffic on unpaved roads were performed. Two control measures
for unpaved roads were evaluated--(1) a 17% solution of Coherex®@ in water
applied at an intensity of 0.86 £/m? (0.19 gal/yd?) and (2) water applied
at an intensity of 0.59 2/m? (0.13 gal/yd2). These control measures were
applied by plant personnel. Most of the traffic was generated by haul
trucks performing the temporary task of moving slag from one area to an-
other. Test site E was actually not a permanent road but a temporary level
path to the pile being moved.

Table 3-8 1ists, for each run, the individual point values of iso-
kinetically corrected exposure (net mass per sampling intake area) within
the open dust source plume as measured by the exposure profiling equipment.
These point values were integrated over the height of the plume to determine
emission factors. '

Table 3-9 compares particulate concentrations measured by the upwind
hi-vol and by three types of downwind samplers (exposure profiling head,
-standard hi-vol, and high-volume cascade impactor) located 5 m from the
test road and near the vertical center of the plume at a height of 2 m above
ground. For the profiler concentrations, both nonisokinetic and isokinetic
values are given,

Table 3-10 summarizes the particle sizing data for the tests of heavy-
duty traffic on unpaved roads. Particle size is expressed in terms of aero-
dynamic diameter.

Table 3-11 gives the wind speed and intake velocity used to calculate
the isokinetic ratios for each run. These values in conjunction with the
previous table, were used to determine isokinetically corrected concentra-
tions and exposures according to the procedure described in Section 3.3.4.2.
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TABLE 3-6. SILT ANALYSIS PROCEDURES

Select the appropriate 8-in. diameter, 2-in. deep sieve sizes. Recom-
mended U.S. Standard Series sizes are: 3/8-in., No. 4, No. 20, No. 40,
No. 100, No. 140, No. 200, and a pan. Comparable Tyler Series sizes
can also be utilized. The No. 20 and the No. 200 are mandatory. The
others can be varied if the recommended sieves are not available or if
buildup on one particular sieve during sieving indicates that an inter-
mediate sieve should be inserted. - :

Obtain a mechanical sieving device such as a vibratory shaker or a Roto-
Tap (without the tapping function).

Clean the sieves with compressed air and/or a soft brush. Material
Todged in the sieve openings or adhering to the sides of the sieve
should be removed (if possible) without handling the screen roughly.:

Attain a scale (capacity of at least 1,600 g) and record make, capacity,
smallest division, date of last calibration, and accuracy.

Tare sieves and pan. Check the zero before every weighing. Record
weights.

After nesting the sieves in decreasing order with pan at the bottom,
dump dried laboratory sample (probably immediately after moisture
analysis) into the top sievea The sample should weigh between 800
and 1600 g (1.8 and 3.5 1b). Brush fine material adhering to the
sides of the container into the top sieve and cover the top sieve
with a special 1id normally purchased with the pan.

Place nested sieves into the mechanical device and sieve for 10 min.
Remove pan containing minus No. 200 and weigh. Replace pan beneath
the sieves and sieve for another 10 min. Remove pan and weigh. When
the difference between two successive pan sample weighings (where the
tare of the pan has been subtracted) is less than 3.0%, the sieving
is complete. Do not sieve longer than 40 min.

Weigh each sieve and its contents and record the weight. Check the zero
before every weighing. : ‘

Collect the laboratory sample and place the sample in a separate con-
tainer if further analysis is expected.

10. Calculate the percent of mass less than the 200 mesh screen (75 pm).

This is the silt content.

This amount will vary for finer textured materials; 100 to 300 grams may
be sufficient when 90 percent of the sample passes a No. 8 (2.36 mm)
sieve, :
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TABLE 3-8. PLUME SAMPLING DATA FOR HEAVY-DUTY TRAFFIC ON UNPAVED ROADS

Sampling Net TP
Control height Sampling rate exposure
Site measure Run (m) (m=/hr) (cfm) (mg/cm?)
C Coherex F-59 1 24 14 2.09
2 37 22 2.02
3 42 25 2.38
4 49 29 2.00
5 52 30 0.00
C Coherex F-60 1 37 22 2.44
2 49 29 1.83
3 50 29 1.34
4 54 32 1.16
5 70 41 0.00
c Coherex F-63 1 14 8 2.58
2 20 12 3.09
3 24 14 2.62
4 27 16 2.31
5 31 18 1.64
C Coherex F-64 1 21 12 9.20
2 32 .19 5.57
3 33 20 4.23
4 38 22 2.84
5 41 24 2.64
E Watering F-65 1 15 9 3.83
2 25 14 2.73
3 26 15 2.74
4 32 18 2.37
5 35 20 1.11
E Watering F-66 1 15 9 8.70
2 26 15 8.14
3 26 16 6.06
4 31 18 4.71
5 32 19 2.25
E Watering F-67 1 20 12 17.8
2 24 14 19.0
3 27 16 17.4
4 31 18 12.7
5 34 20 6.92

a4




TABLE 3-8 (concluded)
Sampling Net TP a
I Control height Sampling rate exposure
Site measure Run (m) (m3/hr) (cfm) (mg/cm?)

l E None F-68 1 24 14 12.0

2 32 19 15.3

3 34 20 14.6
l 4 37 22 12.7

5 41 24 9.6
I _ E None F-69 1 27 16 10.7

2 29 17 10.5

3 29 17 10.8

4 29 17 6.82
I 5 29 17 4.44

E None F-70 1 34 20 8.60

l 2 38 23 7.52

3 42 25 6.00

4 43 25 5.76
' 5 23 14 3.63
I 4 Isokinetically corrected.
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Table 3-12 presents the isokinetic emission factors for total, inhal-
able and fine particulate. Also indicated in this table are vehicle and
site parameters which have been found to have a significant effect on the
emission rates from uncontrolled unpaved roads.

In order to determine control efficiencies, it was necessary to deter-~
mine normalized TP, IP, and FP emission factors, as discussed in Section 3.3.5.
The range, geometric mean and geometric standard deviation of the normalized
emission factors are given in Table 3-13. Following the procedure described
in Section 3.3.5, control efficiencies were found and are presented in
Table 3-14.

Watering of unpaved roads showed a noticeable decay in control effi-
ciency. In Figure 3-7, control efficiency is plotted as a function of time
after application. As seen in this figure, watering has a high initial con-
trol efficiency in all size ranges, but the effects are short-lived.

The result of the four tests of Coherex® are incorporated into one aver-
age control efficiency in this table. This is because no trend of efficiency
decay was noticed during these tests. Quite possibly, this is due to the
fact that precipitation (over 0.1 in.) fell between the first and second
test days. Nevertheless, tests F-63 and F-64 indicated evidence of control
efficiency decay as shown below: ‘

‘ Control efficiency (¥)
Run TP IP FP

F-63 | 96.9 96. 4% 96.9
F-64 93.1  92.6 92.9

Thus, there is reason to believe that a decay in control efficiency would.
also have been observed under more favorable meteorological conditions.

3.5.2 Light-Duty Traffic

Five tests of fugitive emissions from captive, light-duty traffic on
controlled unpaved roads were performed. The control measure was a 17% solu-
tion of Coherex® in water applied at an intensity 0.86 £/m? (0.19 gal/ yd?2).
Four uncontrolled tests were performed at the same site in order to deter-
mine the efficiency of the control. The captive vehicles traveling on the
road were a passenger van-and a pick-up truck driven by MRI personnel.

_ Table 3-15 lists, for each run, the individual point values of isoki-
netically corrected exposure (net mass per sampling intake area) within the
fugitive dust plume as measured by the exposure profiling equipment. These
p91ntfvalues were integrated over the height of the plume to determine emis-
sion factors.
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TABLE 3-15. PLUME SAMPLING DATA FOR LIGHT-DUTY TRAFFIC ON UNPAVED ROADS

SampTing Net TF_a
Control height Sampling rate exposure
Site measure Run (m) (m=/hr) (cfm) (mg/cm?)
B None F-28 1 12 7 3.52
2 12 7 3.58
3 15 9 1.66
4 15 9 0.770
B None F-29 1 14 8 5.20
: 2 19 11 4,74
3 24 14 3.56
4 25 14 2.67
B None F-30 1 12 7 4.20
_ 2 12 7 3.77
3 17 10 2.76
4 17 10 1.29
B None F-31 1 12 7 - 3.01
2 12 7 3.13
3 17 10 1.81
4 17 10 0.92
B - Coherex F-40 1 22 13 0.205
2 23 14 0.166
3 24 14 0.0595
4 25 14 0.0658
5 25 15 0.0263
B Coherex F-41 1 16 10 1.73
2 23 14 0.929
3 25 15 0.480
4 28 16 0.310
5 30 18 0.222
B Coherex F-42 1 17 10 3.69
: 2 27 16 2.06
3 31 18 1.10
4 36 21 0.632
5 40 24 0.507
B Coherex F-43 1 29 17 4.63
2 39 23 2.22
3 45 27 0.71
4 54 - 32 0.11
5 60 35 0.00
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TABLE 3-15. (Concluded)
I Samp1ing Net 1P ,
) Control height Sampling rate exposure

I Site  measure Run (m) (m37hr) (cTm) (mg/cm?)
l B Coherex F-44 1 25 15 3.24

2 38 22 0.83

3 44 26 0.84
l 4 50 29 0.17

5 53 3l 0.00
l “ Tsokinetically corrected.
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'~ Table 3-16 compares particulate concentrations measured by the upwind
hi-vol and by three types of downwind samplers (exposure profiling head,
standard hi-vol, and high-volume cascade impactor) located 5 m from the
test road and near the vertical center of the plume at a height of 2 m
above ground. For the profiler concentrations, both nonisokinetic and iso--
kinetic values are given.

Table 3-17 summarizes the bartic]e sizing data for the tests of light-
duty traffic on unpaved roads. Particle size is expressed in terms of aero-
dynamic diameter. :

Table 3-18 gives the wind speed and intake velocity used to calculate
the isokinetic ratios for each run. These values, in conjunction with the
previous table, were used to determine isokinetically corrected concentra-
tions and exposures.

Table 3-19 presents the isokinetic emission factors for total particu-
late, inhalable particulate, and fine particulate. Also indicated in this
table are vehicle and site parameters which have been found to have a sig-
nificant effect on the emission rates from uncontrolled unpaved roads.

In order to determine control efficiencies, it was necessary to deter-
mine normalized TP, IP, and FP emission factors, as discussed earlier. The
range, geometric mean and geometric standard deviation of the normalized
emission factors are given in Table 3-20. Following the procedure described
earlier in this section, the control efficiency of Coherex® on Tight-duty
unpaved roads as a function of time was found and is presented in Table 3-21.

In contrast to the results for heavy-duty traffic on unpaved roads,
these tests show evidence of control efficiency decay for Coherex®, as shown
in Figure 3-8. The TP, IP and FP control efficiencies all tended toward
90% during the short time over which results were available. Finally, Fig-
ure 3-9 plots the control efficiency of Coherex® as a function of vehicle
passes after application.

3.6 RESULTS FOR VEHICULAR TRAFFIC ON PAVED ROADS

As shown in Table 3-7, 23 tests of open dust emissions from vehicular
traffic on paved roads in integrated iron and steel plants were performed.
0f these, 12 were tests of controlled roads. The control measures tested
were: (a) vacuum sweeping, (b) water flushing, and (c) flushing with broom
sweeping. All tests (except those of vacuum sweeping) began immediately
after the application of the control and lasted between 1 and 5-1/2 hr.
The remaining 11 tests were of uncontrolled paved roads in order to deter-
mine the efficiency of each control.

3.6.1 Emission Factors

Table 3-22 1ists the individual point values of isokinetically corrected
exposure (net mass per sampling intake area) within the dust plume as measured
by the exposure profiling equipment.
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TABLE 3-22. PLUME SAMPLING DATA FOR PAVED ROADS
l Sampling Net T'F_a
Control height Sampling rate exposure
l Site measure Run (m) (m=/hr) (cfm) (mg/cm?)
l A None F-34 1 12 7 1.24
2 12 7 0.82
3 17 10 0.66
l _ 4 17 10 0.42
A None F-35 1 21 12 3.18
2 28 17 2.02
l 3 37 22 1.12
4 36 21 0.00
I A Vac. sweep. F-36 1 21 13 0.406
E 2 26 15 0.420
3 31 18 0.254
4 33 19 0.116
l 5 35 21 0.192
A Vac. sweep. F-37 1 15 9 1.04
I 2 21 12 0.592
3 25 15 0.435
4 28 17 0.340
l 5 30 18 0.303
A Vac. sweep. F-38 1 15 9 0.748
2 24 14 0.562
I : 3 27 16 0.330
4 31 18 0.351
5 34 20 0.267
l A Vac. sweep. F-39 1 23 14 1.14
2 30 18 0.985
I 3 33 20 0.844
4 38 22 0.738
5 38 22 0.825
l D None F-61 1 31 18 2.95
2 42 24 2.60
3 45 27 1.97
I 4 54 32 1.66
_ 5 56 33 0.987
: D None F-62 1 35 20 2.66
I_ 2 45 27 2.58
3 51 30 2.07
4 60 35 1.29
l 5 62 36 0.00
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TABLE 3-22 (continued)

~ Sampling _ Net TP
. Control height Sampling rate exposure
Site  measure Run (m) (m37hr) (ctm) (mg/cm?)
D Water Flush. F-74 1 36 21 1.65
2 40 24 1.55
3 44 26 0.799
4 47 28 1.00
5 - 50 29 1.13
F None F-27 1. 20 12 1.14
2 30 18 0.94
3 40 24 0.66
4 4] 24 0.00
F None F-45 1 15 9 3.44
2 - 20 12 2.50
3 23 14 2.01
4 25 15 1.41
5 28 16 1.45
J None F-32 1 15 9 0.683
2 24 14 0.523
3 28 16 0.385
4 29 17 0.346
K Flushing and B-52 1 15 9 0.404
- broom sweeping 2 24 14 0.221
3 26 15 0.248
4 - 19 11 0.144
5 35 21 0.187
L Flushing and B-50 1 16 .9 0.820
broom sweeping 2 26 15 0.922
3 29 17 0.695
4 22 13 0.623
5 35 - 21 0.00
L Flushing and B-51 1 15 9 1.60
broom sweeping 2 25 15 1.46
3 28 17 1.10
4 21 13 0.477
5 35 20 0.606
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TABLE 3-22 (continued)
I Samp1ing Net TF'a
Control height Sampling rate exposure
I Site  measure Run (m) (m/hr) (cfm) (mg/cm?)
. L Flushing B-54 1 15 9 1.21
2 24 14 0.682
3 26 15 0.592
4 19 11 0.145
i 5 35 21 0.183
L Flushing B-55 1 17 10 1.28
I 2 26 15 1.00
3 29 17 0.601
4 21 12 0.514
I 5 39 23 0.257
L Flushing B~56 1 18 10 0.549
2 27 16 0.420
i 3 30 18 0.282
4 22 13 0.186
5 35 21 0.179
I L None B-58 1 15 9 2.00
2 24 14 0.569
I 3 27 16 - 0.805
4 21 12 0.431
5 36 21 0.300
l M Flushing and  B-53 1 15 9 0.661
broom sweeping 2 24 14 0.462
3 27 16 0.240
I 4 20 12 0.0547
5 35 20 0.00
M None B-57 1 15 9 1.18
l 2 24 14 1.39
3 26 15 1.09
4 19 11 0.605
I 5 32 19 0.439
M None B-59 1 15 9 1.93
I 2 24 14 0.597
3 26 15 0.887
4 23 14 0.433
I 5 40 24 0.379
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TABLE 3-22 (concluded)

~ Sampling . Net TP
Control height Sampling rate exposure
Site measure Run (m) (m37ErS (cfm) (mg/cm?2)
M ~  None B-60 . 1 20 12 1.34
2 26 15 1.51
-3 26 15 0.803
4 19 11 0.603
5. 30 18 0.430
Isokinetically corrected.
68
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Table 3-23 compares particulate concentrations measured by the upwind
hi-vol and by three types of downwind samplers (exposure profiling head,
standard hi-vol, and high-volume cascade impactor) located 5m from the
test road and near the vertical center of the plume at a height of 2 m
above ground. For the profiler concentrations, both nonisokinetic and iso-
kinetic values are given. ' :

Table 3-24 summarizes the particle sizing data for the tests of vehicu~
lar traffic on paved roads. Particle size is expressed in terms of aerody-
namic diameter. o

Table 3-25 gives the wind speed and intake velocity used to calculate .
the isokinetic ratios for each run. These values, in conjunction with the
previous table, were used to determine isokinetically corrected concentra-
tions and exposures according to the procedure described earlier.

Table 3-26 presents vehicle and road surface parameters which have been
found to have a significant effect on the emission factors from uncontrolled
paved roads. Table 3-27 lists the jsokinetic emission factors for total
particulate, inhalable particulate, and fine particulate.

3.6.2 Control Efficiencies

In order to determine control efficiencies, it was necessary to deter-
mine normalized TP, IP, and FP emission factors, as discussed earlier. The
range,” geometric mean and geometric standard deviation of the normalized
emission factors are given in Table 3-28. Following the procedure described

_earlier in this section, efficiencies of the different control measures were
‘ found and are presented in Table 3-29. Note that two tests were omitted in

the determination of control efficiencies. Run F-74 was the only test of
water flushing at Plant F; because no replicates were available, these re-.
sults were not incorporated in an efficiency of control. Furthermore, be-
cause only one test (F-32) was performed at site J and no reliable silt
content was available for this site, F-32 was omitted. :

The vesults for vacuum sweeping of paved roads suggest that, initially,
the control efficiency decreases with decreasing particle size. The effi-|
ciency in all size ranges decays with time. In some cases, negligible IP:
and FP control efficiencies were found. :

The other two control measures, water flushing and flushing and broom
sweeping, appear to be equally effective in all size ranges considered.
Flushing and broom sweeping is more effective than flushing alone, although
the additional benefit is less pronounced for fine particulate emissions.
This is believed to be a valid statement despite the differences in time
after rainfall because both controls involve wetting the surface. |

3.7 COMPARISON OF PREDICTED AND ACTUAL UNCONTROLLED EMISSIONS
During the course of this field testing program, 18 tests of vehicular

traffic on uncontrolled roads were performed. Eleven of these tests were
conducted on paved roads and the remainder on unpaved roads. :
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In addition to providing baseline emission data for control efficiency
determ1nat1on, these tests expanded the data bases used in forming the MRI
predictive emission factor equations in Table 1-1.2

Although the purpose of this study was the measurement of control effi-
ciency, the uncontrolled tests were included in the data base to determine
how well the MRI equations predict measured emission levels. This is of
particular interest because MRI is currently in the process of refining the
predictive equations by including recent test results from a variety of roads
(industrial paved and unpaved, urban paved, and rural unpaved). This work
is supported under EPA Contract No. 68-02-3158.

The results of the comparison of predicted and measured emissions are .
presented in Tables 3-30 and 3-31 for unpaved and paved roads, respectively.
The first entries in each table comprise the data base in Reference 2, while
the tests performed in this study begin with F-28 and F-27, respectively.
It should be noted that F-32 is excluded from the data base for paved roads
for the same reasons given in Section 3.6.2, namely, the lack of rep]1cates
and unreliable silt content and surface 1oad1ng values.

The predictive accuracy of an emission factor equation relative to a
particular set of emission factor measurements may be assessed by computing
the precision factor. The precision factor is defined such that the 68%
confidence interval for a predicted value (P) extends from P/f to Pf. The
precision factor is determined by exponentiating the standard deviation of
the differences (standard error) of the estimate) between the natural log-
arithms of the predicted and actual emission factors. The precision factor
may be interpreted as a measure of the "average" error in predicting emis-

‘sions from the regression equation. The effective outer bounds of predict-

ability are determined by exponentiating twice the standard error of the
estimate, yielding the 95% confidence interval.

The precision factors (one standard deviation) associated with the
predictive equations are shown in the following table:

Precision Factor as a
Function of Data Base
Reference 2

Reference 2 and Present Study
Unpaved Roads 1.22 1.45
Paved Roads 1.48 2.14

The fact that the precision factors increase when predicting measurements in
the larger data base illustrates the need for possible refinement of MRI's
predictive equations. As mentioned earlier, this process is underway.
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4.0 WIND EROSION TESTING BY PORTABLE WIND TUNNEL

This section describes the field testing program using the MRI portab]e
wind tunnel to determine the efficiency of control measures applied to stor-
age piles. The fo]10w1ng tests were performed at two integrated iron and -
steel plants - Armco's Middletown Works (designated as Plant F) and Bethlehem
Steel's Burns Harbor Plant (designated as Plant H):

. Fourteen tests of wind erosion from uncontrolled coal storage
piles.

Twelve tests of wind erosion from controlled coal storage piles.
Two tests of wind erosion from an active exposed area.
. One test of wind erosion from an inactive exposed area.
4.1 QUALITY ASSURANCE

The sampling and analysis procedures followed in this field testing
program were subject to certain quality control guidelines. These guide-
lines will be discussed in conjunction with the activities to which they
apply. These procedures met or exceeded the requirements specified in Sec--
tion 3.0.

As part of the QC program for this study, routine audits of sampling
and analysis procedures were performed. The purpose of the audits was to
demonstrate that measurements were made within acceptable control conditions
for part1culate source sampling and to assess the source testing data for -
precision and accuracy. Examples of items audited include gravimetric
analysis, flow rate calibration, data processing, and emission factor and -
control efficiency calculation. The mandatory use of specially designed
reporting forms for sampling and analysis data obtained in the field and
laboratory aided in the auditing procedure. Further detail on specific
sampling and analysis procedures are provided in the following sections.

4.2 AIR SAMPLING TECHNIQUE AND EQUIPMENT

The portable wind tunnel method allows in situ measurement of emissions
from wind erosion of storage piles and exposed areas. The MRI portable pull-
through wind tunnel (Figure 4-1) consists of an inlet contraction, a worklng
section, a sampling section, and a power system. The open- f]oored working

section of the tunnel was p]aced directly on the surface to be tested, and '

the tunnel air flow was adjusted to values corresponding to the means of

. the upper NOAA wind speed ranges. Tunnel wind speed was measured by a p1toﬁ
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tube at the downstream end of the working section and was related to wind 3
speed at the standard 10-m (30.5 ft) height by means of a logarithmic
profile.

To minimize the dust levels in the tunnel air intake stream, testing :
was conducted only when ambient winds were below the threshold velocity for
erosion of the exposed material. A portable high volume sampler with an
open-faced filter was operated on top of the inlet contraction to measure
background dust levels.

An emissions sampling section was used with the pull-through wind tun-
nel in measuring particulate emissions generated by wind erosion. As shown
in Figure 4-1, the sampling section was located between the working section
outlet hose and the blower inlet. The sampling train, which was operated
at 425 to 708 £/min (15 to 25 ft3/min) consisted of a tapered probe, cyclone
precollector, parallel slot cascade impactor, backup filter, and high volume
sampler. Interchangeable probe tips were sized for isokinetic sampling over
the desired tunnel wind speed range. ‘

Test sites at the two plants were formed by plant personnel. At plant
F, a small level area for uncontrolled testing (as shown in Figure 4-2) was
formed from the steam coal storage pile with a bulldozer. Controlled tests
were conducted directly on the treated pile. 3

At plant H, test sites were prepared by having a front-end loader form
two piles approximately 12 m x 15 m x 0.15 m (40 ft x 50 ft x 6 in.) in an
area of the coal yard which is not heavily traveled. These test beds are
shown in Figure 4-3. 1

The use of a front-end loader at plant H resulted in a compacted sur-
face which is not representative of piles in the plant. For this reason,
some test sites were also prepared by turning the surface with a shovel.
Con?ro]]ed and uncontrolled tests were run on both compacted and turned
surfaces

In order to adequately define the extent of the control measure at
plant H, provision was made to measure application intensity. The latex
binder (Dow Chemical M-167) regularly used at the plant was applied to the
west test bed, and provisions were made to measure the app]ication 1ntensity.
Six tared sampling pans were placed in the test bed prior to spraying and
were then rewe1ghed Special attention was paid to the problems of the -
binder running off the coal into the pans and of the spray bouncing off the
bottom of the pan. In order to reduce these potential errors, the 1ip of '
the pan was placed just above the coal surface and an absorbent material
was used to line the bottom. A cross-sectional view of the sampling pan is
shown in Figure 4-4. :

4.3 PARTICULATE SAMPLE HANDLING AND ANALYSIS
4.3.1 Preparation of Sample Collection Media

Particulate samples were collected on type A slotted glass fiber impac-
tor substrates and on type AE glass fiber filters. To minimize the problem
of particle bounce, the glass fiber cascade impactor substrates were greased
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Tunnel Location for
Controlled Tests

Level Area Formed |
by Dozer for
Uncontrolled Tests

~10m Coal Pile
X T
"Not to Scale
Figure 4-2. Equipment deployment for wind tunnel tests at plant F.
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The grease solution was prepared by disselving 140 g of stopcock grease in

1 liter of reagent grade toluene. No grease was applied to the borders and.
backs of the substrates. The substrates were handled, transported and stored
in specially designed frames which protected the greased surfaces.

Prior to the initial weighing, the greased impactor substrates and hi-.
vol filters were equilibrated for 24 hr at constant temperature and humidity
in a special weighing room. During weighing, the balance was checked at fre-
quent intervals with standard weights to assure accuracy. The substrates °
and filters remained in the same controlled environment for another 24 hr,
after which a second analyst reweighed them as a weighing accuracy check.

If substrates or filters could not pass audit limits, the entire batch was
reweighed. Ten percent of the substrates and filters taken to the field
were used as blanks. The quality assurance guidelines are the same as those
presented in Table 3-1.

4.3.2 Pre-Test Procedures/Evaluation of Sampling Conditions

Prior to equipment deployment, a number of decisions were made concern-
ing the potential for acceptable testing conditions. To reduce dust levels
in the tunnel air intake stream, testing would be conducted only if the am-
bient winds were well below the erosion threshold velocity of the surface
being tested. Testing was not performed on days of or after considerable
rainfall unless provisions were made to protect the test surface from the
weather,

If conditions were deemed acceptable, equipment deployment began. Dur;

ing this 2-hr period, both high volume air samplers were calibrated using -
the quality control guidelines of Table 4-1.

TABLE 4-1. QUALITY CONTROL PROCEDURES FOR SAMPLING FLOW RATES

Activity QC Check/Requirement
Calibration
« Impactors and background Calibrate flows in operating ranges
hi-vol using calibration orifice each day

prior to testing.

Orifice calibration Calibrate against displaced volume
test meter annually.

Once the source testing equipment was in place, a threshold velocity |
test was performed. The purposes of this preliminary test were to determine
the minimum velocity at which wind erosion is initiated and to gather other.
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data needed for sampling and analysis. The threshold velocity for a partic-
ular surface was determined by observing the onset of surface particle move-
ment as the wind velocity was gradually increased. A subthreshold velocity
profile was then measured using the pitot tube in the working section. This
subthreshold velocity profile allows the calculation of the surface rough-
ness he1ght

After these data were obtained, tunne] air speeds were determined cor-
responding to the means of the f1rst three upper NOAA wind speed ranges above
the threshold velocity of the uncontrolled test surface. A sampling train
flow rate and probe tip were selected to insure isokinetic sampling. A test
series consisted of runs at these three wind speeds (in ascending order) at
the same site.

4.3.3 Sample Handling and Analysis

To prevent particulate losses, the exposed media were carefully trans-
ferred at the end of each run to protective containers within the MRI instru-
ment van. In the field laboratory, exposed filters were placed in individual
glassine envelopes and numbered file folders. Substrates were replaced in
the protective frames. Particulate that collected on the interior surface
of the cyclone preseparator was rinsed with d1st111ed water into sample jars
which were then capped and taped shut.

When exposed impactor substrates and hi-vol filters (and the associated
blanks) were returned to the MRI laboratory, they were equilibrated under
the same conditions as the initial weighing. After reweighing, 10% were
audited to check weighing accuracy. To determine the sample weight of par-
ticulate collected on the interior surface of a sampler, the entire wash
solution was passed through a 47 mm Buchner type funnel holding a glass
fiber filter under suction. The sample jar was then rinsed twice with 10
to 20 m1 of deionized water. This water was passed through the Buchner fun-
nel ensuring coliection of all suspended material on the 47 mm filter which
was then dried in an oven at 100°C for 24 hr. After drying, the filters
were conditioned at constant temperature and humidity for 24 hr.

A11 wash filters were weighed with a 100% audit of tared and a 10% audit
of exposed filters. Blank values were determined by washing "clean" (unex-
posed) settling chambers in the field and following the above procedures.
The quality assurances guidelines governing sample handling and analysis
are the same as those presented in Table 3-1

4.3.4 Emission Rate Calculation Procedures

To calcuiate emission rates from wind tunnel data, a conservation of
mass approach is used. The quantity of airborne particulate generated by
wind erosion of the test surface equals the quantity leaving the tunnel
minus the quantity (background) entering the tunnel. The steps in the cal-
culation procedure are described below.
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4.3.4.1 Particulate Concentrations-- )

The definitions of particulate matter (TP, TSP, IP, FP) are the same
as those given earlier for exposure profiling. Particulate concentrations
are determined in a manner identical (and at the same standard conditions)
to that presented earlier.

4.3.4.2 Flow Rate in Wind Tunnel--

During testing, the wind speed profile along the vertical bisector of |
the tunnel working section is measured with a standard pitot tube and in-
clined manometer. The velocity profile near the test surface (tunnel floor)
and the walls of the tunnel is found to follow a logarithmic distribution:

*x
u(z) = LI PR 4

0.4 z,
where: u = wind speed at z (cm/s)
z = distance from test surface (or wall) (cm)
u* = friction velocity (cm/sec)
z, = roughness height (cm).

The roughness height of the test surface is determined by extrapolation
of the velocity profile near the surface to u = 0. The roughness height for
the plexiglass walls and ceiling of the tunnel has been measured as 6 x 10-4
cm. These velocity profiles are integrated over the cross-sectional area of
the tunnel to yield the volumetric flow rate through the tunnel for a partic-
ular set of test conditions.

4.3.4.3 Isokinetic Flow Ratio--

A pitot tube and inclined manometer are also used to measure the cen-
terline wind speed in the sampling duct at the point where the sampling
probe is installed. Because the ratio of the centerline wind speed in the
sampling duct to the centerline wind speed in the working section is indepen-
dent of flow rate, it can be used to determine isokinetic sampling condi-
tions for any flow rate in the tunnel. :

The isokinetic flow ratio is the ratio of the sampler intake air speed
to the wind speed approaching the sampler. It is given by:

IFR = —-
aUs
where: Q. = sampler flow rate (m/s)
a” = intake area of sampler (m2)
U, = wind speed approaching the sampler (m/s).

IFR is of interest in the sampling of TP, since isokinetic sampling assures
that particles of all sizes are sampled without bias. Because probe tips of
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various intake areas were available for the cyclone preseparator, all tests
run were within £ 5% of isokinetic conditions.

4.3.4,4 Particle Size Distributions--

Particie size distributions were determined from a cascade impactor
using the proper 50% cutoff diameters for the cyclone precollector and each
impaction stage. These data were fitted to a log-normal mass size distribu-
tion after correction for particle bounce using the technique discussed in
Section 3.3.4.3. During controlled wind tunnel tests on coal surfaces, the
background concentration was a significant percentage of the measured down-
wind concentration, especially when testing on the same surface for a second
or third time. Therefore, microscopic analyses of the upwind filters were
performed, because the size distribution of the background particu1ate was
important. If it had been foreseen that the upwind loading was going to be
such a 1arge portion of the downwind loading, an impactor would have been
ptaced in the upwind hi-vol to directly measure the particle size distribu-
tion by mass.

4.3.4.5 Particulate Emission Rates--

The emission rate for airborne particulate of a given particle size
range generated by wind erosion of the test surface is given by:

C.Q
- n't
E_._A.._.,

particulate emission rate (g/m2-sec)

£
=
®
=
o
m
1

C, = net particulate concentration (g/m3)
Q; = tunnel flow rate (m3/sec)
A = exposed test area = 0.918 m?2

4.3.4.6 Erosion Potential--

If the emission rate is found, to decay significantly (by more than 20%)
during back-to-back tests of a given surface at the same wind speed, due to
the presence of nonerodible elements on the surface, then an additional cal-
culation step must be performed to determine the erosion potential of the
test surface. The erosion potential is the total quantity of erodible par-
ticles, in any specified particle size range, present on the surface (per
unit area) prior to the onset of erosion. Because wind erosion is an ava-
lanching process, it is reasonable to assume that the loss rate from the
surface is proportional to the amount of erodible material remaining. The
amount remaining is assumed to be of the form:
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where: Mt quantity of erodible material present on the surface at any '
' time (g/m2) - ‘

Mo = erosion potential, i.e., quantity of erodible material pres-.
‘ ent on the surface before the onset of erosion (g/m?)
k = constant (s !)

t = cumulative erosion time (s).

Consistent with the above equat1on the erosion potential may be calcu-
lated from the measured loss rates from the test surface for two erosion

times:
n Mo- L1
- Mo t
=1
M. L) 2
In —Qﬁ———
0
where: Ly = E;t; = measured loss rate during time period 0 to t, (g/m2)

Lo = Ly + Es(ts = t3) = measured loss rate during time period 0

to t, (g/m )

4.3.5 Control Efficiency Calculation Procedure

The control efficiency in percent (C) for these wind erosion studies }

was found by:
Mo
C= - M x 100%
o,u

where: mo u z

0,cC

erosion potential of the uncontrolled surface
erosion potential of the controlled surface

It should be noted that an erosion potential can be obtained only if
back-to-back tests at the same wind speed are available and if the emission
rate of the second test is lower than that of the first. Should an erosion’
potential not be available, C was determined as:

EC
¢ =(1- ¢)x 100%
u

emission rate of the uncontrolled surface
emission rate of the controlled surface

where: E

inn

| I =4
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These emission rates must be based on the same wind speed and on the
same duration of erosion. In order to determine emission rates from several
tests at the same site, it was assumed that any mass eroded on a test at
wind speed U;, and-of duration T; would also have been eroded at a subse-
quent test if Uz > U, and Ty > T;. This approach will be discussed in

greater detail in Section 4.5.2.

4.4 AGGREGATE MATERIAL SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS

Samples of the test surface were co11ected where possible, before and
after each test. When several tests were performed ‘back-to~back, samples
could only be obtained before and after the series. These samples were
analyzed for silt and moisture content. '

Storage pile samples were removed from a known area using a dust pan and
whisk broom. The depth of the sample was based on the largest piece of raw
material in the surface. The silt and moisture analysis procedures were
identical to those presented in Tables 3~5 and 3-6.

4.5 RESULTS FOR WIND EROSION OF COAL PILES

As mentioned earlier in this section, 26 tests of fugitive dust emis-
sions generated by wind erosion of coal piles were performed. In addition
to these tests, three tests of wind erosion of exposed areas in integrated
iron and steel plants were conducted. These tests were preliminary checks
of the sampling equipment's performance.

4.5.1 Emission Rates

Before presenting the results of the 29 wind erosion tests, the charac-
teristics of the test control techniques will be discussed. Two controls
were tested--(1) a 16.7% solution of Coherex® in water applied at an inten-
sity of 3.4 2/m2 (0.74 gal/yd?) at plant F and (2) a 2.8% solution of Dow
Chemical M-167 Latex Binder in water applied at an average intensity of 6.8
2/m? (1.5 gal/yd2?) at plant H. These control measures were applied by either
plant personnel or a contractor retained by the plant. The Coherex® at plant
0 was appiied once in August 1980 and every 4 to 6 weeks thereafter while the
latex binder at plant H was applied approximately every week.

The site and samp]ing parameters for the runs are shown in Tables 4-2
and 4-3, respectively. The tunnel centerline wind speeds for the uncon-
trolled tests were selected to correspond to the means of the first three
upper NOAA wind speed ranges above the threshold velocity. Threshold veloc-
ities for each run are presented in Table 4-4.

In anticipation of a hfgh control efficiency associated with the latex

binder, filters were not changed after some tests at plant H in order to pro-

duce an acceptable mass on each substrate of the cascade impactor. The sec-
ond (and sometimes the third) test was then run with the same filters as the
first, but at a higher tunnel velocity. The second test was then denoted by
adding a letter suffix to the prior test number.
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TABLE 4-4. THRESHOLD VELOCITIES FdR WIND EROSION

Threshold velocity
Tunnel kquivalent at
Control centerline 10 m height
Run Material Condition measure Site mw/s mph m/s mph

F-46  Exp. area Inactiye®  None H-1 13.0 29.2 21.8 48.8
F-47 Exp. area Activeb None H-2 8.85 19.8 15.3 34.3
F-48 Exp. area Active None H-2 8.85 19.8 15.3 34.3
F-49 Coal Active None I-1 8.14 18.2 16.4 36.7
F-50 Coal Active None I-1 8.14 18.2 16.4 36.7
F-51 Coal Active None I-1 8.14 18.2 16.4 36.7
F-52 Coal Active None I-1 8.14 18.2 16.4 36.7
-F-53 Coal Active, None I-1 8.14 18.2 16.4 36.7
F-54  Coal Active® None I-2 5.94 13.3  10.4  23.4
F-55  Coal Active® None 1-2 5.94 13.3  10.4  23.4
F-56 Coal Undisturbed Coherex® I-3 12.0 26.9 18.1 40.6
F-57 Coal Undisturbed Coherex® I-3 12.0 26.9 18.1 40.6
H-20 Coal Compacted None E-1 9.21 20.6 16.9 37.8
H-21 Coal Compacted None E-1 9.21 20.6 16.9 37.8
H-22 Coal Compacted None E-1 9.21 20.6 16.9 37.8
H-23 Coal Turned None E-2 9.48 21.2 16.6 37.2
H~24 Coal Turned None E-2 9.48 21.2 16.6 37.2
H-25 Coal Turned None E-2 9.48 21.2 16.6 37.2
H- 26d Coal Turned None E-2 9.48 21.2 16.6 37.2
H- 27d Coal Compacted Latex W-1 > 12.7 > 28.5 > 24.0 > 53.6
H-28 Coal Turned Latex W-2 > 11.1 > 24.8 > 19.5 > 43.6
H-28ﬁ Coal Turned . Latex W-2 >11.1 > 24.8 > 19.5 > 43.6
H-29 Coal Turned Latex W-2 > 11.1 > 24.8 > 19.5 > 43.6
H-30 Coal Turned Latex W-3 10.0 22.4 14.8 33.2
H-30A Coal Turned Latex W-3 10.0 22.4 14.8 33.2
H-30B Coal Turned Latex W-3 10.0 22.4 14.8 33.2
H-31 Coal Turned Latex - W-4 10.3 23.0 15.6 34.8
H-31A Coal Turned Latex w-4 10.3 23.0 15.6 34.8
H-31B Coal Turned Latex W-4 10.3 23.0 15.6 34.8

Area was quite crusted.
Tunnel placéd over truck tracks.

These tests were run on coal that was dumped onto pile immediately before
equipment deployment. _

Once the lowest centerline velocity of the corresponding uncontrolled test

was reached, the search for a threshold velocity was abandoned. Hence,
lower bounds on the threshold velocity are given.
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Results for test series H-30 through H-30B will not be reported because
of difficulties experienced in filter handling. While the testing was un-
derway, rainstorms entered the area. When the impactor substrates were re-
moved, they were found to be fairly damp but some appeared loaded. However,
upon weighing, net catches were so small as to be beyond the accuracy of the
analysis techniques. It is also possible that some of the wet filter material
became brittle upon drying and flaked off during handling.

Table 4-5 summarizes the particle size data for the wind erosion tests.
Particle sizes are expressed in terms of aerodynamic diameter. Note that
the very small portion of material collected on the interior surface of the
probe tip was ignored in the particle size analysis.

Table 4-6 presents data on the surface properties which are believed
to have a significant effect on emission rate. Table 4-7 summarizes the
wind erosion test results. '

4.5.2 Control Efficiencies

As discussed earlier, the efficiency of control measures applied to coal
storage piles are based on either erosion potentials or on emission rates.
The erosion potentials found in this study are presented in Table 4-8. Note
that a lower bound is given for the IP erosion potential for uncontrolled
steam coal. This is due to the fact that the measured emission rate for
F-53 did not decrease from that of run F-52. In this case, an erosion poten-
tial cannot be determined.

Combined emission rates for Cambria coal are given in Table 4-9. These
are based on an erosion time of 20 min. A control efficiency determined
from the ratio of emission rates is based on the assumption that, after a
suitably long erosion time, the total mass lost approximates the erosion
potential. In this case, the ratio of emission rates approximates the
ratio of erosion potentials.

In order to substantiate this approach, the total mass lost during
Runs H-23 and H-24 was compared to the erosion potential found using these
runs. The results are presented below:

Mass lost during H-23 and H-24

Size range + erosion potential
P 0.783
1P 1.00
~FP 0.969
96
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From these values, one may see that 20 min of erosion can quite ade-
quately approximate the erosion potential. This is especially true for in-
halable and fine particulate emissions. For total particulate emissions,
the approximation is not as good; however, there is the complicating effect
of creeping motion. Twenty minutes is a long enough time for large particles
to roll along the surface until they finally enter the tail section of the
wind tunnel. These particles are, of course, not airborne.  Therefore, it
is believed that the mass eroded after 20 min a]so approximates the erosion
potential for TP.

Analysis of Runs H-23 and H-24 proves that the erosion potential was
approximated at 10.7 m/s centerline speed (24 mph). It is reasonable to
assume that this approximation improves as the wind speed is increased.
Therefore, one can conclude that the other wind erosion tests conducted in
this study also adequately approximated the erosion potentials since they
all occurred at a centerline wind speed greater than 10.7 m/s (24 mph).

From Tables 4-8 and 4-9, control efficiencies were determined and are
presented in Table 4-10. The efficiency of Coherex® in controlling IP emis-
sions from active steam coal is expressed in terms of a Tower bound. This
was necessary because it was not possible to obtain an IP erosion potential,
as discussed earlier.

The two chemicals applied to active (or turned) coal surfaces appear
to be less effective in controlling emissions in the smaller size ranges.
In the case of compacted Cambria coking coal, the control efficiency of the
latex binder was fairly constant over the size ranges considered.

Figure 4-5 shows the decay in control efficiency that was observed for
the latex binder. The TP control efficiency was reduced approximately in
half from the second to the fourth day, while the IP control efficiency
dropped roughly one-third. Note that the measured efficiency of control
for FP emissions showed an increase over the same period. However, these
values must be considered suspect because of 1ight loadings on the impactor
substrates. Further tests must be performed in order to adequately charac-
terize the control efficiency for fine particulate emissions.

From the data presented in Table 4-10, it appears that the latex binder
is more effective in controlling emissions from the turned surface as the
wind speed increases. In the uncontrolled case, the TP and IP emission rate
increased approximately 1000% and 500%, respectively, when the tunnel center-
line wind speed was raised from 14.4 m/s (32.2 mph) to 17.2 m/s (38.5 mph).
The corresponding increases for the controlled surface were 70% and 80%,
respectively. Thus the measured control efficiencies for TP and IP were
substantially higher for the greater wind speed. The FP control eff1c1ency
also shows this trend, but this result should also be considered suspect in
light of the d1scuss1on above.
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5.0 OPEN DUST CONTROL DESIGN, OPERATION AND COST PARAMETERS

A limited amount of design/operation and cost data were collected from
the three plants at which testing was performed during this study. The
questionnaires shown in Appendix B were completed by personnel representing
Armco-Middletown, Armco-Houston, and Bethlehem-Burns Harbor. Since the di-
stinction between design and operational data is difficult to verify from a.
questionnaire, these data will simply be designated as des1gn/operat1on data.
Also shown on the questionnaire were cost data.

This section contains the results of the questionnaire as well as a
theoretical treatment of fugitive dust control cost-effectiveness analysis.

5.1 DESIGN/OPERATION PARAMETERS

The most important design/operation parameters are application inten-
sity, frequency and dilution ratio, if app11cab1e These variables, as
determined from the questionnaire, are summarized in Tables 5-1 through 5-4.
Many miscellaneous characteristics of the control system are presented in
Appendix C. :

5.2 COST PARAMETERS

Costs associated with purchase, installation, operation, and mainte-
nance should all be quantified in order to evaluate the cost-effectiveness
of a given open dust control technique. These costs, as determined from
the questionnaire, are shown in Table 5-5. To facilitate comparisons be-
tween control techniques, the cost data in Table 5-5 were placed on a ‘
dollar per unit of treated source extent and on a dollar per unit of actual
source extent in Tables 5-6 and 5-7, respectively.

5.3 THEORETICAL COST-EFFECTIVENESS ANALYSIS
The most informative method for comparing cost data is on a cost-

effectiveness basis. Cost-effectiveness in air pollution control is de-
fined as dollars expended per mass of emissions reduced:

CE =

rnI '
oo

where: cost-effectiveness ($/1b of emissions reduced)
control technique cost ($/year)
e

missions reduction (pound of emissions reduced/year)

E
D
ER
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TABLE 5-1. DESIGN/OPERATION PARAMETERS =~ PAVED ROADS

Plant

| Application
Control intensity

Application
frequency

Middletown Works

Houston Works

Vacuum sweeper 12,000 cfm vacuum

or blower capacity

Flusher 1,800 gal/mile at
50 psig

Broom sweeper NA

and

Flusher 0.48 gal/yd? under
unknown pump
pressure

Once per 2 or 3 days

Once pef 2 or 3 days

Once per 3 days

Once per 3 days

TABLE 5-2. DESIGN/OPERATION PARAMETERS - UNPAVED ROADS
_ Application Dilution ratio Application
Plant Control intensity chemical:water frequency
MiddTetown Works Coherex® 0.19 gal/yd? 1:5 -
(initial ap-
plication)
0.28 gal/yd? 1:8 Once every 2 days
(remaining ap- to
plications) Once every 6 weeks

Houston Works

~ Watering 0.48 gal/yd? -

Once every 3 days
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TABLE 5-3. DESIGN/OPERATION PARAMETERS - UNPAVED PARKING LOTS AND EXPOSED AREAS

Plant

"~ Control

Dilution ratio
chemical:water

Application
intensity

App]ication:
frequency .

Middletown Works

Coherex®

910 gal/acre 1:5
(initial ap-

plication)
1,364 gal/acre 1:8

(remaining ap-
plications)

2 or 3 times/year
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Control technique cost includes several components shown graphically
in Figure 5-1. Purchase and installation costs must also inciude costs for
freight, tax and borrowed money. The operation and maintenance costs should
reflect increasing frequency of repair as the equipment ages along with in-
creased costs for parts, energy and labor. Costs recovered from tax laws
should also be considered. The slopes of the lines in Figure 5-1 have little
significance except to show an increasing or decreasing cost with time. The
slope of the loan interest tax deduction assumes the equipment was funded
by a loan to be repaid on an installment basis beginning at the time of the
loan. The equipment could have been funded by a bond program with bonds
maturing at a variety of times causing the interest paid to increase, remain
level, or decrease with time in a continuous or step fashion.

Cost-effectiveness also -includes the emissions reduction achieved. Re-
sults from this study support the logical conclusion that the emissions re-
duction of a specific control technique decays with time until the technique
finally yields no reduction over the uncontrolled state. This can be de-
fined as the 1ife of the control technique, not to be confused with the 1ife-
time of the equipment.

The remaining portion of this section presents a simplified mathematical
model for comparing the costs of one control technique with another. The
question being asked determines the basis on which the cost should be com-
pared. The following 1list presents six questions which can be asked:

1. Given a specific source at a specific plant and given a specific
control technique, what is the most cost-effective number of ap-
plications that should be made?

2. Given a specific source at a specific plant and given a specific
control technique, what is the cost to achieve a given emission
reduction? :

3. Given a specific source at a specific plant, what is the most
cost-effective control technique that can be used?

4, Given a specific source at a specific plant, what is the least
expensive control technique that can be used to achieve a given.
emission reduction?

5. Given a specific plant, what is the most cost-effective source
that can be controlled?

6. Given a specific plant, what is the Teast expensive source which
can be controlled to achieve a given emission reduction?

5.3.1 Cost-effectiveness Optimization Analysis

The answers to questions 1, 3 and 5 require an optimization analysis.
The following simplified mathematical model can be used to answer questions
1, 3 and 5.
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l Equipment, Installation, Freight, Tax, and Interest

Operation
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Depreciation Tax Deduction
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LIFE OF EQUIPMENT ————» Value
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Figure 5-1. Graphical presentation of open dust control costs.
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As shown above, the cost-effectiveness of any given combination of con-
trol technique, equipment and implementation plan for a given source at a
given plant is:

= D
CE = R
where CE = cost~effectiveness ($/1b of emissions reduced)
D = control technique cost ($/yr)
ER = emissions reduction (1b of emissions reduced/yr)

The control technique cost can be written as follows

D = PI + MO
where PI = annual purchase and installation cost ($/yr)
MO = annual - operating and maintenance cost ($/yr)

The annualized purchase and installation cost for a given device can be ex-
pressed . ‘

= 1P
PTo= L
where IPT =  total purchase and installation cost ($)
Y = estimated 1ife of equipment (yr)

The annual operating cost can be expressed

MO = AMO x TSE

where AMO maintenance and operating cost per unit of
treated source extent ($/unit of treated

source extent)

TSE

treated source extent per year (units of
treated source extent/yr)

The annual treated source extent is further dependent on the actual
amount of source extent in the plant and the number of treatments per year:

TSE = ASE x NT
where ASE = actual source extent in plant (units of source
extent)
NT = number of treatments per year (treatment/yr)

The intial purchase and installation cost can also be dependent
on the treated source extent as follows

TS
S

m

IPT = UPT x

=|
m
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where UPT = initial purchase and installation cost per
device ($/device)
MSE = maximum source extent which can be treated

per device per year (units of treated source
extent/device/yr) ;

The ratio TSE/MSE actually represents the number of devices needed.

The generalized expression for control technique cost can now be wr1tten
as follows

UPT x ASE x NT
Y x MSE

L
|

+ (AMO x ASE x NT)

A11 the parameters in the generalized expression for control techn1que
cost can be fixed for a given technique and plant with the exception of the
" number of treatments per year which must be calculated. The lifetime of
the device is assumed a constant in this analysis. The validity of this
assumption is explored at the end of this analysis.

The number of treatments per year can be calculated if one knows the -
functional form for the decay of control efficiency for a given technique
with time. The optimum number of treatments can then be calculated by mini-
mizing the cost effectiveness for a given control technique.

Before minimizing the cost-effectiveness function, one first writes
the generalized expression for emissions reduction wh1ch appears in the de-
nominator of the cost effectiveness function. The instantaneous emissions
reduction can be expressed as follows :

ER(t)

where ER(t)

1]

CEF(t) x EF x SE

instantaneous emissions reduction as a
function of time (1b/yr)

CEF(t) = instantaneous control efficiency fraction
as a function of days after application

EF = uncontrolled emission factor (1b/unit of
source extent)

SE = source extent (units of source extent/yr)

The time-averaged emission reduction (ER) can then be defined as

365/NT

J
EF x SE -0 CEF(t) dt

ER 365/NT
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The cost-effectiveness function can now be minimized and the op-
timum number of applications per year calculated. It is obvious that if
just emission reduction were to be maximized, an infinite number of treat-
ments would be required. If just cost were to be minimized, then zero
treatments per year would be required. C

The minimization of CE which requires the optimum concentration
of both cost and emission reduction can then be determined assuming

Before the actual calculations to minimize CE can occur, the form of the
control efficiency decay function must be determined. The following analyses
consider 3 different forms of the control efficiency decay function: (1)

linear decay (2) exponential decay, and (3) exponential followed by Tinear
decay. -

Linear Decay of Control Efficﬁency with Time--

If it is assumed that the control efficiency fraction decays linearly
from 1.0, then

CEF(t) = -bt +1
and | _
365/NT
_ EFxsExN i '
ER = 365 ) (-bt +1) dt
- EF x SE x NT -b (§§§) 2 + 365
365 2 NT NT
- _b 365
= EF x SE (1 5 NT)
The cost*effectiveness“function can then be written
- A (NT)
CE = xSt TR
2 NI
_ UPT x ASE | '
where A = Y X MSE + (AMO x ASE)

The value A actually has units of dollars expended per treatment. The value

of NT which yields the minimum cost-effectiveness function can be derived as
follows:

EF x SE(l-_Q @)A - A(NT)(EF)(SE)b 365
3 T 7 T2

d (CE) _
=0 =
d (NT) (EFx SE (1'9ﬁ»2

2 NT
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Solving for NT yields

65

L2%

b 365

- - b 365
A x EF x SE 7 NT - EF x SE 1 7 “NT A
Egg). = 1«-9@
2 NT 2 NT
365 _
b3 = 1
NT = b 365

Then the minimum cost-effectiveness function is

k. = A 365 b
min -~ EF x SE/I - b 365
7 365b
365 A X b
CE. =
min % x EF x SE

One interesting conclusion is that the most cost-effective approach will
yield only a 50% reduction in emissions over the uncontrolled state. Another
interesting conclusion is that the cost-effectiveness is minimized when the
control technique efficiency is allowed to decay to zero. In order to prove .
this, define the 1ifetime of the technique (LT) as the time at which CEF = 0.

Then one may write

0 b (LT) + 1

LT % - (days)

But the optimum time betewen applications is 365/NT = 1/b. Thus the opti-~
mum time between applications is the lifetime of the control technique and
the optimum number of applications can be expressed

NT = 365/LT

opt

Exponential Decay of Control Efficiency with Time--
] It is now assumed that the control efficiency decays exponentially
rom 1:

CEF(t) = e Ot
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The emissions reduced can be expressed as

365/NT

— EF x SE x NT -bt
ER = e f e P 4t
— EF x SE x NT (_ 1 exp (-bt)) 365/NT
365 b
0
EF x SE x NT (-1 exp (-b365/NT) + 1).
365 b b

The cost effectiveness function can then be written

A x NT _
EF x SE x NT (-1 exp (-b365/NT) + 1)
365 b b

CE =

The value of NT which yields the miminum cost-effectiveness function can
‘then_be derived as follows

d (CE) _ o - A x EF x SE X NT (, 1 ( b365) N 1)

d (NT) 365 p XP\" T b
) EF X SE/_ 1 v (-b) 365 _ ~b 365/NT _ 1 . -b 365/NT , |
A x NT —-3-6-5—( b NT “TNTZ e b e +

(= SE X NT Lo (2 ) 1)) 7

365 b TNT b

Solving for NT yields

1y . A X EF X SE x NT
b) 365
1

(-5 0 (" 257) + )

AXNT X BF % SE (1 (1 - b 365/NT
%5 (5 (Mxbx3es+1)e

x b x 365 e D 36/NT _ 4

Ol
=
==

KT exp (-b 365/NT) = 0

| : NTopt >0
The fact that NT + 0 implies that the control is applied once and
never needs to be reapplied. This is because the control efficiency, when
expressed as an exponential decay, never goes to zero. To put it another
way, the control technique has an infinite lifetime.
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Exponential Followed by Linear Decay in Control Efficiency with Time--

In order to circumvent the physical implausibility resulting from the
exponential decay assumption alone, assume that at some point in time called
d, the functional form of the decay changes from exponential to a straight
line function with a slope equal to the slope of the exponential decay func-
tion at t = d. The straight line function must also pass through (0, LT).
The slope of the exponential decay function at time d is:

c = —be"bd

The straight 1ine function can then be defined as
CEF(t) = -be Pdt + ¢

Therefore -
f = be P4 (LT)

Consequently,
CEF(t) = -be P9 (¢ - LT)

Since the values of the CEF for both functions are identical at d, one may -
solve fer d ‘

e-bd = -be"bd (d - LT)
d = LT-¢
Thus
CEF(t) = -be P+ 1 gy peUD 1 (1)

Therefore both functions comprising the decay function are defined when the
decay constant, b, and the 1ife of the control technique, LT, are known.
For simplicity in the following solution, the following definitions will be
used:

c = pelb(lm

f = b(LT)el (LT
.1

d = LT-43

The equation for the emission reduction can then be written

_ EF x SE x NT -bt
eR = EFXSEXNT (d bty o (365/NT (- et v ) at
_EF x SExNT _1 _-bd_1_c (365\%, cd® 365 _
365 pevs-5 () + 2 YT Sy - fd
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The cost-effectiveness function can now be written

(NT)

CE = %: (ﬂ)z*_cdz

365 _
NT

(=] 4

EF X SE X NT__ /. 1.-bd
365 ( ¢ 7

) )tz T

7 - fd)

The value of NT which minimizes the cost-effectiveness function can then be
calculated as follows

—-%9%% =-p (5 (36532 (-2) sy - F 365 ) EXSE
I (ER/NT)Z _ 6
or
365 _ . 3652
NT2 = C TR
Therefore
_ 365
NTopt = €5

Substitution of the definitions of c and f yields
1 - b(LT)

_be 365
NTopt = T BT
b LT e
_ 365
NTopt - T

The minimum value of the cost-effectiveness for the case where the control
efficiency decays first in an exponent1a1 and then in a linear fashion can
be expressed as follows

‘ A 365
: LT
CE .. =
min . 365
365 21 1-b(LT) . 1_0b 1 - b(LT) (365)
365
b 1 - b(LT) 1 2 1 - b(LT) —382__
+ 5 e LT - 5 + b(LT) e 365

=23

- (L) o1 T PUT) (g Ly
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This reduces to

A x b x 365

CEnin = EFXSE (1 - 172 exp (I - B

From these analyses one can see that, in all three cases, the cost-
effectiveness function is minimized when the control efficiency of the
water or chemical is allowed to decay to zero. This is easily understood
when one considers that a fixed amount of money is expended for each appli-
cation of water or chemical dust suppressant. The most cost-effective
approach is to gain all the emission reduction possible for this fixed
expenditure. The maximum aggregate emission reduction occurs when the
lifetime of the technique is reached. In other words, when the control
efficiency equals zero, the maximum emission reduction has been gained and
no further emission reduction will occur.

While the cost-effectiveness function is minimal at the lifetime of
the control technique in all three cases, this does not mean that the value
of the minimum cost-effectiveness function is identical in all three cases.:
Indeed, this value depends on all the costs related to the equipment, the
slope or decay constant for the control efficiency function, the form of
the control efficiency decay function, and the emissions from the source in
the uncontrolled state. Consequently, while the user of these equations
knows the most cost-effective number of applications to make for a given
control, he should still use the appropriate equation for minimum cosi-
effectiveness to determine which combination of technique and equipment
will yield the lowest minimum cost-effectiveness.

Inclusion of Fixed Costs-- :

A second level of complexity can be introduced to this analysis by as-
suming that there are some fixed costs which are not dependent on the number
of applications. In this case, the cost function can be written

D

B (NT) +¢g

where

fixed cost which are not dependent on the number of
applications ($/yr)

g

This may occur, for example, when the equipment is already purchased and -
installed without regard for the optimum number of applications necessary.
For this case, g equals the purchase and installation cost while B equals
only the operating and maintenance cost. The cost-effectiveness function
in this case can also be minimized but the minimum value will not be as low
as the case where the size and number of the devices were also optimized.

It should be pointed out, however, that one never need purchase equip-

ment without optimization in mind. Given the lifetime of a control tech- .
nique, one can calculate the number of applications per year. Given the 1
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number of applications, one can calculate the total treated source extent

per year (TSE). Then one can calculate the number of devices of given size
that need to be purchased by dividing TSE by MSE (the maximum source extent
that can be treated per device per year). ' :

Ana]ysis'of the Impact of Equipment Utilization on Cost-Effectiveness--
The life of the equipment Y can be calculated using the following
equation

SEL x (TSE/MSE) _ SEL
TSE MSE

source extent which can be treated over the lifetime of
the device (units of source extent per device).

where SEL

The term TSE/MSE represents the number of devices needed assuming full utili-
zation. From the above equation, one can see that at full utilization, the
lTifetime of each device is a constant. Since this was the assumption in
all the previous analyses, the previous calculations are applicable to the
case of maximum utilization. :

Substituting the above expression for the 1ifetime of the equipment
into the previous expression for annual cost yields

UPT x ASE x NT

+ (AMO x ASE x NT)

_ For the case where one or more devices are desired at a uti]iiation, e,
which is Tess than 100%, the lifetime of the devices can be calculated as

v = SEL x (TSE/(e x MSE)) _ _ SEL
TSE & x MSE

Again the lifetime of the devices is a constant and the previous analyses
apply. The expression for the annual cost for this case is

p = UPT x ASE x NT
SEL

+ AMO x ASE x NT

One can see that the annual cost is identical whether or not maximum utili-
zation occurs. At less than maximum utilization, more devices are required
but each one lasts longer, thus yielding the same annual cost.

Finally, consider a limiting case in which one device can accomplish

the job at less than maximum utilization. The lifetime of this single device
can be calculated as follows:

y = SEL x (TSE/(e x MSE))
TSE

122




However, it is known that in this case

TSE = e x MSE
Therefore
_ SEL
Y= T3

Substituting this expression in the equation for annual cost yields

_ UPT x (TSE/(e x MSE))
D= SEL/TSE + AMO x ASE x NT

which reduces to

p = UPT ’S‘E"L‘SE X NT . aMO x ASE x NT

Again, this is the same expression for annual cost as when several devices
were selected at maximum and less than maximum utilization. Assuming that
all three of these options were applied to the same job (TSE = constant),
we can see that in the first two cases, the annual cost would be identical,.
but in the third case, the single device would have to be larger or faster
in order to accomplish the same job for which many devices were required.
This implies that UPT, SEL, and AMO would probably differ. Using the mini=:
mum cost-effectiveness equation for a Tinear decay in control efficiency,
one can see that for control of a given source at a given plant, cost is |
minimized when the value of (UPT/SEL) + AMO is a minimum. Cost-effective-
ness is minimized when the value of b(UPT/SEL + AMO) is a minimum.

In conclusion, the cost-effectiveness equations developed in this sec-
tion can be used in analyzing costs for a single control technique and for
comparing costs of various alternative control techniques for a given plant

and source. The equations can also be used to compare the same contirol tech-

nique at two different plants. In the first case, the equations indicate

that cost should be compared on the basis of dollars per unit of source ex-:
tent treated. In the second case, the cost should be compared on the basis
of dollars per actual unit of source extent in the plant. However, while

cost comparisons are informative, it is the cost-effectiveness values which
are most important in terms of decisions about which open dust control tech-
nique is best. ‘

5.3.2 Minimum Cost Calculations

The answer to questions 2, 4 and 6 listed in Section 5.3 do not require
an optimization analysis, but rather require only a simple calculation. |
The following analysis shows how to determine the least expensive control
technique to achieve a given emission reduction from a given source.
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The cost-effectiveness function for control of open dust emissions from
a given source at a given plant is: )

o

CE =
where:  ER = fixed value of desired emission reduction (T/yr).

From previous analyses, the cost per year can be eXxpressed:

_ UPT x ASE x NT
D= Y x VSE + (AMO x ASE x NT)

Since the emission reduction is fixed in this particular problem, the
number of applications necessary to achieve that reduction can be calculated

from the following equation:
j365/NT
/o CEF(t) dt

365/NT

ER = EF x SE x

For the case where the control efficiency fraction decays Tinearly from
1.0, the emission reduction is:

_ .b 365
ER=EF x SEx (1 5 NT)

The number of applications per year necessary to achieve a given re-
duction can then be expressed:

_b _ _ER
NT =3 x 365 x (1 - gr<p)

Then the expression for the dollars expended per year is:

_ UPT x ASE b __ER
D—W-M—S-E—‘F(AMOXASE)X —2-X365X(1 m)

Thus, for all control techniques with a linear decay in control effi-
ciency, the cost to achieve a given emission reduction can be calculated
for each control technique using the above equation. The most cost-
effective technique is then the one with the lowest total annual cost (D).
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7.0 GLOSSARY

Activity Factor - Measure of the intensity of aggregate material disturbance
by mechanical forces in relation to reference activity level defined as
unity. \

Application Frequency - Number of applications of a control measure to a
specific source per unit time; equivalently, the inverse of time be-
tween two applications.

Application Intensity - Volume of water or chemical solution applied per
unit area of the treated surface.

Control Efficiency - Percent decrease in controlled emissions from the un-
controlled state. :

Cost-Effectiveness - The cost of control per unit mass of reduced particu-
late emissions. ‘

Dilution Ratio - Ratio of the number of parts of chemical to the number of
parts of solution, expressed in percent (e.g., one part of chemical to.
four parts of water corresponds to a 20% solution). ‘

Dry Day - Day without measurable (0.01 in. or more) precipitation.

Dry Sieving - The sieving of oven-dried aggregate by passing it through a
series of screens of descending opening size.

Duration of Storage - The average time that a unit of aggregate material
remains in open storage, or the average pile turnover time.

Dust Suppressant - Water or chemical solution which, when applied to an
aggregate material, binds suspendable particulate to larger particles.

Erosion Potential - Total quantity of erodible particles, in any size range,
present on the surface (per unit area) prior to the onset of erosion.

Exposed Area, Effective - The total exposed area reduced by an amount which
reflects the sheltering effect of buildings and other objects that re-
tard the wind. 5

Exposed Area, Total - Outdoor ground area subject to the action of wind and
protected by little or no vegetation.
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Exposure - The point value of the flux (mass/area-time) of airborne particu-
late passing through the atmosphere, integrated over the time of mea-
surement. '

Exposure, Integrated - The result of mathematical integration of spatially
distributed measurements of airborne particulate exposure downwind of
a fugitive emissions source.

Exposure Profiling - Direct measurement of the total passage of airborne
particulate immediately downwind of the source by means of simultaneous
mu1t1p01nt isokinetic sampling over the effect1ve cross-section of the
emissions plume.-

Exposure Samp]er - Directional particulate sampler with settling chamber and
backup filter, having variable flow control to provide for isokinetic
sampling at wind speeds of 1.8 to 8.9 m/s (4 to 20 mph).

Friction Velocity - A measure of wind shear stress on an exposed surface as
determined from the slope of the logarithmic velocity profile near the
surface.

Fugitive Emissions - Emissions not originating from a stack, duct, or flue.
Load-in - The addition of material to a storage pile.
Load-out - The removal of material from a storage pile.

Materials Handling - The receiving and transport of raw, intermediate and
waste materials, including barge/railcar unloading, conveyor transport
and associated conveyor transfer and screening stations.

Moisture Content - The mass portion of an aggregate sample consisting of un-
bound moisture as determined from weight loss in oven drying.

Normalization - Procedure that ensures that emission reductions not attri-
butable to a control measure are excluded in determ1n1ng an efficiency
of control.

Particle Diameter, Aerodynamic - The diameter of a hypothetical sphere of
unit density (1 g/cm®) having the same terminal sett11ng velocity as
the particle in question, regardless of its geometric size, shape and
true density.

Particle Drift Distance - Horizontal distance from point of particle injec-
tion into the atmosphere to point of removal by contact with the ground
surface.

Particulate, Fine - Airborne particulate smaller than 2.5 um in aerodynamic
diameter.

Particulate, Inhalable - Airborne particulate smaller than 15 pm in aerody-
namic diameter.
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Particulate, Total - All airborne particulate regardless of particle size.

Particulate, Total Suspended - Airborne particu]até matter as measured by a
standard high-volume (hi-vol) sampler.

Precipitation-Evaporation Index - A climatic factor equal to 10 times the
sum of 12 consecutive monthly ratios of precipitation in inches over
evaporation in inches, which is used as a measure of the annual aver-
age moisture of exposed material on a flat surface of compacted
aggregate. :

Precision Factor (one standard deviation) - The precision factor (f) for
an emission factor equation is defined such that the 68% confidence
interval for a predicted emission factor value (P) extends from P/f to
Pf; the precision factor is determined by exponentiating the standard
deviation of the differences between the natural logarithms of the
predicted and observed emission factors while accounting for the lost .
degrees of freedom.

Road, Paved - A roadway constructed of rigid surface materials, such as
asphalt, cement, concrete, and brick.

Road, Unpaved - A roadway constructed of nonrigid surface materials such as .
dirt, gravel (crushed stone or slag), and o0il and chip surfaces.

Road Surface Dust Loading - The mass of Toose surface dust on a paved road-
way, per length of roadway, as determined by dry vacuuming. 1

Road Surface Material - Loose material present on the surface of an unpaved.
road. :

Roughness Height - A measure of the roughness of an exposed surface or
storage pile as determined from the y-intercept of the logarithmic
velocity profile near the surface.

Silt Content - The mass portion of an aggregate sample smaller than 75 mi-
crometers in diameter as determined by dry sieving. ‘

Source, Open Dust - Any source from which emissions are generated by the
forces of wind and machinery acting on exposed aggregate materials.

Spray System - A device for applying a liquid dust suppressant in the form
of droplets to an aggregate material for the purposes of controlling
the generation of dust.

Storage Pile Activities - Processes associated with aggregate storage pi]es;
specifically, load-in, vehicular traffic around storage piles, wind
erosion from storage piles, and load-out.

Surface Erodibility - Potential for wind erosion losses from an unsheltered:

area, based on the percentage of erodible particles (smaller than 0.85 mm
in diameter) in the surface material. 1
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Surface Stabilization - The formation of a resistive crust on an exposed ag-
gregate surface through the action of a dust suppressant, which sup-
presses the release of otherwise suspendable particles.

Vehicle, Heavy-Duty - A motor vehicle with a gross vehicle travelling weight
exceed1ng 30 tons.

Vehicle, Light-Duty - A motor vehicle with a gross vehicle travelling weight
of less than or equal to 3 tons.

Vehicle, Medium-Duty - A motor vehicle with a gross vehicle trave111ng weight
of greater than 3 tons, but less than 30 tons.

Windbreak - A natural or man-made object which reduces the ambient wind speed
in the immediate Tocality.
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I 8.0 ENGLISH TO METRIC UNIT CONVERSION TABLE
l English unit Multiplied by Metric unit
. gal/yd2 4,53 2/m?
10/T 0.500 kg/t
1b/vehicle mile 0.282 kg/vehicle km
l 1b/acre yr 112 kg/kmZ year
1b 0.454 kg
T 0.907 t
' mph 0.447 m/s
mile 1.61 km
ft 0.305 m
' acre 0.00405 km2
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APPENDIX A
DATA COMPILATION FROM MATERIALS HANDLING FLOW CHARTS

Tables A-1 through A-10 summarize material hand1ling operations for raw |
and intermediate materials at the 10 surveyed plants. Table A-11 summarizes:
slag handling operations at the 10 surveyed plants. ‘
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APPENDIX B

EXAMPLE OPEN DUST SOURCE CONTROL SURVEY QUESTIONNAIRE

B-1



IRON AND STEEL PLANT .
OPEN DUST SOURCE CONTROL SURVEY

I. GENERAL INFORMATION

Name of Company Location of Plant
Total Length of Paved Roads in Plant mi. Total Length of Unpaved Roads in Plant : mi.
Approx. No. of Active Siorage Piles in Plant Approx. No. and Area of Unpaved Parking Lots in Plant |
. - acres
I1. CONTROL TECHNOLOGY FOR PAVED ROADS
A. . No. and Type of Street Sweepers Used to Clean Paved Roads
Broom-Type Regenerative Air-Type Vacuun-Type Flushing=-Type

B. Design Information for Broom-Type Sweepers: Please provide information on each unit curreatly im service. If vou
own more than one of a particular model, simply indicate the purchase price and the year purchased for the addi-
tional sweepers. Use additional sheets as necessary.

1. Make ] Model Purchase Price § :

Year Purchased and Est. Life Expectancy yrs. No. of This Model Curremtly in Service

Name of Manufacturer Address

Phone Number ( ) - Sales Representative

Approx. Annual Operating Cost § Vehicle Weight 1b.

Fuel Consumption mpg Width of Area Cleaned Per Pass ft.
Hopper Capacity ya? Normal Sweeping Speed mph

Water Tank Capacity gal. Water Flow at Spray Bar gpm

Cleaning Capacity ft2/hr @ mph

2. Make ‘ Model Purchase Price §

Year Purchased and Est. Life Expectancy yrs. No. of This Model Currently in Service

Name of Manufacturer Address

Phone Number ( ) - Sales Representative

Approx. Annual Operating Cost § Vehicle Weight 1b.

Fuel Consumption mpg Width of Area Cleaned Per Pass ft.
Hopper Capacity yd3 _ Normal Sweeping Speed __ mph

Water Tank Capacity gal. Water Flow at Spray Bar gpn

Cleaning Capacity fr2/hr @ mph

B-2




C.

Design Iaformation for Regenerative Air or Vacuum~Type Sweepers: Please provide information on each unit curreatly
in service. If you own more than one of a particular model, simply indicate the purchase price and the year pur-
chased for the additional sweepers. Use additional sheets as necessary.

1. Make ‘ Model Purchase Price §
Year Purchased and Est. Life Expectancy _ _ __ vyrs. No. of This Model Currently in Service

Name of Manufacturer Address

Phone Number ( ) - Sales Representative

Approx. Anmnual 6perating Cost § Vehicle Weight 1b.

Fuel Consumption npg _ Width of Area Cleaned Per Pass ft.
Cleaning Capacity ft?/hr @ mph Normal Sweeping Speed mph

Vacuum Blower Capacity cfm Velocity at Suction Head fps
Hopper Capacity ya? Type of Dust Comtrol System

(i.e., wet or dry)

Type of Sweeper (vacuum or regenerative)

‘2. Make Model Purchase Price §

yrs. No. of This Model Currently in Service

Year Purchased and Est. Life Expectancy

Name of Manufacturer Address

Phone Number ( Sy - Sales Representative

Approx. Annual Operating Cost § . Vehicle Weight 1b.

Fuel Consumption mpg Width of Area Cleaned Per Pass ft.
Cleaning Capacity ft2/hr @ mph Normal Sweeping Speed mph

Vacuum Blower Capacity cfm Velocity at Suction Head - fps
Hopper Capacity ya? Type of Dust Control System

(i.e., wet or dry)

Type of Sweeper (vacuum or regenerative)

Design Information for Flushing-Type Sweepers: Please provide information on each unit currently in ser&iCe.
If you own more than one of a particular model, simply indicate the purchase price, year purchased, whether
unit was modifiéd and cost of modification. Use additional sheets as necessary.

1. Make Model Purchase Price §
Year Purchased and Est. Life Expectancy ___ __  yrs. No. of This Model Currently in Service
Name of Manufacturer Address
Phone Number ( ) - Sales Representative
Was Original Unit Modified to Flushing Operation ____  Cost to Modify §
B-3 |



Approx. Annual Operating Cost §

Vehicle Weight (dry) 1b.
Water Tank Capacity gal.
Normal Vehicle Speed mph

Water Pressure at Nozzles psig

Source of Water

2. Make Model

Vehicle Weight {wet) 1b.
Fuel Consumption- mpg

Water Flow at Nozzles gpm
Hopper Capacity __ yd?

Daily Waﬁer Consumption gal.

Degree of Water Treatment

Purchase Price §

Year Purchased and Est. Life Expectancy

Name of Manufacturer

VIS,

Phone Number ( ) -

Was Original Unit Modified to Flushing Operation

Approx. Anmunal Operating Cost $

Vehicle Weight (dry) 1b.
Water Tank Capacity gal.
Normal Vehicle Speed mph

Water Pressure at Nozzles psig

Source of Water

E. Operating Schedule for Street Sweepers:

"typical” day.

Type of Sweeper
(i.e., vacuum)

Make of Sweeper Model No.

No. of This Model Currently in Service

Address

Sales Representative

]

Cost to Modify §

Vehicle Weight (wet) 1b.
Fuel Consumption npg

Water Flow at Nozzles gpm
Hopper Capacity yd3 .
Daily Water Consumption gal.

Degree of Water Treatment

Please completé the following table indicating the average hours per day
and days per month each sweeper described above is in service.

Also indicate the number of miles traveled in a

Length of
Hours Per Day Days Per Month Road Cleaned
Operated Per Day

Operated
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G. Cleaning Schedule: Please provide the schedule used for cleaning all of the paved roads throughout the plant.
This schedule should include the frequency of cleaning, how this frequency was decided upon, and the method
by which the variocus types of street sweepers described above are allocated to the cleaning of certain sec-
tions of road.

H. Projections: Please indicate below any of the sweepers mentioned above which are scheduled for retirement in the
near future, the type of equipment being seriously considered as their replacement, and the reasons for such con-
sideration. Also provide below any proposed changes in the operating or cleaning schedule which may be imple-
mented in the future or any equipment modifications or changes considered.




II1. CONTROL TECHNOLOGY FOR UNPAVED ROADS, SHOULDERS, PARKING LOTS, AND ACTIVE STORAGE PILES

A. Controls for Unpaved Roads and Paved Road Shoulders: Please complete the following information for your facility
where applicable.

Treatment Method: Watering Chemical Dust Suppressants Other
(specify)
Type(s) of Chemical(s) Used: (check one or more as applicable) _ .
Lignin Sulfonate Petroleum Resins Salts Wetting Agents
Other
(specify)
Trade or Chemical Name(s) of Dust Suppressant(s) Used (if any)
Type of Diluent(s) Used (if any)
Application Rate gal. of % golution per yd? of surface treated
bilutien Ratio parts of chemical to parts )
(type of diluent)
Concentration of Chemical Suppressant as Received % by
(weight or volume)
Frequency of Application
Basis for Frequency of Application’
Method of Application (e.g., distributor truck)
Length of Road Which Is Treated Annually miles/yr
Total Capacity of On-Site Chemical Storage gal. No. and Capacity of Storage Tanks
Cost of Concentrated Chemical Dust Suppressant(s) Delivered to Your Plant § /gal. (Chemical)
$ /gal. (Freight)
Gallons of Chemical Delivered Per Shipment gal.
Gallons of Chemical Delivered Per Year gal.
Capital Cost for Storage Taunks § in dollars

(year of purchase)

Line Items Included In Capital Cost for Storage Tanks:

$ for tamks

$ for installation laber
$ for accessories

$ for other

Construction Material for Storage Tanks (e.g. concrete or metal)

Is Storage Tank Above or Below Ground

Is the Tank Heated

Capital Equipment Cost for Method of Application (e.g., distributer truck) §
in dollars (year of purchase)

Capacity of Distributor Truck gallons




dollars

Annual Operating and Maintenance Cost of Treatment § in -

(year)

$ per mile of treated road
$ per actual mile of road

(Please attach supporting calculation for operating and maintenance costs)

Major Maintenance Problems Encountered (specify)

B. Control Methods for Unpaved Parking Lots and Other Exposed Areas: Please complete the following information for

your facility where applicable.
Treatment Method: Watering Chemical Dust Suppressants
Type(s) of Chemical(s) Used: (check one or more as applicable)

Lignin Sulfonate Petroleum Resins Salts
QOther —

(specify)

Trade or Chemical Name(s) of Dust Suppressant(s) Used (if any)

Other

(specify)

Wetting Agents

Type of Diluent(s) Used (if any)

Application Rate gal. of % solution per acre of surface treated

Dilution Ratio parts of chemical to parts

(type of diluent)

Concentration of Chemical Suppressant as Received % by

Frequency of Application

(weight or volume)

Basis for Frequency of Application

Method of Application (i.e., distributor truck)

Area Which Is Treated Annually acres/yr

Total Capacity of On-Site Chemical Storage gal. No. and Capacity of Storage Tanks

Cost of Concentrated Chemical Dust Suppressant(s) Delivered to Your Plant $

§

Gallons of Chemical Delivered Per Shipment gal.

Gallons of Chemical Delivered Per Year gal.

Capital Cost for Storage Tanks § in

(year of purchase)

B-8

/gal. (Chemical)

/gal. (Freight)

dollars




Line Items Included in Capital Cost for Storage Tanks.

[ for tanks

$ for installation labor
5 for accessories

$ for other

Construction Material for Storage Tanks (e.g., concrete or metal)

Is Storage Tank Above or Below Ground

Is the Tank Heated

Capital Equipment. Cost for Method of Application (e.g. distributor t.ruck)s in dollars
(year of purchase)

Capacity of distributor truck gal.

Anbual Operating and Maintenance Cost of Treatment

$ in dollars
(vear)

$ per treated acre )

$ per actual acre

Major Maintenance Problems Encountered (specify)

Approx. Annual Operating and Maintenance Cost of Treatment § per acre

Major Maintenance Problems Encountered (specify)

"C. Control Methods for Active Storage Piles: Please cowplete the following information for each major active storage
pile in your facility where applicable. Use additional sheets as necessary.

1. Type of Material im Storage (e.g., ceal, pellets) Surface Area of Storage Pile fr?

Is Stated Surface Area Projected Area or Actual Area

Average Daily Material Throughput tons/day Average Material Reserve tons

Treatment Methods:

Watering Chemical Suppressants or Binders Other
(specify)
Type(s) of Chemical(s) Used: (check one or more as applicable)
Lignin Sulfonate Petroleum Resins Salts Wetting Agents
Other
(specify)

Trade or Chemical Name(s) of Dust Suppressant(s) Used (if any)

Type of Diluent(s) Used (if any)

Application Rate gal. of % solution per ft2 of surface treated
Dilution Ratio parts of chemical to parts
(type of diluent)
Concentration of Chemical Suppressant as Received % by
(weight or volume)
B-9



Frequency of Application

Basis for Frequency of Applicétion
Method of Application (e.g. spripnkler system or mobile distributor truck) I
Area Treated Annually acres/yr
No. of Spray Nozzles in Operation Type of Spray Pattern Genmerated l
Make of Spray Nozzle(s) Model No.(s)
Nozzle Capacity gpm @ psig l
Spray Angle _ ° Maximum Area of Coverage of Spray Pattern ftt -
Designer of Sprinkler System Address I
Phone No. ( ) - ' Est. Life Expectancy of System yIs.
Total Capacity of On-Site Chemical Storage gal. No. and Capacity of Storage Tanks l
Cost of Concentrated Chemical Dust Suppressant Delivered to Your Plant § /gal. (Chemical)
| $_  __ /gal. (Freight) I
Gallons of Chemical Delivered Per Shipment | gal. -
Gallons of Chemical Delivered Per Year _ gal,
Capital Cost for Storage Taﬁks $ ) in dollars l
(year of purchase)
Line Items Included in Capital Cost for Storage Tanks. l
$ for tanks
$ for installation labor :
$ for accessories I
$ for other
Construction Material for Storage Tanks (e.g. concrete or metal) I
Is Storage Tank Above or Below Ground
Is the Tank Heated l
Capital Equipﬁent Cost for Method of Application (e.g., distributor truck) § in dolla. s

Capacity of Distributor Truck gal.

Annual Operating and Maintenance Cost of Treatment

$ ] in dollars
(year)

$ per treated acre

§ per actual acre

Major Maintenance Problems Encountered (e.g., freezing, clogging)

Source of Water Degree of Water Treatment

B-10
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2. Type of Material in Storage (e.g., coal pellets) . S&;face Area of Storage Pile _ '~ fte
Is Stated Surface Area Projected Area or Actual Area
Average Daily Material Throughput tons/day Avefage Material Reserve tons
Treatment Methods:
Watering Chemical Suppressants or Binders Other .
- : ] (specify)
Type(s) of Chemical(s) Used: (check one or more ag applicable)
Lignin Sulfonate Petroleum Resins Salts Wetting Agents __
Other
(specify)
Trade or Chemical Name(s) of Dust Suppressant(s) Used (if any)
Type of Diluent(s) Used (if any)
Application Rate gal. of 9% solution per ft? of surfdce treated
Dilution Ratio parts of chemical to parts
(type of diluent)
Concentration of Chemical Suppressant as Received % by
Co (weight or volume)
Frequency of Application
Basis for Frequency of Application
Method of Application (e.g., sprinkler system or mobile distributor truck)
No. of Spray Nozzles in Operation ' Type of Spray Pattern Geperated
Area Treated Annually ] acres/yr
No. of Spray Nozzels in QOperation Type of Spray Pattern Generated
Make of Spray Nozzle(s) Model No.(s)
Nozzle Capacity gpm @ peig
Spray Angle @ Maximum Area of Coverage of Spray Pattern ‘ ft?
Designer of Sprinkler System Address
Phone No. ( ) - Est. Life Expectancy of System yré.
Total Capacity of On-Site Chemical Storage gal. No. and Capacity of Storage Tanks
Cost of Concentrated Chemical Dust Suppressant Delivered to Your Plant § /gal. (Chemical)
$ /gal. (Frequent)
Gallons of Chemical Delivered Per Shipment ‘ gal.
Gallons of Chemical Delivered Per Year gal.
Capital Cost for Storage Tanks § in dollars 3

(year of purchase)
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Line Ttems Included in Capital Cost for Storage Tanks.
for tanks
for installation labor

for accesssories

R . <

for other

Construction Material for Storage Tanks (e.g., concrete or metal)

Is Storage Tank Above or Below Ground

Is the Tank Heated

Capital Equipment Cost for Method of Application (e.g., distributor truck) $ in dollars
: (year of purchase)

Capacity of Distributor Truck gal.

Annual Operating and Maintenance Cost of Treatment.

$ in dollars
(vear)

$ per treated acre

$ per actual acre

Major Maintenance Problems Encountered (e.g., freezing, clogging)

Source of Water Degree of Water Treatment

Name of Party Supplying Above Information : ( ) -
(Name) (Title) (Telephone Number)
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TABLE €-10. MISCELLANEOUS OPERATION/DESIGN AND COST DATA FOR WATERING OF STORAGE PILES

Name of Company:
1.

_Armco, Inc.
Type of Material in Storage: _Coal
Average Daily Material Throughput: _2,800 tons/day

Treatment Methods:
Watering: _J Chemical Suppressants or Binders:

Frequency of Application: Once every 2 days

Basis for Frequency of Application: _Visual inspection

Location of Plant: Middletown, Ohio

Surface Area of Storage Pile: 300,000 ft2

Average Material Reserve:

Other:

Method of Application (i.e., sprinkler system): Permanent sprinkler system

No. of Spray Nozzles in Operation: _10
Make of Spray Nozzle(s): _Nelson
Nozzle Capacity: _500 gpm @ _100 psig
Spray Angle _27° above horizontal

Designer of Sprinkler System: _01d Field Equipment Co.

Phone No.: _{513) 821-5582 (Bob Meier)

84,000 tons

—r—rr—

Type of Spray Pattern Generated: N/A
Model No.(s): Nelson Big Gun P-200T

Maximum Area of Coverage of Spray Pattern: 394,000 ft

P R

Address: 430 W. Seymore Ave., Cincinnati, Ohio

Est. Life Expectancy of System: 20 years

Capital Equipment Cost for Method of Application: _$350,000 in 1980 dollars

(year of purchase)

dollars

Approx. Annual Operating and Maintenance Cost of Treatment: _§ in N/A
: (year of record)

Maintenance Problems Encountered (i.e., freezing, ¢logging): _Clogging

Source of Water: _Storm sewer rum-off

Name of Company: _Armco, Inc,

2.

Type of Material in Storage: Limestone
Average Daily Material Throughput: Varies tons/day
Treatment Methods:

Watering: _J Chemical Suppressants or Binders: Other:

Concentration of Chemical Suppressant as Received:

Degree of Water Treatment:

35,000 gal/total area

Location of Plant: Middletown, Ohio

Surface Area of Storage Pile: Varies ft2

Average Material Reserve:

Varies tons

% by

(weight or volume)

Frequency of Application: _Based upon weather conditions

Basis for Frequency of Application: _Periodic visual inspection

Method of Application (i.e., sprinkler system): _Mobile water truck

Capital Equipment Cost for Method of Applicatfon: $33,000 (1,500 gal. cap. truck)

in

1979 dollars

Approx. Annual Operating and Maintenance Cost of Treatment: _$173,000 in 1980
(year of record)

(year of purchase)

dollars

Maintenance Problems Encountered (i.e., freezing, clogging): None

Source of watgr: Treated river water

Degree of Water Treatment: _None - genera] plant water

(continued)
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TABLE C-10 (continued)

Name of Company: Armico, Inc. Location of Plant: Middietown, Ohio
3. Type of Material in Storage: Taconite pellets Surface Area of Stofage Pile: Varies ft2
Average Daily Material Throughput: _2,979 tons/day Average Material Reserve: _Varies_ tons
Treatment Methods: . ' .
Watering: _J Chemical Suppressants or Binders: Other:
’ i (specify)

Source of Water: Treated river water Degree of Water Treatment: Ndne-qenera] plant water
Name of Company: Armco, Inc. Location of Plant: Houston, Texas
4. Type of Material in Storage: Coal {main pile) Sﬁrface Area of Storage Pile: app. 312,000 ft2

Average Daily Material Throughput: 1,110 tons/day Average Material Reserve: _est. 55,000 tons

Treatment Mefhdds:

Watering: _J Chemical Suppressants or Binders: Other:

: (specify)

Type(s) of Chemical(s) Used: (check one or more as applicable) N/A

Lignin Sulfonate: Petroleum Resins: Salts: Wetting Agents:

Other:

Frequency of Application:

Basis for Frequency of Application: _Periodic visual inspection

Method of Application (i.e., sprinkler system): Mobile water truck

Capital Equipment Cost for Method of Application:  $33,000 in 1979 dollars
(year of purchase)

Approx. Annual Operating and Maintenance Cost of Treatment: $173,000 in 1980 dollars

(year of record)

Maintenance Problems Encountered (i.e., freezing, clogging): None

(specify)
Trade or Chem%ca1 Name(s) of Dust Suppressant(s) Used (if any): _N/A
Type of Diluent(s) Used (if any): N/A
Application Rate: _0.16 gal. of _0 % solution per ft2 of surface treated

Dilution Ratijo: .parts of chemical to parts

(type of diluent)

o s S N

Concentration of Chemical Suppressant as Received: % by "R
(weight or volume)
Frequency of Application: As needed .
Basis for Frequency of Application: Operated if natural rainfall does not provide 1/4 in. of water
Method of AﬁpHcation (i.e., sprinkler system): Spray system . l
No. of Spray Nozzles in Operation: See below Type of Spray Pattern Generated: _Overlapping circudlar
Make of Spray Nozzle(s): Johns=Manville Model No.(s): See below . '
Nozzle Capacity: _100.4 gpm @ _60 psig NOZZLES: Number Mgggé No.
8 886G2E
(continued) ‘ '
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TABLE C-10 (continued)

Spray Angle:  Std. - 26°, can tilt to 30 to 35° Maximum Area of Coverage of Spray Pattern: 330,000 ft2
Designer of Sprinkler System: _Watson Dist. Co., Inc. Address: _P.0. Box 36211, Houston, Texas 77036
Phone No.: _(713) 771-5771 Est. Life Expectancy of System: 20 yearsj

Total Capacity of On-Site Chemical Storage: _N/A gal. No. and Capacity of Storage Tanks: _1 - 76,500 gal.
Cost of Concentrated Chemical Dust Suppressant Delivered to Your Plant: _$ N/A /gal. ‘

Capital Cost for Storage Tanks: _%$45,000 in 1975 dollars
(year of purchase)
(installed cost for underground concrete tank)
Capital Equipment Cost for Method of Application: $216,000 in 1975 dollars
(year of purchase)
(includes storage tank, pumps, controls, piping, motors, and spray system)

Approx. Annual Operating and Maintenance Cost of Treatment: _$8,600 in _1980 dollars (estimated)

Maintenance Problems Encountered (i.e., freezing, clogging): _Freezing, plugging

Source of Water: _Cooling water_blowdown Degree of Water Treatment: _None
Name of Company: _Armco, Inc. Location of Plant: Houston, Texas
5. Type of Material in Storage: Coal (surge pile) Surface Area of Storage Pile: _16,000 ftz‘
Average Daily Material Throughput: _1,000 tons/day Average Material Reserve: 12,060 tons
Treatment Methods: '
Watering: o Chemical Suppressants or Binders: Other:
‘ (specify)
Type(s) of Chemical(s) Used: (check one or more as appliéab]e) N/A
Lignin Sulfonate: Petroleum Resins: Salts: Wetting Agents:
Other:
(specify)
Trade of Chemical Name(s) of Dust Suppressant(s) Used (if any): N/A
Type of Diluent(s) Used (if any): N/A
Application Rate: _0,16 gal. of _0 ¥ solution per ftZ of surface treated
Dilutien Ratio: parts of chemical to parts ) 3
(type of diluent) )
) N/A
Concentration of Chemical Suppressant as Received: % by )

(weight or volume)
Frequency of Appiication: As_needed

Basis for Frequency of Application: _QOperated if natural rainfall does not provide 1/4 in. of water

Method of Application (i.e., sprinkler system): _Spray system ‘
No. of Spray Nozzles in Operation: 6 Type of Spray Pattern Generated: Overlapping half circles

Make of Spray Nozzle(s): _Johns-Manville Model No.(s): _886G2E
Nozzle Capacity: _100.4 gpm @ 60 psig
Spray Angle: Std. 26°, can tilt to 30 to 35° Maximum Area of Coverage of Spray Pattern: _40,700 ft2
{continued)
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TABLE C-10. (concluded)

- Designer of Sprinkler System: _Armco, Inc. ' Address: P.0. Box 96120, Houston, Texas 77013

Phone No.:  (713) 960-6020 ' o Est. Life Expectancy of System: 20 years

Total Capacity of On-Site Chemical Storage: N/A gal. No. and Capacity of Storage Tanks: 1 - 10,000 gal.
Cost of Concentrated Cheﬁica] Dust Suppressant Delivered to Your Plant: _$ N/A /gal.
Capital Cost for Storage Tanks: $5,000 in 1975 dollars

. (year of purchase)
(installed cost for underground concrete tank)

Capital Equipment Cost for Method of Application: $72,200 in 1975 dollars
(year of purchase)

(installed cost for storage tank, pumps, controls, piping, motors, and spray system)
Approx. Annual Operating and Maintenance Cost of Treatment: _$8,600 in _1980 dollars (estimated)

Maintenance Problems Encountered (i.e., freezing, clogging): _Freezing, plugging

Source of Water: Cooling water blowdown Degree of Water Treatment: None
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TABLE C-11. MISCELLANEOUS GPERATION/DESIGN AND COST DATA FOR APPLICATION-OF CHEMICAL DUST
SUPPRESSANT TO STORAGE PILES -

Name of Company: _Bethlehem Steel Location of Plant: Burns Harbor, Indiana

Tyhe of Material in Storage (e.g., coal, pellets):; Coall Surface Area of Storage Pile: 2 ft2

Is Stated Surface Area Projected Area or Actual Area: _2

Average Daily Material Throughput: '1,0001 tons/day Average Material Reserve: _88,000! tons

Tréatment Methods: '

Watering: Chemical Suppressants or Binders: X Other:
(specify)

Type(s) of Chemical(s) Used: (check one or more as applicable)

Lignin Sulfonate: Petroleum Resins: Salts: Wetting Agents:

Other: X (latex binder)

(specify)

Trade or Chemical Name(s) of Dust Suppressant(s) Used (if any): Dow Chemical M-167 Chemical binder
Type of Diluent(s) Used (if any): Water
Application Rate: _2 gal. of _2 % solution per fi2 of surface treated

Dilution Ratio: 55 parts of chemical to 2,000 parts water
‘ (type of diluent)

Concentration of Chemical Suppressant as Received: 100 % by weight
. (weight or yo1umé)

Frequency of Application: _Once per week

Basis for Frequency of Application: _Subjective evaluation of effectiveness

Method of Application (e.g., sprinkier system or mobile distributor truck: Mobile distributor (spray) truck

Area Treated Annually: _2 acres/year
No. of Spray Nozzles in Operation: _3 Type of Spray Pattern Generated: _%
Make of Spray Nozzle(s): _3 Model No.(s): _3

Nozzle Capacity: _3 gpm @ _2 psig

Spray Angle: - 3 °© Maximum Area of Coverage of Spray Pattern:
Designer of Sprinkler System: _% Address: 3

Phone No.: _( ) 2 Est. Life Expectancy of System: _2® years
Total Capacity of On-Site Chemical Storage: _% gal. No. and Capacity of Storage Tanks:_ A

Cost of Concentrated Chemical Dust Suppressant Delivered to Your Plant: _%$4.40 /gal. (chemical)
' §_ /gal. (freight)

Gallons of Chemical Delivered per Shipmeht: 1,100 to 2,200 gal.

Gallons of Chemical Delivered per Year: _13,200 gal.5

Capital Cost for 5Storage Tanks: _$* in 4 dollars
(year of purchase)

(continued)
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TABLE €-11 (conciuded)

‘Line Items Incluged in Capital Cost for Storage Tanks:

$ for tanks
$ 7 for installation labor

$ 3 for accessories
$ 1 for other

Construction Material for Storage Tanks (e.g., concrete or metal): %
Is Storage Tank Above or Below Ground: _$ Is the Tank Heated: _%

Capital Equipment Cost for Method of Application (e.g., distributor truck): $ 2 in 3 dollars
(year of purchase)

Capacity of Distributor Truck: _3 gal.

Annual Operating and Maintepance Cost of Treatment:

$ & in & dollars
(year)

$ 3 per treated acre

$ 3 per actual acre

Major Maintenance Problems Encountered (e.g., freezing, clogging): _3

Source of Water: ' Lake Michigan Degree of Water Treatment: _Removal of solids by screening and straining

The reported information is applicable to low volatile coal,

? This information is not readily available,

The mobile distributor truck used to apply dust suppressant solution to low volatile coal piles is owned
and operated by Correct Maintenance Corporation (CMC), 2000 Dombey Road, Portage, Indiana (219/762-2167).
Reportedly, technical information concerning this vehicle is considered to be confidential by CMC.

1 Dust suppressant material is received and stored in 55 gal. drums.

5 Volume purchased during the period July 1980 through August 1981.

€ This information is considered to be confidential by Bethlehem.
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Stone Moisturé Log
Plant Name: Martin Marietta Corporation , Client: National Stone Association
Job Number 218  City State: pnel North Carolina

Date: 8 / I[D/ ’“'75

Run Number b",'RS' A

Sample Time }3E :

F "PanSize | Tarc Weight | Sample+:are 1] ;ample Alone - | "% of Total -
34 g6 oy, M5 8.7
% .8 |weo  |332 |28
D.Ig% 037 [0HY |32 1585
0.635% 322.9 | 8Lo-2 1323 8.24
5.0029 M6F 9835 | 6348 78.4]

Pan#1 L’ﬁ.b 50”6 “’7‘& [pci
Pan #2
Totals | .N/A N/A l éx/aa é:
Circle Pan Used for Moisture Determination 1 2
= 1695.%

A.) Sample Weight Wet - Pan Weight

B.) Sample Weight Dry - Pan Weight

C.) % Moisture = [(A - B)/ (A)] * 100

<3
L.




EE N

Stone Moisture Log
Plant Name: Martin Marietta Corporation . Client: ﬁational Stone Association
Job Number 218 City State: éﬁmef North Carolina
Date: &M’[ﬁﬁ Run Number &~ HES - b Sample Time 13:25

F/ . PanSize .| “Tare Weight | Sample +Tare ] <Sample Alone | % of Total -
Wy so.e |57 |sed. | Hi45
% 984 8 1024 9 24. | 13.43
a5t |3 8523 86 .0 b32
oA |29 |#99 |570 4.19
&9 3453 |GHD 3253 2329
Pan#1 43 5063 593 b.5G
Pan #2
Totals N/A N/A l% I . 3
Circle Pan Used for Moisture Determination 1 2
A.) Sample Weight Wet - Pan Weight = 'Ll% Z .
B) Sample Weight Dry - Pan Weight - \3ls
C.) % Moisture = [(A - B)/ (A)] * 100 = 5 23

n0000129
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A.) Sample Weight Wet - Pan Weight

B.) Sample Weight Dry - Pan Weight

C.) % Moisture = [(A-B)/(A)] *100

Stone Moisture Log
Plant Name: Martin Marietta Corporation . Client: National Stone Association
Job Number 218 City State: _Grame( North Carolina
pate: S5 Run Nomber &-HRS-F  Sample Time vH X
" PanSize | Tare Weight _| ‘Sample + Tare || “Sample Alone 1% of Total
3 loole s |34 3,65
Ig 49 |99 94.0 3 .lole
o1e7  |#F | %59 |24.2 | 10.46
00071 |32 825 | M98 +.46
0.0029 |345.8 15384 1232.¢ | &1.35
Pantl | ygy L22.1 | 145.1 +.22
Pan #2 ‘
Totals N/A N/A Zoo% I
Circle Pan Used for Moisture Determination 1 2
227

£
o

-
[ ¥



-_!---!_\----_-

Stone Moisture Log
Plant Name; Martin Marietta Corporation . Client: ﬁaﬁonal Stone Association
JobNumber 218  City State: _&eme(” North Carolina

Date: _8/} ?‘/‘E Run Number _&-HRS -8 Sample Time |2|O .

- PanSize | Taré Weight | Sample + Tare ] ::Sample Aloné - | 2% of Total - .

3l T30 149.9  [3484 |24zl
3 e T gp. | 3755|244
0.18% | #s G00.9 1234|815
00933 |7227 [$80.2 5+.5 342
pogg  |Hsg  |8%.2 |5lbH | 3215

Pantl | g7 235 |15 9.23

Pan #2
Totals N/A N/A ‘ a l 5 87' q'
Circle Pan Used for Moisture Determination 1 2
A.) Sample Weight Wet - Pan Weight = 17318.%
B.) Sample Weight Dry - Pan Weight = |5g % 7 .
F63%
C.) % Moisture = [(A - B) / (A)] * 100 = . D.

A i
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Stone Moisture Log
Plant Name: Martin Marietta Corporation . Client: E‘ ational Stone Association
Job Number 218 City State: SD'NPDﬁ North Carolina
Date: 824 / 65 Run Number S’HR§" | Sample Time 15:42 .
£ PanSize |- TareWeight "Sample 4. Tare ] ﬁfSamp]eAlone 2% of Total
DR A |63 | O o.
g 5288 (®59 1971 |20.34
0-18% | 5ltqd |798.0 |28.L | 2906
00437 | 892.2 |52 | 1\BO | 1+.85
0.0029 | Ho.g |93  |2529 26.16
Frdl 1309 o | 4534 AL .45
Pan #2
Totals N/A N/A q é ?
|go.5
Circle Pan Used for Moisture Determination Coeag® 2
A.) Sample Weight Wet - Pan Weight = |100R.5
B.) Sample Weight Dry - Pan Weight = 91985

C.) % Moisture = [(A-B)/(A)] *100 ;™

AL

0OCO0T- -

LésTHAN
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Stone Moisture Log

Plant Name: Martin Marietta Corporation . Client: National Stone Association

Job Number 218 City State: &N Cg(‘ d North Carolina
Date: 8{ Lb'h 5 Run Number S'HRs‘EZ Sample Time 10:4 > .
- PanSize .. | Tare Weight = *§amp‘le+"l‘ar:' * Bample Alone. |':7% of Total "
2 6293 |#M2.9 |136 | 788
% 58.5 |FMY (5] | ioss
018% |5 |906.8 |/BF |#u
o033 |39 (518 |1 /1255
0.0021 [ | 1RAS (%93  |3res
Pan # 1 3@6:—1 510.2 /l/lsf Zf/
Pan #2
Totals N/A

N/A

1499

Circle Pan Used for Moisture Determination

A.) Sample Weight Wet - Pan Weight

B.) Sample Weight Dry - Pan Weight

C.) % Moisture = [(A - B) / (A)] * 100

1
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Plant Name: Martin Marietta Corporation

Stone Moisture Log

. Client: National Stone Association

Job Number 218 City State: SQNF“E North Carolina
Date: _ 8 ’ 261 9 Run Number S"l'&s -3 Sample Time I % I l ,
. PanSize - | Tar¢ Weight - :|~"Sample+ Tare "|*Sample Alone_-| % of Total
3H 6298 |54 | 558 693
3lg, Lwgg @S5 |53 14:39
o183 |55 535 |24 29.97
0.093% | 392.2 | 5134 | \25M \5.59
ooz | M0F |Mbs |2068 | 2559
Pn¥l 13059 5 | 425 | 605 +.52
Pan #2
Totals | N/A N/A 80‘_’ . Z
Circle Pan Used for Moisture Determination 1 | 2

'A.) Sample Weight Wet - Pan Weight

B.) Sample Weight Dry - Pan Weight

C.) % Moisture = [(A - B)/ (A)] * 100

. 835,
_ .2

Ry
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Stone Moisture Log

Plant Name: Martin Marietta Corporation . Client: National Stone Association

Job Number 218

Date:

§2A5

City State:

Sanford

North Carolina

Run Number S~ IﬁS"H Sample Time 10:8 .

A.) Sample Weight Wet - Pan Weight

B.) Sample Weight Dry - Pan Weight

C.) % Moisture = [(A - B)/ (A)] * 100

} Pan Size - ;| Tare Weight ] ‘Sample + Tare | -"Sample Alone | **% of Total
3 293 [z |73 1/3
Yy 5987 | BH6.5 | 378 3l.2)
| 2% 51L,.% |834.3 |38 3123
0.0927 3922 |4eHH | ALY 716
0-0024 -?'L{O(_p qm% el 2 1583
Pan#l 30,84 [N2Y.2 [453 543
Pan #2
Totals | N/A N/A / ﬂ/é’ 1
Circle Pan Used for Moisture Determination 1 2

= 10439 .

-

. loRQ.
%, 0]
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Appendix F.

Nephelometer Data & Relative Humdity Data Sheets
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Nephelometer (PM10, PM2.5, PM1.0) Data Sheet

Plant Name: Martin Marietta Corporation ‘. Client: National Stone Association
Job Number 218 City State: Garner North Carolina

Pore @321 Ambient Temp. (T)_&d __F
Sample Date &lﬁﬁﬁ Analyst _TTB

Upwind Sample Locations

Fmﬁp‘l& -

Location 5 b -‘Concenuatlon »
"3 Foot Level - Ll L2

9FootLevel B 58

15 Foot Level [ St

.21 Foot Level - 20 |

27 Foot Level 68 e

AV 30.0 55.4

Downwind Sample Locations

-_Sample Locatlon 4 PMI10 AM2S5
Concentratmn -] Concentration 7 o

Bottom #1 Nozzle 142 [0l 89 185 3R 55 |
— #2Nozzle | 139 954 |85 | 148 29 [s3 ?

"~ #3Nozzle .| 1% a3 q8¥- (79 33183
~ #4 Nozzle .| | Y K 3! as 55
- 6\%* 20 ] 193 3| 135 (- 0:49

HE N N BN Bl BN BN By BE B B0 BN BE BN B .E.

- - #5Nozzle -
~_#6 Nozzle ---...-"Jﬁ&oos I Nl R T s
© - #INozzle |G |f 90 S0 23 ) |
T #s Nozzle . | U 1128 189 1% % 5
- #9 Nozzle {168 131 1) ? T2
__Top #10 Nozzle [/ 25 ] ) 39 98
M210A Sample
Pt [95 [w Jusalts s [#
908 30 PP L5
10:30 1228 ) 28 g < ! ' P \ ul |
T ! e T3 A J
WET 83 |8l 2 ’,_,i‘ &g |
3 lgi- d 2 & Gad
{ DRY 88 |¥ o gV Gqu-u 3 ’g 220 U
” Qe 80% |8% | s U g2l b U
I 3591315 | ¢ o~ £1-4 PR AN . -E
'bo : T o, V2t d 6w svd
o ol 234 7 5] WU,
l i m %) Lt My 'fi‘p




Nephelometer (PM10, PM2.5, PM1.0) Data Sheet

i Plant Name: Martin Marietta Corporation , Client: National Stone Association
Job Number 218  City State: Garver North Carolina
I Pgar (Pa) 3o.1 -Ambient Temp. (T,) &l °F
l Sample Date 8[ lelﬁ‘:' Analyst _TTB 3
Upwind Smnple Locations ‘
l Sample © - | '
Location - .
I 3 Foot Level .
9 Foot Level .-
15 Foot Level .
I 21 Foot Level
27 Foot Level .-
l Samp]e Locahon
Bottom #1 Nozzle 2] { 5
l #2Nozzle . |25 A2 20 £
#3 Nozzle 3% %55-1( PE 17 05 ¥
" #4 Nozzle - 22 |15 43
I "~ #5Nozzle |35 5B P [ Oﬁ
#6 Nozzle |3+ 82 X3 o 5
& #7 Nozzle: - |3 o 24 19 7% %
I ~ #8 Nozzle 5% e 12 23
- #9 Nozzle -~ BO 50 o I 28
' " Top #10 Nozzle | 34 Hg Ll 17 8
M210A Sample - )
MroaSwwe | 1415 X2 &7 |25
I Q:30 70 f\” \oMN st Hwly
‘Dry 8"’9 WTFV W
I RH W 3 :
‘ MWHZQ\ M N\Z ° !
X : el d |
.60 |
1. W = : %
TR N
1 ‘;
T (o 00000138
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Job Number 218

815

Nephelometer (PM10, PM2.5, PM1.0) Data Sheet

Plant Name: Martin Marietta Corporation . Client: National Stone Association
City State: éﬂfﬂ Q/‘ North Carolina
Por ®)_S0-0 _ Ambient Temp. (T4 I+ %
Sample Date 8//2/96  Analyst _TIB
Upwind Sample Locations
FSample -~ =) PM10. - o | PM2 5o
Location .~ | Concentration " 4]
3FootLevel | 53
9FootLevel : | LQ
15FootLevel |52
21 Foot Level 5l
27 Foot Level Mo
AV 50. A
Downwind Sample Locations
- -0
Samp]e Location 1PM10 PM2 5 A
g Concentrahon Conccntrat:lcm S
Botiom #1 Nozle 52| Gl 127 QQ {’%
#2 Nozzle - |69 361 X 1163 241X 78
¥3Nozde . 15/ |190x  libz_ |#lx__|#1__|IF
" #4 Nozzle |53 117 o 4 o8 # 3%)5
#5Nozzle 8 11D B2 1) 83 X6 X
“#6Nozde |51 186 |83 |H9x (73 I%
- #INozzle |50 253X | 4 25 15 Ko
. #8Nozzle | B1 | JO4x o] Y X3
. #9Nozzle | 5447 | Yo b4 35 75 dh&X
Top #10 Nozzle - | $5k4) |1 35 o055 | 12 70 5o
M210A Sampl E
| M 52 (225 |5 |35x |39 s bt
Wl 7 0:\5 2z X HighErhasst
%’ 83 ng % \
i%‘j 5’;7" QW67 |
o o & ’
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Nephelometer (PM10, PM2.5, PM1.0) Data Sheet

"Plant Name: Martin Marietta Corporation — Clieni: National Stone Association
Sanfersl

Ambient Temp. (T) BT

Job Number 218
Paar (Pa)._z_q"?_

City State: North Carolina

o

e,

Sample Date Bl24/95  Analyst _TIB

Upwind Sample Locations

Sample M10 - {PM25
Location %~ | Conce { Concentration
3FootLevel - | 2H 1R
‘9FootLevel | 24 \b
15 FootLevel - | 2] Wo
21 Foot Level 20
27 Foot Level 2
Average 214
SampleLocatmn PMI10." IPM25 PMILO "7
- ‘ Concentrahon cen .| Concentration =
Bottom #1 Nozzle 20 18 w ‘I‘Q 5 _T1I2D 1D 33
~ #2Nozzle 124 4Hg » |16 yi2ux 110 Au
#3Nozzle | Lo 102 w |14 74 ) ] dvAD %
~ #4Nozzle | 18 |egu |13 [Ltu |BLl0 [136U
~ #5Nozzle | |F 124D al ) | 84
~ #6Nozzle - | 19 Z22ux |19 2l w 10 137w
#TNozzle . | o 52D TR 9 3D
— #8Nozzle |22 ]32D |W 101D 10140
o #9Nozzle 118 134U |15 19D Ll bl
Top #10 Nozzle Vo 15 D | Wi li3d
i |19 [%8e [1# [3au |5 |9 |
:45 M0 ‘
o 4 B \ % X Heovy Eddmas
Ry 8% 84 D D] FA55
fi% 52 2 Wil PhSs
"/pl-bD 2.5 24 1
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b

Nephelometer (PM10, PM2.5, PM1.0) Data Sheet

Plant Name: Martin Marietta Corporation . Client: National Stone Association

JobNumber 218  City State: _uiObgtel

North Carolina

Ppar (Pa) _3&.6_ Ambient Temp. (T ) E °F
Sample Date Qm__ Analyst _TTB

"t M.cmw

a%ﬂ 5 Upwind Sample Locations
Sample | PMI0
‘Location * " | Concen _Conccntratlon
3FootLevel | O |7}
9 Foot Level : - 19 {95
15 Foot Level |5 /
21 Foot Level |5 I‘?
27 FootLevel | |5 /
AVl 1.8 14.8
Downwind Sample Locations
Sample Locatlon |pmi0 4 PM2.5 S PMLO T
| Concentration .| Concentration .- Concentratlon o
Bottom#l Nozzle YY) o ) U
—_#2Nozzle S»a 1103w, 4% B U J}%’ &:;IHG
“#3Nozzle ' | & JIH0UY || +* _P
#4Nozzle | Q4 |dIUX |90 35,
#5 Nozzle 5% b8 #* D 10 D5 U
~#6 Nozzle - | o 4 | 2 WU 35&
. #7Nozzle - | oh | OF U¥ B % SU
T #8 Nozzle . |28 | 1B UK {4 W _Lg Hau
" #9Nozzle | I - % W 1 _ I?D
Top #10 Nozzls " ?_ D I+ {94 | & P
+M210A Sample . 1/ ‘ ! _
e jd {otu |17 |55a (15 [N Tux
Tine 318 10:40 D el
WET 3 , - gl z
Ry 8 f Mgt
%RH 359 79 R |
Wi @ . |
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Nephelometer (PM10, PM2.5, PM1.0) Data Sheet

i Plant Name: Martin Marietta Corporation . Client: National Sﬁne Association
Job Number 218  City State: __Sanbyrd North Carolina
I Pore PO_O0.5  Ambient Temp. (T,) F e
l Sample Date m Analyst _TTB |
Upwind Sample Locations .
S 4,
Locatlon | Conicentration . "::"§ Concentration Concentration
3 Foot Level 4?» ¥9 éﬁ
l 9FootLevel | 54 /{E o
15FootLevel | &/ oY
' 21 FootLevel | 42 1) J‘i
27 FootLevel | B %/
Q)
thay, Overs
Claring.
l- Downwind Sample Locations
/5)‘
Sample' Location | F "_?;;'.-_?f:‘j;i PM2.5 - ; R
I 2l "1 Concentration. : -
Bottom #1 Nozzle e 508 U¥ gD
 #2 Nozzle Hy Qﬂﬁé{ﬁ 3 I8 Ux X |
l " #3Nozzle . |39 b3 EE 104 U i%o 531
“#4Nozzle (35 |5t D [38 19l W ) 1060y :
I #5Nozzle |37 53 Ux GoF D 129 Jwater
#6Nozzle | A4 B 5 b __%.D-X (‘f’mp
- #7Nozzle . - 53ux |44 5 3L
I - #8Nozzle .- | M 59 U - 25 A ip
"~ #9Nozzle |35 |spux |4 3 StD 23 12
I Top #10 Nozzlc 33 "H‘D . 55 Ik ,;H )
M210A Sample
M210A Sample 1 4] | 1H 389 |y [aF |17
12:27F 7
| A é‘;‘ﬂ ! e)
wir  H * ¥ - Heavy Mmf{
'} R w85
% RN #% ol 4;
' Yebgs A.4% 26%

000GL " - .



Appendix G.

High Volume Ambient PM10 Field Data Sheets
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Job ﬁa.me/hddress Matting l!b’f‘;’ﬁ"‘lﬂ

Sampling Location _AQw i D

Job No.

Sampler Type MPC-
Start Date/Timeg/l5/q_é' 7"- ’45 _
w2 /42275

Filter No./Tare (gm)

Flow Indicator (V) Rotameter __

I.D. No.

Mancmeter _

3285

Personnel TTB

'HIGH-VOLUME AMBIENT AIR SAMPLING FIELD DATA

Run No. é"'H)A)WB?"'Z-
212

Stop Date/Time 8/[5H5 15204

Filter No./Tare (gm)

Mag setX_ Other

Flow Indicator

Clock Time Reading

Bar. Pres.,
In. Hg

Temp.,
°F

Elapsed
Timer

1 [FHE (3B

30.1

18

0

12:30 33

.1

68

i85

XL

2.1

£9

e

3.8

30.1

81

392

2
31314
4
5

15:04

I Bl BN B =R =R SE EE EE

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

(Specify)

TP

21

22

23

24

3315

Averages

30.]

858

392

Total
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o

HIGH-VOLUME AMBIENT AIR SAMPLING FIELD DATA

Job Name/Address Mordin ('Mﬁk buoper aNC'

Sampling Location MD

Sampler Type m}_(_;
Start Date/Time 8//6:/‘35 0730

Filter No./Tare (gm)

Flow Indicator (v) Rotameter

I.D. No.

Manometer __

3485

Mag Set X_ Other

Run No. (- "ﬁ&:
Jeb No. 2'6 |

' Personnel TP j
Stop Date/Time _a/_pi% 14:20

Filter No./Tare (gm)

(Specify)

Clock Time

Flow Indicator
Reading

Bar. Pres.,
In. Hg

'I‘emp; '
°F

Elapsed
Timer

0730

360

2.1

B

[b)

14:20

380

.|

89

110

w

TS

o

10

11

12

13|

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

Averages

5%

3./

2.5

410

Total
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HIGH-VOLUME AMBIENT AIR SAMPLING FIELD DATA |

Job Name/Address «\N‘;\N Mgc,gjh brrafs Run No. &r-bw -AMB --"I
Sampling Location Ah)’ND i Job No. 219
Sampler Type _IMPC 1.D. No. 4785 Personnel (13

start pate/Time 8/12/95 F:26 stop Date/Time _&//7/95 13413
Filter No./Tare (gm) “V""l l/ 4, Z.B_ZI ' Filter No./Tare (gm) |

Flow Indicator (v) Rotameter __ Manometer __ Mag Set X other

(Specify)

‘ Flow Indicator |Bar. Pres.,| Temp., Elapsed
Clock Time Reading In. Hg °F Timer

1| 26 3.7 30.0 |17 O
2 13213 3.9 o |11 | 347

10

11

12

i3

14|

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

{

24

Averages 3 3 4. ) 84 3 ‘7’4

Total

X
| :

- - - e
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PARTICULATE ANALYIiLAL REQULID
REAGEXT BOX KO.

Plant Name MActio \‘.\P&\?.\& _Job No. 'L\b
City/state Gﬂfh&_&_ \\)Cr Sampling Loc. QN»UZ- Ugw\n& ‘

rercm. press. SVOD  wyg  Lab. aabient Tep. AL °F  Lab. Est. Selative Raidity: > & 2D < 100%

Run Nunber [C-Ow-AmR-Y | [Couw-Amg -2 | IG-uw-me,-?T'l

Sampling Date A-\"\-AS %-\a‘c\i B \o-AS
Analysis Date _H0-A5 B-un-As H-2\:A8
Analyst WS NS WL
T o et W.2SDS w2833 W 2930
(Iacludes "Baggie”) 20d \.\_2539\ \.\_7_1526\ |_\-1a\16
azal W » M2s2p o | W.2a22.¢
Pilter Tarsd Weight, § \'\-7-37-\ ' ba '11"15 \'\'Z(Q-P\
*Baggie® Tarsd Wt., g - — __u
o ara e | 025 6 | 0253 | 0243

Pilter Humber \'\V - \'\ \'\V"_Z- YWV - 3

Filter "Baggie" Humber
Total Rinse Weight,

(In:].ndel.:aa;gz.') J Ast N p‘ N ’ A N/ A
2na / 1/ N
3rd ( Yy

*Baggie® Tared Wt., g \‘ /
Rinse Final Volume, ®mL \ ) / )
RINSE CATCE WEIGET, § _ ' . ! |

Rinse "Baggie®" Number .
Sum of Particulate and
Rinse Catch Weights, mg*

Residue Wt., mg (or 0) — e ﬁ‘
TOTAL PARTICULATE WEIGET, ' :
| MILLIGRANS (99) ———— R e
Sample Loading

(Specify)**
Sample Coler

* Yeight, mg = Weight, ¢ * 1000 1
*» Sample Loading/Coler » Light, Nedium, or Besvy/Dark predomirent Sample Color M‘__
Aralytical salance 1.0. SLYWAD |
Salance located in stable, drsft-free sres (M Tes £ go ___ (1f "No", eplain below.)

Comments

00000147



(

HIGH-VOLUME AMBIENT AIR SAMPLING FIELD DATA

Job Name/Address MNactin Maﬁéﬂh Sanford /nC Run No. S'LLD-AME-'
sampling Location QFM"ND |

Sampler Type WWFQZ

start Date/Time |2'80  g/2H 45
pilter No./Tare (gm) HV-5 42333

Flow Indicator (V) Rotameter _

Job No. 2’3

I.D. No.

Manometer _

445

Stop Date/Time

Filter No./Tare (gm)

personnel T

Mag set X_ Other

(Specity)

Clock Time

Flow Indicator

Reading

Bar. Pres.,
In. Hg

Temp. ,
°F

Elapsed
Timer

\2: 50

34

28.3

8+

\l5 52

3%

24.%

87

o
HA

10

1l

‘12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

Averages -

3%

87

297

Total



l HIGH-VOLUME AMBIENT AIR SAMPLING FIELD DATA
. Job Name/Address _[Tchn !h[fﬁHﬁ. Sanﬁ)[d /NC Run No. O° W‘AMB‘Z
l a sampling Location _uw.u]) - Job No. 2(%
l sampler Type MFC 1.D. No. ILI¥6 . Personnel @ ‘
start Date/Time 825195 8‘'lo ' Stop Date/Time 8[ BQ 15 3?
l Filter No./Tare (gm) W-Lo 4.25?’5 Filter No./Tare (gm)
Flow Indicator (V) Rotameter __ Manometer Mag Set Z_ Other _
(Specity)
! R S e -l -y
| 1| &0 EYA 226 |+ | O
2 [1]:35 3.3 29.6 |88 | 205
| 330 |3+ (236 [ |25
411532 3.8 28.4 |90 |332
s | _
i -
l 7
N 8
B ;
10
I 11
12
l 13
14
l 15
16
l o 17
i 18
I 19
20
. 21
22
l‘- P 23
o~ 24 '
I ' Averages i 4 gé 4 % '075 332
I | | | | ] T Total 3
- 00000149



-,

’ Ly, Il-
.

)

(

HIGH-VOLUME AMBIENT AIR SAMPLING FIELD DATA
Run No. s'uW"MB-xa

 Job Name/Address Nar ﬁu Ma Cfdb\

Sampling Location M

Sampler Type m FC

Start Date/Time '3'7"25L°)5

I.D. No. l'-FE

Filter No./Tare (gm) WF 1.2¥32

Flow Indicator (V) Rotameter _

Bl (50

Manometer _

Job No.' 2(6

Personnel TTB

top Date/Time _8&7/95

Filter No./Tare (gm)

Mag Set X Other

(Specify)

Clock Time

Reading

Flow Indicator

Bar. Pres.,
In. Hg

Temp.,
°F

Elapsed
Timer

20

37

X5

-2

O

735

33

295

72

45

825

37

W3

Y5

38 3F

2.5

B
20

Yps

14:25

wijlo|lw]|loo|w]|sa]|] Bl K

-
o

=
=

=
[ 8]

-
w

[
'S

[
wm

[
o

[
~

[
o

-
L)

[
o

L
[

N
N

N
w

Ing
Y

Averages

37

wrs

Total

0000015



et
hY

F AN AW 0 e FWME M $ 8w e ST T T

REAGENT BOX MO. S \O
Plant Name _‘ﬁ‘\e‘\N Mﬁk\&\“ Jeb Wo. )_\b
City/State Q_ngoe.h VC. Sampling Loc. QP\U\B&& \\bu.s\;&

Baroa. Press. S gz "ig Lab. Ambient Tesp. -(z *f  Lab, Est. Relative Mumidity: » OX Q

Run Number W iwe-3] [Suw-Are ] [S-0w-Raa-\ |
Sampling Date BN B-W-0% $-3.a% ‘
Analysis Date H-2N-A% H-]-AS m\-o\'s
Analyst LS AN WS
R 1ee|  W.2998 W 26k W, 2M\9
(Includes "Baggie”) 204 \.\_7_%53 \.\ . 2(05& > W, ?'\‘“S
apa| M. 2HDL X . 25D U, 241y <
Pilter Tarsd Weight, g | _ W\ LVdL WSS W, 23
*Baggie® Tared Wt., §
samenam s wiar | )5 D 008> .00

Filter Number \'\V —‘ \'\V b \'\V 5

Filter "Baggie® Numbar

Total Rinse Weight, g 1st N/A N /A . N'/A

(Includes *Baggie”)

2nd ', '\ N
|/ \
*Baggie® Tared Wt., g /

Rinse Pinal Volume, mlL \ ) ) (

s e s way

Sum of Particulate and
Rinse Catch Welights, mg*

Residue Wt., mg (or Q)

Il
1]

TOTAL PARTICULATE MEIGET, ;
| WILLIGRAMS (=mq) —e | e

Sample Loading
Sample Coler

(Specify)**

* Ueight, g = Weight, g * 1000

s Sample Loading/Color = Light, Redium, or Besvy/Dark Pracicminent Smmple cnlur\~k. GN\:' ‘
Amalytical satlance 1.0, _DIMAD

Salance located n stable, draft-free ares (/)7 Tas \/ o ___ CIf "me®, explain belox.)

Comments

0000015



Appendix H.

Laboratory Particulate Results
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FILTER G-UW-PS-2

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  rinse
I filter tare 01540 01392 01520 01381 01543 01389 01538 01388 02833 3.3173
baggie 23050 23333 23004 23076 22446 23015 22302 22658 22906 3.8190
final wt. 24504 24736 24536 24459 23997 24411 23844 24048 25743 0.0012
I filt, catch 0.0004 00011 00003 00002 00008 00007 0.0004 0.0002 0.0004
Milligrams 04 11 03 02 0.8 0.7 04 0.2 04 12
FILTER  G-UW-PS-3
l 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  rinse
filter tare 01541 01468 0.1555 01392 01541 01395 0.1632 01390 02808 3.6680
baggie 22501 22496 23244 22826 23111 22599 22720 23109 22702 3.6689
I final wt. 24131 23969 24805 24219 24658 23995 24355 24510 25509  0.0009
£t catch  (0.0001) 0.0005 00006 0.0001 0.0006 00001 0.0003 0.0011 (0.0001) |
I Milligrams 0.1 0.5 0.6 0.1 0:6 0.1 03 1.1 0.1 09 |
FILTER  G-UW-PS4 .
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  rinse
I filter tare 01542 01388 01546 01395 01551 0.1398 0.1550 01398 0.2803 3.7908
baggie 22376 22406 22420 22549 22691 22391 23083 22396 22522 37924 |
final wi. 23923 23801 23975 23950 24244 23788 24633 23796 25328 0.0016
I filt. catch 00005 00007 00009 00006 00002 (0.0001) 0.0000 00002 0.0003 ‘
Milligrams 0.5 0.7 0.9 0.6 0.2 0.1 0.0 02 03 16 |
l FILTER  G-DW-PS-2
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  rinse -
filter tare 01552 0.390 01544 01387 01543 01395 0.1546 01390 02833  3.6445
. baggie 23133 22432 23149 22443 22755 22960 22651 22486 22418 3.6460
l final wt. 24604 23832 24700 23835 24301 24358 24196 2.3885 25266 0.0015
‘filt. catch 00009 00010 00007 00005 0.0003 0.0003 (0.0001) 0.0009 0.0015 |
l Milligrams 0.9 1.0 0.7 0.5 03 03 0.1 0.9 15 15 |
FILTER  G-DW-PS-3 _ |
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  rinse .
I filter tare 0.1546 01389 0.1547 0.400 01632 01474 01636 01470 02825  3.6609 -
baggie 02278 23006 22568 22348 22556 22806 22403 22542 23347 3.6623
final Wi, 23772 24397 24117 23745 24196 24283 24036 24017 26169 0.0014
I filt catch  (0.0002) 0.0002 0.0002 (0.0003) 0.0008 0.0003 (0.0003) 0.0005 (0.0003) «
Milligrams 02 0.2 02 03 0.8 03 03 0.5 03 1.4
I FILTER  G-DW-PS4
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  rinse
filter tare 01548 01393 01536 0.1383 01547 01395 01544 01384 02792 3.7047 -
I baggie 22255 22276 22907 23169 22361 22463 22835 22418 23084 37092
final wt. 23801 23671 24443 24556 23913 23868 24385 23812 25880 0.0045
St catch  (0.0002) 00002 00000 00004 00005 00010 0.0006 0.0010  0.0004 |
l Milligrams 02 0.2 0.0 0.4 0.5 1.0 0.6 1.0 0.4 45
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PAKIAWULAIE AW ) aiie e s w
REAGENT BOX NO. S"Zn

Plant Name X\_E\m \’\Hr_(e:\\ﬁ Job ¥e. C\P

City/Stats &gmg& NCa Saspling Loc.

Barom. Prass. ZC\°\0 syg  Lab. Asbient Tesp. WL *¢ ab. Est. Relative Mumidity: > 02 "\O < 10@

Run Number |§-bw-zo\§-z| [ | L ]

Sampling Date 2-5-45
Analysis Date _%"_\L-"\__B

Analyst | WIS
e ot s LOLY
‘ (Includes “Baggie”) 2nd . Ua! 2
ard| LP6Z

Pilter Tared Weight, g s Q_LE(P:\ M
-——

*Baggie® Tared Wt., § .b\"\l

PARTICULATE CATCE WEIGHT 000032

(ORY), g
Pilter Number - A" q
Filter *Baggie® Number e
T e ootar) © ase| _ 3.L8® 3.LA0Y
2nd|  D.LHPIZ 3. 471)
ara| 3 L8712 2.4913
*Baggie®" Tared Wt., g -§b%‘0 3-(-Po\lpb
Rinse Final Volume, mL ' e
RINSE CATCHE wzxm,-g Ow% Mﬁ O.0X8 ;
Rinse "Baggie"™ Number \3\ t‘?ﬂp\‘g \3% E\F:\

Sum of Particulate and
Rinse Catch Weights, ®g*

Residue WE., _-g (ox Q) — _ — -
TOTAL PARTICULATE WEIGET, |
MILLIGKANS (=g) A
733 (g
Sample Loading s Levys ( |D 7‘0
. o -
sampre coter T | Doeld | _O.000b
0.0008

* Weight, sg = Weight, § * 1000

** Sample Loading/Coler ® Light, Redium, or Nesvy/Dark Pradominent Sasple Coloe \-\‘ (;ﬁ-ﬂg‘ —_

Aralytical Ralance 1.0, __ DLMAD

Balance located n stable, draft-free area (1?7 Yes _\{_ wo ___ (1f "No", wplain below.)
Comments '

~
~
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PARTICULATE ANALYTICAL RESULTS
. _REAGENT BOX KO. -7
Plant Name V\N\\\) V\Pﬂ\t}e\h Jeb No._2\D
City/Stats :‘:ﬁfﬂtﬂ. Ve Sampling Loc.
Barom, Press. -LC\RO oyg Lab. Asbient Tesp. :LL__ *f  Lab. Est. Relative Mmidity: » 2 W o« “,m
Run Numbes GCRwR-3 ] [ HR 7
Sampling Date _'§‘_\\p~°\5 ]
Analysis Date _B-\p-9%
Analyst WS
“g:}.gga S"“h ast] 355

(Includes "Baggie”) 2n0d Lo d £3

aral (0353

Pilter Tared Weight, ¢ . Du‘s

*Baggie® Tared Wt., § BLS —_— m
PARTICOLATE CATCE WEIGHT

Pilter Number A -\

Filter "Baggie" Humber )

Total Rinse Weight, : -
(Includes :Ba;;?.e') 3 st 311_% 3‘-]2@_1'

2nd 3.7 Z@j 3.1H
apd| 37284 3.771&
*Baggie” Tared Wt., g AWND I

Ringe Pinal Volume, mL

RINSE CATCE WEIGHEY, § (. D36 Q-{){)()é |

3 ®
Rinse "Baggie® Number \53 \::R Sy \:\:&

Sum of Particulate and
Rinse Catch Weights, mg*

Residue Wt., mg (of 0) ‘
TOTAL PARTICULATE WEIGHT, 19!@5 ggggs m D.D02E :

Sample Loadin
sénple Coler

FI

g.(specify) =

* yeight, ag = Ueight, ¢ * 1000

bl Snl'e_l.oldimlhlor = Light, Medium, oc Besvy/Derk Precominant Sample Color L\i&b(____

Amalytical Salance 1.D. SU"\‘\_Q_
Ralance locatad fn stable, draft-free ares ()7 Tee _‘{ g0 ___ (If "5o*, axplain below.)

0000016 1



PARTICULATE ANALYTICAL RESULTS
sexgews sox vo. D=L

. pPlant Name Mﬁr*\v\ Mi’me.\& Jeb No. A\ |
City/sState Esagnm NC Sampling Loc. )

Barca, Preas. 'ZO\OD syg Lab. Ambient Temp. _-_\l_ *g  Lab. Est. Relative Wumidity: > X wo < 1@

Run Mumber Gw-20AN | [ 11 I
Sampling Date _B-n-as
Analysis Date _9-19-45
Analyst _WAS
Thalg o asl T

(Includes “Baggie®) .4 ,W\C

2zal _ N3

Filter Tared Weight, § . Ol
*Baggie™ Tared Wt., § _ﬁs_a__ — ]
PARTICULATE CATCE WEIGHET QQ mzs 12 ' |
(DRY), @
Filter Rumber P\ _‘Q_
Pilter "Baggie" Number Bl
T e enoore; S ae| 31358 | _3.651%
2| _3.1353 3.65 7\
ama| 3130 3.657%
) *Raggie" Tared Wt., ¢ .5-\5\'\3 3'(9‘3[_&

Rinse Pinal Volume, mL

RINSE CATCE WEICET, g 0.0008 D280 dangf |

DAk

Rinse ®Baggie® Number \_5_\ Wa\l \\ Hall
Sum of Particulate and
Rinse Catch Weights, mg*
Reaidue Wt., »g (or 0) m Less -
TOTAL PARTICULATE WEIGHET,| ) ) Z] :

Sample lLoading
(Specify)**|

sémplc Coleor

* Yeight, mg = Yeight, g * 1000

*r gample Loading/Coler = Light, Medium, or Sesvy/Dark Predominant Sasple Color L\Qm 1
|

Analytical Balarce 1.0, _SWNAD
Salance lacated in stable, draft-fres sraa (/)7 Yas _\_f S0 ___ CIf "wo®, explain below.)

;

Comments

1
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“A_.

FILTER

filter tare
baggie
final wt.
filt. catch
Milligrams

FILTER

filter tare
baggie
final wt.
filt. catch
Milligrams

FILTER

filter tare
baggie
final wt.
filt. catch
Milligrams

FILTER

filter tare
baggie
final wt.
filt. catch
Milligrams

FILTER

filter tare
baggie
final wt.
filt. catch
Milligrams

FILTER

filter tare
baggie
final wt.
filt. catch
Milligrams

S-UW-P§-1
1 2
0.1546  0.1390
22506 23343
24054 24741
0.0002  0.0008
02 0.8

S-UW-pS-2
1 2
0.1536  0.1388
22432 23131
23971 24522
0.0003  0.0003
03 03

S-UW-PS-3
1 2
0.1546  0.1396
22568  2.2348
24114 23742
0.0000  (0.0002)
0.0 02

S-DW-PS-1
1 2
0.1545 0.1393
23176 23286
24730  2.4688
0.0009  0.000%
0.9 0.9

S-DW-PS-2
1 2
0.1552  0.13%4
2.2754  2.2552
24306  2.3950
0.0000  0.0004
0.0 0.4

S-DW-PS-3
1 2
0.1551  0.1396
23344 22548
24804 23942
(0.0001) (0.0002)
0.1 0.2

3
0.1548
22350
2.3900
0.0002
0.2

3
0.1540
2.2443
2.3985
0.0002
02

3
0.1553
22648
2.4201
0.0000
0.0

3
0.1550
2.3342
2.4892
0.0000
0.0

0.1551
2.2463
24019
0.0005

0.5

0.1535
23333
24870
0.0002

02

4
0.1388
2,3158
2.4554
0.0008
08

4
0.1396
2.2542
2.3934
(0.0004)
0.4

4
0.1398
2.2227
2.3625
(0.0000)
0.0

4
0.1388
22277
2.3672
0.0007
0.7

0.1331
2.3084
2.4470
0.0005

0.5

0.1392
2.2691
2.4086
0.0003

03

5
0.1545
2.2987
2.4530
(0.0002)
0.2

5
0.1552
2.3004
2.4401
(0.0155)
155

5
10.1542
2.2537
2.4076

(0.0003)

0.3

0.1546
22588
24143
0.0009

0.9

0.1539
2.3015
24559
0.0005

05

0.1556
2.2418
23978
0.0004

04

6
0.1396
2.2991
2.4392
0.0005
0.5

0.1400
2.2960
2.4513
0.0153

153

6
0.1397
23156
2.4555
0.0002
0.2

0.1388
22288
2.3676
0.0000

0.0

0.1400
22255
23660
0.0005

0.5

0.1399
2.2442
23845
0.0004

04

7
0.1553
2.2386
2.3944
0.0005
0.5

0.1553
22299
2.3851

(0.0001)
0.1

0.1549
2.3005
24557
0.0003

03

0.1537
2.2861
2.4402
0.0004

04

0.1554
2.3149
2.4705
0.0002

0.2

0.1541
23082
24627
0.0004

04

8
0.1390
22448
2.3844
0.0006
0.6

0.1402
2.3050
2.4457
0.0005

0.5

8
0.1396
2.2399
2.3797
0.0002
02

8
0.1389
2.2364
2.3763
0.0010
1.0

0.13%94
2.23%
23794
0.0006

0.6

0.1389
2.2446
2.3841
0.0006

0.6

°
0.2811
2.3048
2.5860
0.0001
0.1

0.2823
2.3385
2.6208
0.0000

0.0

0.2792
2.2831
2.5618

(0.0005)
205

0.2765
2.2255
2.5023
0.0003

03

0.2806
2.3076
2.5886
0.0004

04

0.2814
2.2486
2.5304
0.0004

0.4

rinse

3.5939
3.5947
0.0008

3.6796
3.6803
0.0007

0.7

rinse
3.7078
3.7080
0.0002

02

rinse
3.6312
3.6326
00014

14

rinse .
3.6603
3.6618
0.0015

15
rinse
3.7237
3.7239 .
0.0002

02

00000164



0000016¢

HOLvO LMvd TVIOL

LM HOLYD LMvd]|

aQue

TR aNey.

TR 1SL}°

LCLS 'S ‘LM VL

| 1 #2199va SN[

— 59 | 27 X 90\ AN o%\ el bt A # A99VS
1M HO1VD Livd

aue| -

e T | WhOT L | WnvEZ | 2beh2 [Oisnzd| SSSw2Z | QObt2 | \wihz | hSdwy anz|:;
SWiwZ | haowz 1SL|¥

SHeT 2§ hnbez | Sbehl | StSw hSSWZ | 20Lb%'2

<G T

| groTT [ awr 2] Aesuz | (oo 1 [Lgwz 2 | @S\e-2 | oS¥T | Shag oStz | LM 3uvL 3I99VE

WBZ | oost | <ssv | geel | SwSl- | 98sl Qray | QLS\T | 9wmsvt M VL

O | 98 LY a9 SO n 9 D | 29 \S) #4374
8 8 1o g ¥ € |2 |

. NOILYDO1 S1dWV8|..

| = AL AV O ALIGIANNH GV "o w1 58ad|

. o T 31va|

™S, NOLLYOO1|

-S4 ~Mn-S _,.Em‘

VoW ey ALITIOVd N
_133HS m._.<._30_.r~_<n_ "O.LOVdWI 3avISYD

T




SUNbN

HOLVD LHVd VIO _wf
R Uy
.:S HOLVD LMvd _,
Tauel;
€ 0989 ¢ ANzl
S0 % ,._.mJ_._w_
N T "IM VL m
N | #23199vE ASNRIY
Qw\ L Ty | ex\ Wl XY L | <u\ pEXY # 299V8|y
1M HOLYD Lvdl:;
_-quely
LSz RisSh2 %S 2 | reenmz | \Wwee2 nzmﬁ
Gozo 1| etz Y {\See2D Tewz | Lowny [{ntbe )| St T28h2 | \\WbE'2 ‘.._.m_,.m
AR 2 | 0592 7 W22 | Ottt oorz | nare | e | \u\we | aser? FT I AECDA | M
282" | o\ | %3SV oo | 225\ | 9bt\’ | owal” Q@RI | IRSU . .5>mm<._.w
Y] eV bk LV a \ SV Wy €\ 2y \ Y | amm._..__n_m
8 8 g 4 e [4 b _,..“.
sl NOILYD01 m_._..._2<w #

W\ W\

._.mm_._m m._.<._:o_._.~_<n_ N_O._.o<n_s= mn_<om<o_




. e

0000016

HOLvD Mvd _._<,_.._.Oh &.

Ce AR |

1M HOLYD Livdl.

R ...m nmm m-

oQoL't ANzl
Yol T m

QoL LM\ VL

o\ | _#=ioova ISR ﬂ

(Y o]l Yo <9 WZ\ Qo <2\ Vo QL # A99VE ﬂ.ﬂ.
LM HOLVYD LdVd|..

. . ‘queft

ooz | LaSw2 | SSSwi nz«

s zy| @uit2 ) bSwwz 3SSw2 | (mawy) {50e%,2 Laewzy | {ns2) [ waw2) _ w
\Ser2 | Wttt T Sooe 2| 9SS\ 2 | L&SZ'2 Qe | Qw2 vl | ST
SOl | Abe) ] WSV | VbRV val | Que\ <SSy | NG\ WG\ * | . w
b7 2> h LD a9 S D D < 27D \ D *mm._..__u_ww
8 8 _ 9 g € 3 D g
NOILYDO1 31dWNVS| &

\l|‘
2L _dinal m<|_ of >._._n=s__.=._ gdvl oo Q\'Jsead|E

-S4 -Mn -S

———pe——— e

vali

._.mm__._w m_._.<.__._0_._.~_<n_ ¥0.LOVdii AVISYI)

2




nnane

HOLVO Lvd TviOL
JM HOLYD LNvd
(631
IR 'S aNe
2 1SL)
2N T "I\ VL
L\ # 3199ve SN[
e | Lbo <@ |19 %] SO o ) S\ # 299V
1M HOLYD Livd
— Qe
0% 2 | TLt2 | 20wn2 Thwnz | e 8% 2 | 9tww2 anNey
2062 | ©ILEZ ) 20Wn2 {ane )| hwr | LA Lotw )| 8%z | 0tiny 1SLl
55122 Tz | 19822 G322 7| @95z | \\2T2 | InesTL G| el UM ENVL 3199v8
Salz- | \BE\T ] Lesel TRV | s’ Gesy | 0SSV PIRAY Swa\ ‘LA vl
v 9 ¢ b L\ Y S W AR ) [ s \ # 9304
8 8 9 g 4 £ 4 I
_ NOILY0071 31dNVS|
| 2L dN3IL 8YT  Ow >._._n__s_3_._ m<._ Yo ;2 _Jedd

yVap Q ‘J
_133HS m:.<._:o_._.~_<n_ .r._o._.o<n_s= m_o<om<o




@@@@@a;s

HO.LVD ._.w_<n_ ‘_<._.G._.

. Qan'e
QAN
| QO
Lal
—<T |0\ | 9w o SO\ AL QLU \_ T\ # u_oa<m
— ._ M HOLVO 1Hvd|:
| ‘auef
39852 | holiz | SOwn2 oMt | LeSw2 oteez | blowz | 0502 ~CINCY’
al%a -z | helt'l SO 1992 | basw2 \Wanz Lionwz | 0SLe'L 120%w'2 ) ,Fmaw
SLos 2 | Yoe2 2] b2 | 53272 S\Qe 2 | ZWR0T T | &t 2 P iy N A oy Ay A "IM VL 3I00VE}::
—QR L | WeT\ TRooL | QOn\ | oSy 1@\ | VeSSV | Wes\ ™ 1SS\ . .5>m~_<._. d
3 2 P LR T3 | SR h 9 2 9 \ *mm._..__n__m..
) 8 9 g 4 £ 12 _ _.
: SRR zo_._.<oo._ m#_s_<w ,
T R\ O VUN | TN
._.mm__._m m._.<._:o_._.m<n_ HO.LOVdWNI mn_<om<o

e




'0'0:00 17¢

HOLVYO .E(n_ n.._,S.FG._. ﬁ.

._.>>_._0._.<0 ._.v._<n_ .ﬁ.

Tauel'

onZL't -QNC]«

bell'e Y £ w

TR FTENTAIY

S<i | #3199va 3SNi m

oW 5%\ thl QS\ LIl <A\ 1§\ 0\ |85 # 00Va

1AM HOLVD 1avdl::

auell

Totsz | Wweve | Leawz | St Bt 2 | Ron2 | 9W¥we ‘ane|i

gossz | \hee Z )| 02 e 2 | bibt 2 | TBOwZ Anz | Lo ) vz ) ._.m_,m

vy 2| 2| 79022 | avhe 2 | §iwz ootz | Seeer | Qnsen | hesz | UM MNiV.L 3I0OVEL.:

FG2 |62y | ol | blel [~ aSSV | 7Li Soou | Obe\ s | \ssu me&.w
—h\Be | bor 1 A

v Q < v LQ 9 Q SQ h Q T Q T Q i Q %mm._.-__n_m

8 8 9 S ¥ e 4 2
_ i NOLLYOO m._n_2<w

._m




PARTICULATE ANALYTICAL RESULTS

REAGENT BOX NO.

Plant Name Madhn \Qgﬂe&&h Job Mo, &\S |
City/sStats gﬁw_ﬁ_& “Cf Sampling Loc. h&%ﬂr& “Ducd\u\nL ‘

Sarom, Prﬂ:.m =59 Lab. Ambient Tesp. lz__ *F  Lab, Est. lnelntive mmidity: » 0% o . Wﬁ
Run Number EB—\N—TO\R- \ | || |

Sampling Date “\a-a5
Analysis Date Q-ZZ--‘\'S

Analyst WLS
(Includcf =Baggie®) 2nd . b(p““
3zd
Pilter Tared Weight, g | _-Ole3D .
*RBaggie® Tarmd Wt., § LOYNY _ -
PW CATCH WEIGHET 0. w I/)
Filter Humber P\ S
Filter "Baggie" Number S\
Total Rin Weight,
(Includel.:sn;g?.e' ) s 20t _3.L,2%% 3. 6364
2na|  3.6246 3. L3LE
3rd
*Baggie” Tared Wt., § 3 L0 R.LOBPH

Rinse Final Volume, mL ﬁa- .
RINSE CATCH uzxm; g Dm 0./010 |

Rinse "Baggie" Rumber

Sum of Particulats and
Rinse Catech Weights, mg*

Residue Wt., mg (or 0) _émn‘zr /355 —_—
TOTAL PARTICULATE WEIGET.| /) mgh QAOZ.Q R
|_MNILLICRAKS (ng) e LS e
Sample Loading

(Specify)**

Sample Color
* yeight, ag = Weight, g * 1000
** Sample Loading/Color = Light, Redium, o Beavy/Oark Predominant Sasple cal.or\n\'- GR"N. |

Arslyticat atance 1.0, _SAMAD

Sslance lecatad in stable, draft-free sres ()7 Yes £ Bo ___ C1f "wo®, explain belew.)

gooout ™



PARTICULATE ANALYTICAL RESULTS ~
REAGENT BOX FO.

pPlant Mame \'\N\\n\'\l\&t\,\b . Job No. &)

city/sut-g EU;& \NC Saspling Loc. M\nx

L e L. Est. Relstive mmiditys > 05 0 < 100z

-

m'mw'ﬂ Lab. Ambient Tesp. ____

Bun Number Bawawonz | [ 11 |

Sampling Date B-\A-A5
Analysis Date ®-TL-2AS
Analyst ws
Tmeighty g PP P\ ¢ -
(Includes *Baggie”) 20d .-“\.\o\
axd
Pilter Tared Weight, g .0L30
Baggie® Tared Wt., g LE0D
PARTICTULATE CATCH WEIGET
o). o /%248
Pilter Number A "\
Pilter "Baggie" Number SD
Total Rinse Weight, g -
(Includes "Baggie®) Ast 3-"2&& 3. LOOR
20a| 3 LSBT 3. 6007
3zd '

"Baggie" Tared Wt., ¢ _3&5(-"-\
Rinse Final Volume, oL O /5 INE

RINSE CATCE WEIGET, g

Rinse "Baggie" Eumber \\ 0 &C’(— ' _Ll.g'\ VaLE

Sum of Particulate and . S
lun-e ﬁteh ﬁei,ght.l, - gy e

Residue Wt., mg (m:- oy | Greder- | Less '

—

zomy eakmonans wiest | g5 | A2 I

Sample Loading
Sample Color

{Specify)**

* Ueight, =g = Ueight, g * 1000

** Sasple Loading/Coler o Light, Redivm, or Seavy/Dark
¢ Mulytical atarce 1.0, SLHAD
Salarce untd in stable, draft-free sres (Jn Yes \/io €11 "™et, explain below.)

Precaainent Sasple Color \X. GQPN‘

['\0 .

o e el YUy uu I




| PARTICULATE ANALYTICAL RESULTS - |
' poz ¥o. D2 L
Plant Hame mﬁ(‘\w\ Man ﬂ Job Be. O 3
Ccity/stats SP:»‘QDOA N Sampling Lec. Qﬂu};m hmpuo\,ﬁ_‘L_
paron. press. DO.00 =g  Lab. smbient Tewp. 1= L op  eb. Esc. Relative maidieyz > oz MO < 10z

o wes [SWBRD] [ K .

Saxmpling Date ﬁ-3°"°\5
Analysis Date B-2\-A5
Analyst WS
- R ok | 2.3395
(Includes “Baggie®) 2pd 2. 336
axd '
Filter Tared Weight, ¢ O™\

.B‘ggh'- ,.nd “.' g % L’Z\% - . --_-'-._. .

(0D 2
Filter Humbexr A 3
Filter “Baggie®" Humber as
Total Rinse We ¢
(Includes :‘.g;?:f) s 1st 31248 .LW30
2pa| 3.9 3.LL30
m ) .
*Baggie® Tarsd Wt., § I 2 LS
Rinse !i.nal Volm, mL | - C S
umm:;mm,, l 4)£Mé . L L

W Sele

Riﬂl. Bag'gic' lmbor. -

Sample Leading s' ie .
si.nple Color {Spec: 7)

* yeaight, ag = Yeight, g * 1000 ‘
* Sample Loading/Calor » Light, Nedium, er Sesvy/oark Predcminant Sasple Color &_&&H___
Amalytical Salarce 1.5, _SUMOD : : S |
hmlﬂtdhm,mm“(.m'u_[h m-n-.qwnmﬂ.a ‘

e
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Appendix 1.

Recorded Truck Speeds
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i
I Stone Moisture Log -
l Plant Name: Martin Marietta Corporation Client: Natio-nal Stone Association
JobNumber 218 City State: _ Sanfrd North Carolina
I Date: _ 824 il
'E;;___;f-- Truck'l‘ype ‘Seconds to Travel | Speedin.* |- * % for Downhill 5
l L 22 5 00 Feet -] Miles per. Hour ﬁ‘ % U'for Uphill .
Euc) d - 5.0 13.63 W
' Euclid | 3:15 2le5 D
I Euclid 2 A |12.05 L
CAT - 5.10 13.3% N
i Eucdid2 3:H3 19.L5 D
i Euclid | 504 13.53 u
ChT 334 18.2.3 D
1 Eclid | 310 21.99 D.
l Edid 2 544 12563 I
CAT FH4 2.4 6 N
i Fuhdy |34 I E
] CAT 349 \q.54 D
Evglid 5.04 13.83 U
i Euclid | 330 206 D
i Evclid 2 5560 12.394p | W
(Al 4.8l |4.18 L
i Eucjidz | 304 1873 D
1 CAT he L R D
* ~ Eulid 1. % 14, 32 U
i bl | 289 12359 | D
1 e | lo:87 00000176



Stone Moisture Log
Plant Name: Martin Marietta Corporation Client: National Stone Association
JobNumber 218  City State: ___&ame(” North Carolina
Date: 814 295 .
 Truck Type R Seconds to'l‘ravel “-iSpeedin” - ’ D for Downhill - -
T 00 et . -] Miles per Hour 2| 1" for Uphi _
CAT : a : 5'-1 \4.24 w
CAT ! 3.5 T2k 844 D
| Tevrex 2.89 2359 W
car 8 3.64 1833 W
“ferex Y.58 4.89 D
ATz 3.93 i+.35 K
CAT 2 3.94 1. 3 D
AT ) 348 .59 W
CAT ] .l ib.59 )
CATRB | 4.53 15.05 D
Te vex 2.9¢ @ |22.88 U
ciTA 3.95 20.3%5 u
Terey 4.03 16.92 D
TZ) 3z |0¥ | u
A 2 Y15 . 43 u
cAl’g 347 19.44 D
CAT7 H.02 1696 D
473 J.)3 %.5) b
_Terey 3.12 L85 K
ey 3.63 78 D
[\ 18,69

- e";‘, . p—— pg—



Appendix J.

Cualibration Data Sheets
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M5 FULL TEST CALIBRATION

METERBOX ID # E-1
Date: 2/18/95 P bar = 30.28
STANDARD METER GAMMA = 1.0052
STANDARD METER M5 METERBOX
Deita H Time  Volume Temp Volume Temp Gamma Delta H@
h T Vs ts deg F vm tm deg F Y H@
0.5 10.00 3.866 72 3.921 75 0.9955 1.853
0.5 10.00 3.869 72 3.928 77 0.9982 1.843
2.0 10.00 7.527 71 7.633 78 0.9995 1.937
2.0 10.00 7.553 71 7.652 77 0.9986 1.927
4.8 10.00 11.500 74 11.689 84 0.9959 1.992
4.8 10.00 11.516 74 11.718 88 1.0021 1.972
AVG = 0.9983 1.921

QUL -



\

—

Date:

M5 POST TEST CALIBRATION

METER BOX ID # E-1

8/30/95 P bar = 30.04

STANDARD METER GAMMA =

STANDARD METER M5 METERBOX

0.9867

Deita H Time  Volume Temp Volume Temp Gamma Delta H@
h T Vs ts deg F Vm tm degF Y H@
0.62 10.00 4,263 72 4.317 74 0.9756 1.910
0.62 10.00 4.258 73 4.333 74 0.9713 1.915
0.62 10.00 4.267 73 4,321 75 0.9761 1.909
AVG = 0.9743 1.911
PRETEST Y = 0.9983 1.921

% DIFF PRE/POST CALS =

-2.46



/ M5 FULL TEST CALIBRATION

METER BOX ID # E-2

l Date: 6/6/95 ' P bar = 29.6
I STANDARD METER GAMMA = 1.0052
I STANDARD METER M5 METERBOX
Delta H - Time  Volume Temp Volume Temp Gamma Delta H@
h T Vs ts deg F vm tm deg F Y H@
0.5 10.00 3.817 70  3.854 75  1.0037 1.930
0.5 10.00 3.818 70  3.862 76  1.0038 1.925
l 2.0 10.00 8.278 70  8.344 78  1.0073 1.632
2.0 10.00 8.277 70  8.368 80  1.0080 1.626
48 10.00  12.071 70  12.229 82  1.0027 1.828
I 4.8 10.00  12.170 70 12.353 85  1.0063 1.789
l AVG = 1.0063 1.788
l i



-~

M5 POST TEST CALIBRATION
METER BOX ID # E-2
Date: 8/30/95 P bar = 30.04

STANDARD METER GAMMA = 0.9867

STANDARD METER M5 METERBOX

Delta H Time Volume Temp Volume Temp Gamma Delta H@
h T Vs tsdeg F Vm tm degF Y . H@

1.20 10.00 5.900 77 5.920 82 0.9892 1.936

1.20 10.00 5.960 76 5.990 78 0.9830 1.901

1.20 11.00 6.480 76 6.520 82 0.9887 1.934

AVG = 0.9870  1.924

PRETEST Y = 1.0053 1.788

% DIFF PRE/POST CALS = -1.86
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M5 FULL TEST CALIBRATION

METER BOX ID # E-3
Date: 9/10/94 P bar = 29.98
STANDARD METER GAMMA = 1.0052
STANDARD METER M5 METERBOX
Delta H Time Volume  Temp Volume  Temp Gamma Delta H@

h T Vs ts deg F Vm tm degF Y H@
05  10.00  3.977 73 4.010 76 10013  1.772
0.5 10.00 3.963 73 4.008 76 0.9983 1.784
2.0 10.00 7.610 73 7.668 79 1.0039 1.925
2.0 10.00 7.601 73 7.657 81 1.0079 1.922
4.8 10.00 11.586 73 11.635 84 1.0097 1.975
4.8 10.00 11.566 73 11.643 88 1.0146 1.967

AVG = 1.0060 1.891
0y



M5 POST TEST CALIBRATION

METER BOX 1D # E-3
Date: 8/30/95 P bar = 30.04

STANDARD METER GAMMA = 0.9867

STANDARD METER M5 METERBOX

Delta H Time Volume  Temp Volume  Temp Gamma  Deita H@
h T Vs ts deg F vm tm deg F Y : H@

1.20 10.00 5.990 78 5.940 80 0.9958 1.892

1.20 10.00 6.070 78 6.030 81 0.9954 1.840

1.20 10.00 6.070 78 6.010 81 0.9992 1.839

AVG = 0.9968 1.857

PRETEST Y = 1.006 1.891

% DIFF PRE/POST CALS = 0.92

B P BN IS BN B BN N D aaE EE e
sz et e
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SAMPLING EQUIPMENT AUDIT |
Plant Name _AM?Z; ” Mm_e_ & Job Ro. Eg |

city/State {;:g raee s M C. Auditor(s) Jf/t-/-/ ‘
Test Loc. Qm M’I.A 7L‘v( /( i Date & -/ 3 "";'S_

k In-Bouse Ref. Barocmeter *Eg w¥s Field Barcmeter "BQ
Date Compared Dav. *Hg (Max. Allowable Dev.: 2 0.1 "Hg)
Field Barcmetric Pressure Corzected for rest Location Elevation? (V)

d 0.1" b4 al NWS ST. easure for cach 100'
{Fote: deduct 0,10 B9 rorimple: 25.6 - AT IOl oP7100 % 0.1) = 5"}
Ref. Therm. Initia.l Allowable .
R et renp . oF 42 Devi.atinn Audit
M—'——L— Q.E_L.l
THERMOMETERS *

Dry Gas Meter + 5.4 °r B2 (Meterbox No. E-

Impinger Exit + 2.0 °F .

Filter Box + 5.4 °F

* Adjust thermometer until acceptable. If it cannot be adjusted, use as back-
up. If no backug record ambient temperature indicated unadjusted the:-
. mometer and label with correction factor (indicate): ‘

TUERNOCOUPLES  Allcwable Deviation from Ambient: % B.0°F* (* 2.0°F)*x
: v
TCc No./ °F  OK

L —_

v
o./ °F_ OK
/

Ic Eo.[ *F gé:c Re./ *F Q§

v
TC No./ ®F OK
/

* 4 8.0 °F = £ 1.5% of ambient absolute tamperature.
*z (2 2.0 °F if used in saturated or water droplet-laden gas stream.)

ISOKINETIC MEYERBOX I.D. E Gamma (Y) ﬂj— _L_._

As Applicable (check): Zero Magnehelics? _ Zero/Level Manocmeter?
Barometric Pressure (Ppar) 3{2. 0 auditor M€ H Date 2"23 7’1
Gas Meter Meter Lower and Upper
Reading Temperature Limjts for
(Cubic Ft.) (*F) Audit Gamma

1 ¥7%.19%| rinar 95 0.96 * ¥ = .iﬁ Y.
nitial £ 70,901 | 1mitial 7 3 1.04 + ¥ = ), 0327—-

Dry Gas Volume Average Run Time
Metered Meter Temp. (Base = 10)
(Cubic Ft.) (°F)
(Minutes) (Seconds)
va=__%.,358 | m- 94 i
’ «%0.75 = Jdeal Sampling Ratewr® .5
. (in. + (Sec. / 60)) [{[(29.92) ) (460 + €8) * (0.75)2) * (Tm + 460))]
© Vo Ppar

Y =

N+ O e [o.0ms Mk R .5- .00
. 5253 [ 24,0 ] AGdit Ga/;ma

Audit Gamma Acceptable (between lower & upper limits)? ) Yes __ No

F-1113 rev. 7-52

00000185




SAMPLING EQUIPMENT AUDIT

Plant Name ABL77A/ - MARRIETTRA Job Ro. 248
city/state _Egamen. NE Auditor(s) _ (&4
Test Loc. UPudral D . Date S-/% -

Entropy In-House Ref. Barcmeter 299 <=Bg ws Field Barcmeter 27 9 =Hg

Date Compared é-“"qf pev. £~ “Hg (Max. Allowable Dev.: = 0.1 “Hg)

Pield Ba.rmgtgic Pré-e;lu;e go:ugtc:ll fgas'r;;;r }.g;ati.an Elev;tian? év;. s c
Note: uet 0.1" rom loc resgure for eac ‘o
éegtelocgtion elevatgon: example: 29.6 = (3001’,100 = 0.1) = 29.3" Hg.)

Ref. Therm. Initial Allowable o :
Ambient Temp.,. °F #¥ | Deviation _ Audit’
. from Ambjent e ature, ° Ok _(v)
THERMOMETERS * ) . .
Dry Gas Meter 2 5.4 °F (Meterbox No. ) ‘
Impinger Exit : 2.0 °F °
Pilter Box 2 5.4 °F

* Adjust thermometer until acceptable. If it cannot be adgusted, use as bach}-
up. 1f no backup, record ambient temperature indicated by unadjusted ther-
mometer and label with correction factor (indicate): 1

THERMOCOUPLES Allcwable Deviation from Ambient: % B8.0°F+r (* 2.0°F)**

v

v v v v
¢ No./ °F OK|Tc Wo./ °F OKITC No./ °F ORIIC No./ °F_ OK No./ *F_ OK
L / / - L - / -

* &+ 8.0 °F = ¢ 1.5% of ambient absolute tampei'ature.
#x (+ 2.0 *F if used in saturated or water droplet-laden gas stream.)

TSORINETIC METEREOX I1.D. & -2 Gamma (YY) /. O3 3 AR /- 78%
As Applicable (check): 2Zero Magnehelics? Zero/Level Manometer? 55

Barometric Pressure (Ppar) _90-@ " auditor Z&/ pate £-/3:%5 |
Dry Gas Meter Meter Lowar and Upper ;
Reading Temperature Limits for
(Cubic Ft.) (°F) Audit Gamma
Final 705 40 | Pinal __/93 0.96 » ¥ = ,F505S
Initial &27.700 Initial _%7 1.04 *+ ¥ = /O¥5572
Dry Gas Velume Average Run Time
Metered Meter Temp. (Base = 10)
(Cubic Ft.) (°F)
(Minutes) (Seconds)
va = 7.70 m=_ 70/ 10
20,75 = Jdeal Sampling Rate** © .5
v {Min. + (Sec. [/ 60}] N [{[(29.92) ] (460 + 68) * (0.75)2] * (Tm + 460)}.‘
c =
Vm Ppar -
L] I
21570 770667 .S
({0 + ( ] 60)1 0.0319 (/07 __ + 460)

YC - - = /!0&’ b

{ 170 __ _Zog Audit Gamma

Audit Gamma 'm:ceptahle (between lower & upper limits)? (V) vV Yes ____ W

F-1113 rev. 7-92 ,
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SAMPLING EQUIPMENT AUDIT |
Plant Name __M&«z]‘:n M L #ﬁ Job No. él Z
City/State Gfﬂlm ; ,V C— Auditor(s) ,‘4 (4 |

Test Loc. _QQMJ ' 5 7‘4( V4 _ Date ¥-13-545—

g In-House Ref. Barcmeter *Hg ys Field Barocmeter "Hg
Date Compared Dev. *Hg (Max. Allowable Dev.: 2 0.1 "Hg)
Field Barcmgtgic Pgegsue Co:rcgtedlfgf’srg;:r .:r.g;ation Elev;tion? r(zﬂoo .
te: ct 0.1" oc : esgure for eac y
(Note: decuct Ol ation; example: 29.6 - O or 7306 = 0.1) = $8.39%.°%%
Ref. Therm. Initial ‘1 Allowable ) :
apbient Temp.,. °F 9 Deviaticn Co Audit
— . £ Ambient Temperature, *F OR_(V)
THERMOMETERS * ' -
Dry Gas Meter t 5.4 °F 92  (Meterbox Fo. E-9 |
Impinger Exit 2 2.0 °F o
Filter Box * 5.4 °F ’ ‘
*+ Adjust thermometer until acc ie. If it cannot be adjusted, use as back-

up. If no backup, record ambient temperature indicated by unadjusted ther-
mometer and label with correction factor (indicate):

TEERMOCOUPLES Allcwable Deviation from Ambient: = 8.0°F* (& 2.0°F)**

v
TC Ro./ °F OK
/

.
TC No./ °F_ DK
/

v v v
TC No./ °F_ OK|TC No./ *F OK|IC NWo./ °F OK
/ / _ /

* + 8.0 °F = ¢ 1.5% of ambient absolute temperature.
ax (% 2.0 °F if used in gaturated or water droplet-laden gas stream.)

ISOKINETIC METERBOX I.D. E’% Gamma (¥) __LOOG6QO | sme p¥91T

As Applicable (check): Zero Magnehelics? Zero/Level Mancmeter? L
Barometric Pregsure (Ppar) E% ¢ ~ Auditor My pate _§-/3-% -l
Dry Gas Meter Meter Lower and Upper i
Reading Temperature Limits for
(Cubie Ft.) (°F) Audit Gamma

Final /134,223 | Final @L’/ 0.96 » ¥ = -9658 :
tnitiay (26 04 | 1aitial ﬁ ) 1.08 + v = 1, 04Yb6?

Dry Gas Volume Average Run Time
Metered Meter Temp. (Base = 10)
(Cubic Ft.) (°F)
(Minutes) (Sec%ds)
Vm = ‘6 13\ ? Tn = q%’( ”
. e20.75 = Ideal Sampling Rate** .5
[Min. + (Sec. / 60)) [{[(29.92) / (460 + €8) * (0.75)%) * (Tm + 450)}]
Yo = — :
Ve , Prar
{ N ' .5
L] [+ O 7em [0.0319 ( 23,; + 460) ]
. c - hd =
s' %27 200

Audit Gamma 'Acceptable (between lower & upper limits)? )

F-1113 rev. 7-92 %
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PM 10 SET # 00049

Nozzle Calibration

Nozzle# Reading 1 Reading 2 Reading 3 Average
1 0.134 0.133 0.134 0.1337
2 0.145 0.145 0.1435 0.1450
3 0.163 0.163 0.164 0.1640
4 0.180 0.180 0.179 0.1797
5 0.198 0.200 0.197 0.1983
6 0.222 0.221 0.222 0.2217
7 0.241 0.242 - 0.241 0.2413
8 0.266 0.266 0.266 0.2660
9 0.302 0300 . 0.302 0.3013
10 0.343 0.343 0.343 0.3430
11 0.490 0.489 0.490 _ 0.4897

Reading 1istakenatapositionW’ﬁommcﬂmonnozﬂe,RadingZismhn'atMmthcﬂax,RmdingB

o

000U0T188



PSD Impactor # 1418

Nozzle Calibration

Nozzle# Reading 1 Reading 2 Reading 3 Average
1 0.116 0.117 0.113 0.1153
2 0.183 0.179 0.182 0.1813
3 0.296 0.297 0.293 0.2953
4 0.349 0.354 0.357 0.3533
5 0.489 0.486 0.486 0.4870
6 0.496 0.493 0.493 0.4940

Rmdinglismkenataposiﬁon%’ﬁomthmdsdirectedtooperator,kmding2istakenat90°ﬁ'om
mdingl,RﬁdingSisaMS"fmmreadingz. '

\

a\ \\\C\.S
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[T X .
a Y .
L]
B L]

CALIBRATOR
ORIFICE

| for
HIGH VOLUME AIR SAMPLER

CERTIFICATE
of
CALIBRATION

SERIAL NO. W 98

057 BGI incorporaTED

58 Guinan Street/Waltham, Massachusetts 02154/ Telephone 617-891-9380 -

110007120
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l . CALIBRATION WORK SHEET
QsTo . . ‘
For application rel. 1
w7 @ (3) (4) (5) (6) ™ (8) OF
¢ Meter Calibrator ‘
Initial infet Standard Orifice Metric English ‘
n Elapsed Volume Static Volume Static Flow Rate Flow Rate /;_‘ Pa ‘ 298 \
Jint Time - At Vi Pressure-aP Vsto Press. AH Qsto Qsto ‘ et T )
I No. Min, m? mm of Hg m? in. of 420, 2 M¥/min, ﬂ;@q mel ALY e
N e | 29 1.O/I (4 @28l RIC 1,23Y¢
| . ocws _( 26 look 2o LoSR 284 L 7ve!
s 0853 l 89 ooy, 28 179 Yl | $8Go
I . Q799 ‘. /0.1 lLoca Y40 L3255 Y443 2.0062
s 070 l Rl 0S%Y 850  14yeE 447 2 .289%
1 . — |
, }
Vsto = Vm (Pa-aP) Tsto CO}‘T‘[;‘ ‘”7/0—‘7 2 6395 0.9992 /(qf,;%gds(géreconectedto
I Pswo Ta B D Twlrcep? = —76329 760 mm of Ho |
vé 25° mm (298°K) !
Qsp = Y0 Cm D Sktope M?x 35.31 = Ft’ 24';04 ¢
I At -
Qa 3
For application see ref. 2
I (1) (2) (3) (4) (5a) (6) (7a) (8a)
Meter Calibrator 3
Initial Inlet Actual Qrifice Metric
Run Elapsed Volume Static Volume Static Fiow Rate AH T
{§ Point Time - at vm Pressure-aP Va Press. AH Qa ( Y )
l ' No. Min. Mm? mm of Hg M3 in. of Ho0 M¥/min. ' ’
A - L | 59 O.G95 LS5 OIS
] : oS | 26 _ 0.590 _30 1070
s  ©O.8SD \ e O.N8% 35 [ 1:C
I 4 0.74% ' [\ C.9%7 Y4.¢ [RADS
s OT1C l 2L _OG&SYH 50 . 284S
I 6
7
va = vm (P1-8f) Qa = _Va
I P at
— Calibration performed by: -
I (9) Pa —/7 C— Lf S mmof Hg Roots Meter No.: —> S CQ{ 3)‘-5‘"‘ ,...J. ) /Xt DL St
Calibrator Orifice: / J \
(1) Ta DR sc+273="K  Model No.: VR ¢ Calibration Codecd D ~ [ 4 = QT
I (1) RH: Q’ 7 ' % Serial No.: A/ C( 5 Date placed in service: :
(7o be noted by user)
I For additional information consult:
( 1. The Federa! Register, Vol. 47. No. 234, pp. 54806-54921, December 6. 1882
2. Quality Assurance Handbook, Vol. Il (EPA 600/4-77-027a), Section 2.11
Notes: 1. EPA recommends calibralors should be recatibrated after one year of field use.
I 2. Copies of this calibration are not kept on file.
Y
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Table 4.3 MFC Cafibration Data Sheet

HVPM10 SAMPLER CALIBRATION DATA SHEET
MASS FLOW CONTROLLED UNIT

TaK):

53H°R fom  MHT

- glnfq

PafmmMa):

TsW): S8R _Stndd

Sampler Model:

IPlo

Sampler SN:3785

{Orifice S/N- 198

- Orifice Qa Cal. Relationship:

Catibration Conducted by:__77B

Plate No.

Total AH20

Qa(orifice)
flow rate

3/ein

Sampler
Response

1

Corrected
Response

Ic

03

2.319

0. Fm

4. 14

090

4995

0.98

4

4735

0.9

| SN A

N

52@7

Qa(onﬂce) = 1/m (NAHZ0({Ta/Pa)] - b)
Samp!e:'s Qa Calibration Relationship:

M=

g2
Set Point Flow Rate:

Ca(orifice), x-axis, IC, y-axis
- (o

SFR = 1.13(Ps/Pa)(Ta/Ts)

Sam;ﬂm e, T,
58" Y0 = 3%5&4\"19

Lher 3.5
4 2994 %ﬂ’)ﬂ: /‘?5

.05
Sampler Seasonally Adjusted

Calibration Relationship

fIhSea

b=
msam/f

s/i*s))

bs = b V(Te/PE)]

g000r Y

Y

Ps(nmig): 299 % sw
Motor No-. NM@ |

Qrifice Cal Beare-25-14-2 Qrifice Modet: VIC |
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