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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHIWGTOM, D.C. 20460
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UITICE CF
ENFORCEMENT AMD
CORPLIAMCE ASSURANCE

HEMORANDTN
SUBJECT: Dry Cleaner MACT - Compliance Alert

FROM: Brude Buckheit, Director 5 Feeid B ted dfeeid
air Enforcsment Division
pEfice of Begulatory Enforcament

Flliote Gilberg, birector L /M‘é?u;_»j

chemical, Commereidl Services and Municipal Divisieon
Office of Camppliance

T Rogionml Counsel, Regions I - X
regional Air Program Directors, Regicnz I - X

The office of 2ir Ouality Planning and Standards (OAQPE) has
informed OFCA of a situation that has arisen in zew= parts of the
United States regarding dry cleaners. Apparently, some dxy
cleaners in the Hew York City area and pechaps in seme other
parts of the country may have been eold Fanlty eguipment whilch
‘will not achieve compliance with the dry cleaner alr towics
(MACT) standard, 40 C.F.R., Part &3, Subpart M. '

& dry cleaners association has informed EPAX that these dry
cleaning machines cannet chill thelr refrigerated condensate down
to 45 degrees F, as reguired by Sukpart M, 40 C.F.R. 2sction
£3.323(a} (1}, but may =till achieve perchlorgethylene enizsion
reductions that are comparable to machines that meet the
standard. They claim that some of these machines can lowex the
condensate temperature to 50 degrees F while qther nachines can
only reach 55 degrees F. 2t this time, we are not surce 1f the
cause of the asserted problem 1= an inherent limitation in the
tectmology, a design defect of a particular manufacturer, or Some
sther problem that might be readily fiwed.

If the problem of non-¢empliance is an inherent limitation
of the technolegy, OAQPS may consider modifying the MACT standard
for these machines. BIPA would prefer not to revise the MACT if
this problem is limited. In determining the extent of the
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probler haadquarters is reguesting assistance from this dry
eleaning trade association and the hegions and

states, We would like to learn how many machines are iavelwed,
in what areas, and whether somethilng can be done te adjuost or
modify the nachines in the field so that they will achisve
compliance. As you conduct inspections or eompliance visits to
dry elsaniny facilities in your Region, we request that you
gather informatison on this issve, and that you ask your states ta
de the sane. Please gather information concerning the fasility's
ability to comply with Sectlon €3.323(a) (1), the model, vear, and
make of the machines, its locatison, e.g. city and state and the
address of the manufacturer, if avallable.

The dry cleaning trade association has said taat there is
widespread nencompliopoe vith the dyy cleaner MACT Ln many axess
of the gountry. If you find that a dry cleansr is in compliance
with all other previsions of the MACT except for £ziling to meet
the 45 degree requirement by § or 10 dedress, wes peguest Lhat you
identify these cases and disomss the matzer with this office and
pagPS befors bringing an enforcement action.

fhis iz not. a Mo Act-on Assurance or a suggestion that
ceppliance is not required. This memerandum creates nc righis
for regulated parties that are hot awprassed in the MAOP.  iny
guestions ehout this memorandum should be dirscted o Charles
tlarlow, AEDL, 202-584-108F or JFeyce Thandler, CCMED, 202-5&4-7073.
Infornation gatheresd on such noen-complying machines should be
forwarded te Jovee Chandier, Mall coda ai34h, Us Fra, 401 M &L
&W, Washington, D.C. 20460,

"¢o:  Regional alr Toxics Coordinators, Regions I - X
truoce Jordan, OAMEE
Doug Bell, OAQPE
Fred Porter, OLQPS
George Smizth, QAQFS






