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The Occupational Safety and Health Administration 

(OSHA) requires all employees who are exposed to 

noise levels with a time-weighted average of 85-

decibels or more to be included in a hearing conserva-

tion program. These employees must receive audio-

grams on an annual basis to determine if they experi-

ence a certain level of hearing loss known as a 

“Standard Threshold Shift”. In addition, the facility 

must also evaluate feasible administrative or engi-

neering controls to reduce employee noise exposure 

for all employees who are exposed to noise levels at 

or above OSHA’s permissible exposure limit (PEL) of 

90-decibels.  If no additional controls are employed,

then those employees exposed to noise levels above

the OSHA PEL must wear hearing protectors. It is im-

portant to remember that, according to OSHA’s Hier-

archy of Controls, the use of PPE is the last step to

reducing an employee’s exposure to high levels of

noise, after engineering and administrative controls.

In order to evaluate employee noise exposure, facili-

ties are required to conduct noise monitoring studies. 

These studies are conducted using sound meters or 

dosimeters that measure an employee’s average 

sound exposure. However, OSHA does not specify in 

29 CFR 1910.95 how often these monitoring studies 

must be conducted. Instead, the regulation states that 

“monitoring shall be repeated whenever a change in 

production, process, equipment or controls increases 

noise exposures to the extent that additional employ-

ees may be exposed at or above the action level or 

the attenuation provided by hearing protectors being 

used by employees may be rendered inadequate.” It 

is likely that your facility has conducted a noise study 

to identify employees to include in a hearing conser-

vation program, or to determine that noise levels are 

below the 85-decibel action level.  

How long ago were these studies performed, and are 

these results still valid? New machinery, re-location of 

equipment, facility layout changes, or building modifi-

ARE YOUR NOISE MONITORING RESULTS STILL VALID?

cations can all affect employee noise exposure. Even 

if no machines have been added or modified, no 

changes have been made to production processes, 

normal wear and tear of machinery can gradually im-

pact employee noise exposure. On the other hand, if a 

facility has removed, relocated, or repaired equip-

ment, a noise study could verify that employees who 

were previously exposed to noise levels above the 

OSHA action level are no longer exposed to hazard-

ous noise levels, allowing the facility to cease imple-

mentation of a hearing conservation program for those 

employees.  

It is crucial to employee health to maintain accurate 

noise monitoring results over time to ensure that em-

ployees are not exposed to hazardous noise levels. 

This is why OSHA requires noise monitoring to be re-

peated if equipment is added, removed, relocated, or 

modified. Because of this, you should consider con-

ducting follow-up noise monitoring throughout your 

facility to ensure that your noise monitoring results are 

kept current.  

If you have any questions regarding conducting noise 

monitoring surveys throughout your facility, please 

contact CTI at (770) 263-6330. CTI is experienced 

with conducting facility noise and air quality monitor-

ing, and can also help with the implementation of en-

gineering or administrative controls to reduce employ-

ee exposure to noise or airborne contaminants. 

PODCAST - History of OSHA Combustible Dust National Emphasis Program 
To Listen, search “Podcast” on our website, conversiontechnology.com
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On July 26, 2019, the U.S. Federal Register published the 
Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) proposed 
amendments to the provisions in the National Emission 
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP). The 
primary purpose of the proposed amendments is to with-
draw the “Once In, Always In” (OIAI) policy regarding the 
classification of facilities as major sources of hazardous air 
pollutants (HAPs) subject to Maximum Achievable Control 
Technology (MACT) standards. A major source is defined 
as any facility which emits at least 10 tons per year of any 
HAP or at least 25 tons per year of any combination of 
HAPs. A facility that is not classified as a major source is 
considered an area source. The OIAI policy, issued in 
1995, required major source facilities that are subject to a 
MACT standard to permanently comply with that standard 
even if a facility reduces its HAP emissions below major 
source thresholds. The withdrawal of the OIAI policy was 
also previously discussed in EPA’s guidance memorandum 
issued on January 25, 2018. 

 

The EPA’s proposal contains several key changes includ-
ing allowing major sources to reclassify as area sources, 
amending the definition of “potential to emit” (PTE) in the 
General Provisions of the NESHAP regulations, and 
amending the notification requirements for facilities that 
reclassify their major or area source status. The EPA also 
proposes to revise provisions in specific NESHAP stand-
ards to reflect the proposed amendments. 

 
Major source facilities subject to a MACT standard will be 
able to reclassify as area sources at any time by limiting 
their potential to emit HAPs to below the major source 
thresholds. Facilities that reclassify as area sources will still 
be subject to major source requirements until the PTE limi-
tations become effective. Once the PTE limitations become 
effective, facilities will become subject to applicable area 
source standards. Facilities that reclassify from major 
source status to area source, then back to major source 
will become subject to the major source standards applica-
ble at the time the facility reverts back to major source sta-
tus. This proposal follows EPA’s “plain language” reading 
of the Clean Air Act definitions for major and area sources, 
which are strictly based on HAP emission levels. 

 

The definition of “potential to emit” will be amended to re-
quire that any physical or operational limitations on the ca-
pacity of a source to emit a pollutant that is considered part 
of the source’s design to be “legally and practicably en-
forceable”. This amendment replaces the use of “federally 
enforceable” with respect to HAP PTE limits, because be-
ing federally enforceable does not necessarily demonstrate 

EPA PROPOSES NESHAP AMENDMENTS TO WITHDRAW “ONCE IN, ALWAYS IN” 

POLICY FOR MACT STANDARDS 

that a PTE limit is effective. The EPA’s amendment propos-
es specific criteria that HAP PTE limits must meet to be 
effective and to ensure that emissions would not exceed 
the PTE limits. 

 

The EPA’s proposal will amend the notification require-
ments for a facility that reclassifies its major or area source 
status. Reclassifying includes switching from a major 
source to an area source, switching from an area source to 
a major source, and switching from a major source to an 
area source and then back to a major source. Facilities that 
reclassify will be required to submit notifications to the EPA 
electronically through the Compliance and Emissions Data 
Reporting Interface (CEDRI). The notifications will need to 
include any standards that the facility becomes subject to 
in addition to any changes in applicability of the standards 
the facility was subject to before reclassifying. 

 

The EPA is currently soliciting comment on all aspects of 
the proposed amendments. The deadline for comments is 
September 24, 2019. All submissions must include Docket 
ID No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2019-0282. The EPA encourages 
that comments be submitted through the Federal eRule-
making Portal located at https://www.regulations.gov/.  

 

If you need help identifying how this proposed rule change 
will affect your facility or need assistance with providing 
comments to the EPA, please contact us at (770) 263-6330 
or cti@conversiontechnology.com.  

The Georgia Environmental Protection Division (EPD) con-
tinues to roll out features that require the use of the Geor-
gia EPD Online System (GEOS), their online reporting por-
tal. As more features and updates are added to this web-
site, the EPD is taking a more active approach to reviewing 
the forms and reports that are being submitted. Lately, the 
biggest item under review seems to be Stormwater Annual 
Reports from 2017 and 2018. Special attention is being 
made to review the annual reports for completion of re-
quired tests (e.g. Smoke & Dye, stormwater benchmarks, 
etc.) and other actions. 
 
Annual Reports are a general summary of your facility’s 
compliance activities throughout the previous year. For ex-
ample, the next round of Annual Reports is due in January 
2020 to summarize the 2019 calendar year. Some of the 
details that are required in an Annual Report include the 
following: any stormwater, outfall, and discharge sampling 
data; corrective actions completed during the previous 
year; smoke, dye, or equivalent testing status; and im-
paired stream status. A summary of each of these, as well 
as what the EPD is saying about them on Annual Reports, 
can be read below. 
 
Sampling data required to be reported in each Annual Re-
port includes results from any stormwater samples collect-
ed during the calendar year. While sampling is required for 
most permitted facilities, it is not always a requirement – 
this would depend on your industry and the receiving wa-
ters of your discharge. If your facility is required to conduct 
stormwater sampling, you may be required to sample as 
often as twice-quarterly, or simply once per year. If your 
facility has exceedances in the sampling benchmark results 
or is not able not take stormwater samples during the year, 
the EPD could flag your Annual Report and ask for an ex-
planation of why sampling was not conducted. If failed 
samples are reported, the EPD could ask what corrective 
actions were taken to ensure the samples will pass in the 
future.   
 
Corrective actions are any fixes that the facility made re-
garding issues related to stormwater, or any improvements 
made to the facility during the calendar year that could 
have an impact on stormwater. This could range from small 
items, such as “moved a drum of oil inside”, to something 
large, like “constructed a new warehouse for oil storage 
complete with dike walls, sumps, and an oil/water separa-
tor”. Your facility should have an ongoing list of corrective 
actions as well as their start and completion date. It is also 
necessary to have a list of corrective actions taken during 
the previous permitted years (2012-2017) as part of your 
facility’s stormwater pollution prevention plan. If the facility 
marks that corrective actions were completed during the 
year, the EPD will require a written description of what 

those corrective actions were. One important thing to note 
is that the EPD is looking at the timeline for completing 
identified corrective action items. All corrective actions 
need to be addressed within 30 days of discovery, or the 
EPD must be notified if identified corrective actions can-
not be abated within 90 days. 
 
Smoke, dye or equivalent tests are required by the Georgia 
Industrial Storm Water Permit. All covered facilities are re-
quired to conduct a smoke, dye, or equivalent test of all 
floor drains and sinks in industrial areas. These tests are to 
ensure that these sinks and floor drains do not discharge to 
storm water conveyances and were required to have been 
conducted by the end of the previous permit, May 31, 
2017. If the EPD sees on your Annual Report that one of 
these tests has not been conducted, they will flag your An-
nual Report and require that you do one or explain why it is 
not required at your facility.  
 
Impaired stream status can be reviewed through the EPD’s 
online database of impaired streams. An impaired stream 
is one that is considered too polluted or otherwise degrad-
ed to meet the water quality standards set by the State. If 
your facility discharges to an impaired stream, you may 
have additional testing requirements – depending on 
whether you would potentially add on to what is causing 
the stream to be impaired. 
 
Another thing to note with the Annual Report, is that if your 
Responsible Official has changed since the last submis-
sion, you will have some extra work to do. In addition to 
submitting your Annual Report for 2019, you will also need 
to submit an update to your Notice of Intent (NOI). The 
EPD has updated the NOI requirements when changing 
any information to include filling out the entire NOI twice. At 
the time of writing this report, the NOI process has some 
bugs and can be difficult to navigate, so you should not 
wait until the last minute to update your account.   
 
We are here to help. If you need any help with your facili-
ty’s submission requirements, or if you would like to dis-
cuss having CTI conduct a Smoke & Dye Test of your facil-
ity, please contact CTI at (770) 263-6330 or visit our web-
site at www.conversiontechnology.com.  
 
HELPFUL LINKS:  
◼ Georgia General Permit: https://epd.georgia.gov/npdes-industrial-

storm-water-general-permits 
◼ Georgia Impaired Streams: https://epd.georgia.gov/water-quality-

georgia 
◼ Georgia Permit Update: https://www.conversiontechnology.com/

new-georgia-multi-sector-industrial-storm-water-permit-issued/ 
◼ GEOS: https://geos.epd.georgia.gov/GA/GEOS/Public/GovEnt/

Shared/Pages/Main/Login.aspx 

GEORGIA EPD TO INCREASE FOCUS ON FACILITY ONLINE SUBMITTALS 
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On July 26, 2019, the U.S. Federal Register published the 
Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) proposed 
amendments to the provisions in the National Emission 
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP). The 
primary purpose of the proposed amendments is to with-
draw the “Once In, Always In” (OIAI) policy regarding the 
classification of facilities as major sources of hazardous air 
pollutants (HAPs) subject to Maximum Achievable Control 
Technology (MACT) standards. A major source is defined 
as any facility which emits at least 10 tons per year of any 
HAP or at least 25 tons per year of any combination of 
HAPs. A facility that is not classified as a major source is 
considered an area source. The OIAI policy, issued in 
1995, required major source facilities that are subject to a 
MACT standard to permanently comply with that standard 
even if a facility reduces its HAP emissions below major 
source thresholds. The withdrawal of the OIAI policy was 
also previously discussed in EPA’s guidance memorandum 
issued on January 25, 2018. 

 

The EPA’s proposal contains several key changes includ-
ing allowing major sources to reclassify as area sources, 
amending the definition of “potential to emit” (PTE) in the 
General Provisions of the NESHAP regulations, and 
amending the notification requirements for facilities that 
reclassify their major or area source status. The EPA also 
proposes to revise provisions in specific NESHAP stand-
ards to reflect the proposed amendments. 

 
Major source facilities subject to a MACT standard will be 
able to reclassify as area sources at any time by limiting 
their potential to emit HAPs to below the major source 
thresholds. Facilities that reclassify as area sources will still 
be subject to major source requirements until the PTE limi-
tations become effective. Once the PTE limitations become 
effective, facilities will become subject to applicable area 
source standards. Facilities that reclassify from major 
source status to area source, then back to major source 
will become subject to the major source standards applica-
ble at the time the facility reverts back to major source sta-
tus. This proposal follows EPA’s “plain language” reading 
of the Clean Air Act definitions for major and area sources, 
which are strictly based on HAP emission levels. 

 

The definition of “potential to emit” will be amended to re-
quire that any physical or operational limitations on the ca-
pacity of a source to emit a pollutant that is considered part 
of the source’s design to be “legally and practicably en-
forceable”. This amendment replaces the use of “federally 
enforceable” with respect to HAP PTE limits, because be-
ing federally enforceable does not necessarily demonstrate 
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that a PTE limit is effective. The EPA’s amendment propos-
es specific criteria that HAP PTE limits must meet to be 
effective and to ensure that emissions would not exceed 
the PTE limits. 

 

The EPA’s proposal will amend the notification require-
ments for a facility that reclassifies its major or area source 
status. Reclassifying includes switching from a major 
source to an area source, switching from an area source to 
a major source, and switching from a major source to an 
area source and then back to a major source. Facilities that 
reclassify will be required to submit notifications to the EPA 
electronically through the Compliance and Emissions Data 
Reporting Interface (CEDRI). The notifications will need to 
include any standards that the facility becomes subject to 
in addition to any changes in applicability of the standards 
the facility was subject to before reclassifying. 

 

The EPA is currently soliciting comment on all aspects of 
the proposed amendments. The deadline for comments is 
September 24, 2019. All submissions must include Docket 
ID No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2019-0282. The EPA encourages 
that comments be submitted through the Federal eRule-
making Portal located at https://www.regulations.gov/.  

 

If you need help identifying how this proposed rule change 
will affect your facility or need assistance with providing 
comments to the EPA, please contact us at (770) 263-6330 
or cti@conversiontechnology.com.  

The Georgia Environmental Protection Division (EPD) con-
tinues to roll out features that require the use of the Geor-
gia EPD Online System (GEOS), their online reporting por-
tal. As more features and updates are added to this web-
site, the EPD is taking a more active approach to reviewing 
the forms and reports that are being submitted. Lately, the 
biggest item under review seems to be Stormwater Annual 
Reports from 2017 and 2018. Special attention is being 
made to review the annual reports for completion of re-
quired tests (e.g. Smoke & Dye, stormwater benchmarks, 
etc.) and other actions. 
 
Annual Reports are a general summary of your facility’s 
compliance activities throughout the previous year. For ex-
ample, the next round of Annual Reports is due in January 
2020 to summarize the 2019 calendar year. Some of the 
details that are required in an Annual Report include the 
following: any stormwater, outfall, and discharge sampling 
data; corrective actions completed during the previous 
year; smoke, dye, or equivalent testing status; and im-
paired stream status. A summary of each of these, as well 
as what the EPD is saying about them on Annual Reports, 
can be read below. 
 
Sampling data required to be reported in each Annual Re-
port includes results from any stormwater samples collect-
ed during the calendar year. While sampling is required for 
most permitted facilities, it is not always a requirement – 
this would depend on your industry and the receiving wa-
ters of your discharge. If your facility is required to conduct 
stormwater sampling, you may be required to sample as 
often as twice-quarterly, or simply once per year. If your 
facility has exceedances in the sampling benchmark results 
or is not able not take stormwater samples during the year, 
the EPD could flag your Annual Report and ask for an ex-
planation of why sampling was not conducted. If failed 
samples are reported, the EPD could ask what corrective 
actions were taken to ensure the samples will pass in the 
future.   
 
Corrective actions are any fixes that the facility made re-
garding issues related to stormwater, or any improvements 
made to the facility during the calendar year that could 
have an impact on stormwater. This could range from small 
items, such as “moved a drum of oil inside”, to something 
large, like “constructed a new warehouse for oil storage 
complete with dike walls, sumps, and an oil/water separa-
tor”. Your facility should have an ongoing list of corrective 
actions as well as their start and completion date. It is also 
necessary to have a list of corrective actions taken during 
the previous permitted years (2012-2017) as part of your 
facility’s stormwater pollution prevention plan. If the facility 
marks that corrective actions were completed during the 
year, the EPD will require a written description of what 

those corrective actions were. One important thing to note 
is that the EPD is looking at the timeline for completing 
identified corrective action items. All corrective actions 
need to be addressed within 30 days of discovery, or the 
EPD must be notified if identified corrective actions can-
not be abated within 90 days. 
 
Smoke, dye or equivalent tests are required by the Georgia 
Industrial Storm Water Permit. All covered facilities are re-
quired to conduct a smoke, dye, or equivalent test of all 
floor drains and sinks in industrial areas. These tests are to 
ensure that these sinks and floor drains do not discharge to 
storm water conveyances and were required to have been 
conducted by the end of the previous permit, May 31, 
2017. If the EPD sees on your Annual Report that one of 
these tests has not been conducted, they will flag your An-
nual Report and require that you do one or explain why it is 
not required at your facility.  
 
Impaired stream status can be reviewed through the EPD’s 
online database of impaired streams. An impaired stream 
is one that is considered too polluted or otherwise degrad-
ed to meet the water quality standards set by the State. If 
your facility discharges to an impaired stream, you may 
have additional testing requirements – depending on 
whether you would potentially add on to what is causing 
the stream to be impaired. 
 
Another thing to note with the Annual Report, is that if your 
Responsible Official has changed since the last submis-
sion, you will have some extra work to do. In addition to 
submitting your Annual Report for 2019, you will also need 
to submit an update to your Notice of Intent (NOI). The 
EPD has updated the NOI requirements when changing 
any information to include filling out the entire NOI twice. At 
the time of writing this report, the NOI process has some 
bugs and can be difficult to navigate, so you should not 
wait until the last minute to update your account.   
 
We are here to help. If you need any help with your facili-
ty’s submission requirements, or if you would like to dis-
cuss having CTI conduct a Smoke & Dye Test of your facil-
ity, please contact CTI at (770) 263-6330 or visit our web-
site at www.conversiontechnology.com.  
 
HELPFUL LINKS:  
◼ Georgia General Permit: https://epd.georgia.gov/npdes-industrial-

storm-water-general-permits 
◼ Georgia Impaired Streams: https://epd.georgia.gov/water-quality-

georgia 
◼ Georgia Permit Update: https://www.conversiontechnology.com/

new-georgia-multi-sector-industrial-storm-water-permit-issued/ 
◼ GEOS: https://geos.epd.georgia.gov/GA/GEOS/Public/GovEnt/

Shared/Pages/Main/Login.aspx 

GEORGIA EPD TO INCREASE FOCUS ON FACILITY ONLINE SUBMITTALS 

https://www.regulations.gov/
mailto:cti@conversiontechnology.com
http://www.conversiontechnology.com
https://epd.georgia.gov/npdes-industrial-storm-water-general-permits
https://epd.georgia.gov/npdes-industrial-storm-water-general-permits
https://epd.georgia.gov/water-quality-georgia
https://epd.georgia.gov/water-quality-georgia
https://www.conversiontechnology.com/new-georgia-multi-sector-industrial-storm-water-permit-issued/
https://www.conversiontechnology.com/new-georgia-multi-sector-industrial-storm-water-permit-issued/
https://geos.epd.georgia.gov/GA/GEOS/Public/GovEnt/Shared/Pages/Main/Login.aspx
https://geos.epd.georgia.gov/GA/GEOS/Public/GovEnt/Shared/Pages/Main/Login.aspx


COMPLIANCE MATTERS 
Summer 2019 

 
2190 N. Norcross Tucker Road Suite 202 

Norcross. GA 30071 
phone: 770-263-6330 

cti@conversiontechnology.com 
www.conversiontechnology.com COMPLIANCE MATTERS 

Summer 2019 

Page 1 conversiontechnology.com 

In This Issue:  
❑ Are Your Noise Monitoring Results Still Valid? 
❑ EPA Proposes NESHAP Amendments to Withdraw “Once In, Always In” Policy 

for MACT Standards 
❑ Georgia EPD to Increase Focus on Facility Online Submittals 

 

❑ CTI’s Brian Edwards has 

been appointed a Principal on 

the NFPA 664 - Wood and 

Cellulosic Materials 

Processing Committee 

❑ CTI's Jeff Davis is the 

alternate for the NFPA 61 - 

Standard for the Prevention 

of Fires and Dust Explosions 

in Agricultural and Food 

Processing Facilities 

committee. 

❑ The US EPA has proposed 

changes to the Plywood and 

Kiln Emission Standards. The 

comment period for these 

proposed changes ends on 

October 21, 2019. The US 

EPA has proposed changes 

to the Plywood and Kiln 

Emission Standards. The 

comment period for these 

proposed changes ends on 

October 21, 2019.  

The Occupational Safety and Health Administration 

(OSHA) requires all employees who are exposed to 

noise levels with a time-weighted average of 85-

decibels or more to be included in a hearing conserva-

tion program. These employees must receive audio-

grams on an annual basis to determine if they experi-

ence a certain level of hearing loss known as a 

“Standard Threshold Shift”. In addition, the facility 

must also evaluate feasible administrative or engi-

neering controls to reduce employee noise exposure 

for all employees who are exposed to noise levels at 

or above OSHA’s permissible exposure limit (PEL) of 

90-decibels.  If no additional controls are employed, 

then those employees exposed to noise levels above 

the OSHA PEL must wear hearing protectors. It is im-

portant to remember that, according to OSHA’s Hier-

archy of Controls, the use of PPE is the last step to 

reducing an employee’s exposure to high levels of 

noise, after engineering and administrative controls. 

 

In order to evaluate employee noise exposure, facili-

ties are required to conduct noise monitoring studies. 

These studies are conducted using sound meters or 

dosimeters that measure an employee’s average 

sound exposure. However, OSHA does not specify in 

29 CFR 1910.95 how often these monitoring studies 

must be conducted. Instead, the regulation states that 

“monitoring shall be repeated whenever a change in 

production, process, equipment or controls increases 

noise exposures to the extent that additional employ-

ees may be exposed at or above the action level or 

the attenuation provided by hearing protectors being 

used by employees may be rendered inadequate.” It 

is likely that your facility has conducted a noise study 

to identify employees to include in a hearing conser-

vation program, or to determine that noise levels are 

below the 85-decibel action level.  

 

How long ago were these studies performed, and are 

these results still valid? New machinery, re-location of 

equipment, facility layout changes, or building modifi-

ARE YOUR NOISE MONITORING RESULTS STILL VALID? 

cations can all affect employee noise exposure. Even 

if no machines have been added or modified, no 

changes have been made to production processes, 

normal wear and tear of machinery can gradually im-

pact employee noise exposure. On the other hand, if a 

facility has removed, relocated, or repaired equip-

ment, a noise study could verify that employees who 

were previously exposed to noise levels above the 

OSHA action level are no longer exposed to hazard-

ous noise levels, allowing the facility to cease imple-

mentation of a hearing conservation program for those 

employees.  

 

It is crucial to employee health to maintain accurate 

noise monitoring results over time to ensure that em-

ployees are not exposed to hazardous noise levels. 

This is why OSHA requires noise monitoring to be re-

peated if equipment is added, removed, relocated, or 

modified. Because of this, you should consider con-

ducting follow-up noise monitoring throughout your 

facility to ensure that your noise monitoring results are 

kept current.  

 

If you have any questions regarding conducting noise 

monitoring surveys throughout your facility, please 

contact CTI at (770) 263-6330. CTI is experienced 

with conducting facility noise and air quality monitor-

ing, and can also help with the implementation of en-

gineering or administrative controls to reduce employ-

ee exposure to noise or airborne contaminants. 
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