


4.

GOOD CAUSE: Explain why your petition was not filed in sufficient time to issue the required public notice.
(Required only for Emergency and Interim Variances; see Attachment A, Item 4)

Not applicable — this petition does not seek an r::uu-.-:gency or Interim Variance. Rather, the petition seeks a regular variance
with sufficient time for required public notice.

Briefly describe thé type of business and processes at your facility.

The facility relevant to this variance petition is located at 43425 Business Park Drive in Temecula California (the “Facility") and operates as a contract ste.cwuon
provider.

Under contract with its customers, the Facility provides ethylene oxide ("EtO”) sterilization services for critical healthcare products. Approximately 110 medical device
manufacturers rely upon the Facility for sterilization services related to a broad range of products utilized in patient diagnosis, treatment, disease management, and
surgical intervention. Products sterilized at the Facility, for example, include devices used in cardiovascutar and structural heart procedures, orthopedic and trauma
reconstruction, minimally invasive and robotic surgery, electrophysiology and cardiac mapping, ophthalmology, vascular access, airway management, surgical
instrumentation, and single-use procedural kits. The demand for sterilization services needed to ensure an uninterrupted supply of sterilized medical devices to the
healthcare market is very high and, as a result, the Facility operates twenty-four hours a day, seven days a week.

EtO sterilization remains an essential sterilization modality within the medical device industry due to its ability to effectively sterilize products with complex geometries,
sensitive materials, and packaged configurations that may not be compatible with alternative sterilization methods. Estimates by the medical device industry indicate that
approximately 50 percent of all single-use medical devices requiring sterilization are processed using EtO. This includes many life-sustaining and life-saving medical
devices that are designed, tested, validated, and commercialized using EtO sterilization as an integral component of their manufacturing process. Consequently,
continued access to qualified EtO sterilization capacity is critical to the medical device supply chain and healthcare delivery system.

In addition to commercial sterilization processing, the Facility also supports customers throughout the product lifecycle by performing validation studies, engineering
(R&D) runs, process development activities, and requalification work necessary for product commercialization and to maintain regulatory compliance. These services are
often required to introduce new medical devices into the marketplace and to maintain existing product approvals. Interruption in the availability of EtO sterilization by the
Facility, therefore, could delay product launches, disrupt manufacturing schedules, and adversely affect product availability to patients.

There are a limited number of medical sterilization facilities servicing Southern Califomia. Building a facility requires substantial regulatory oversight and approvals,
including by the U.S. Food and Drug Administration. As a result, the service provided by the Facility cannot be supplemented within the timeframe requested for this
variance. Further, approximately 75 percent of the Facility's customers are validated by the Food & Drug Administration exclusively for stenlization services performed at
the Facility. As a result, many customers do not have a qualified alternative stenlization provider readily availabie. Even if an alternative provider were identified,
validating that provider for regulated products typically requires several months to a year. Consequently, due to limited aitematives for sterilization services and regulatory
requirements, the Facility's customers are unlikely to be able to transition to alternative sterilization services within the timeframe requested for this variance.
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14. Explain why it is beyond your reasonable control to comply with the rule(s) and/or permit condition(s). Provide
specific event(s) and date(s) of occurrence(s), if applicable.

Prior to identifying that the catalytic oxidizer was operating with a removal efficiency below the 99.99% standard, the Facility diligently conducted
ongoing maintenance of the pollution control system as discussed in response to Question No. 8. The catalytic oxidizer had also successfully
demonstrated compliance with the 99.99% removal efficiency requirement during the prior source test conducted in August 2025. There were no new
conditions or operational changes at the Facility indicating that the catalytic oxidizer would be unable to demonstrate the required performance during
subsequent testing in 2026.

On July 30, 2026, the Facility conducted a source test of the catalytic oxidizer (approximately two weeks in advance of the deadline specified by Rule
1405). The preliminary test results indicated that the unit did not meet the applicable performance requirement of 99.99% removal efficiency. Given the
successful August 2025 source test and the absence of known operational conditions indicating a performance deficiency, the July 30 results were
unexpected. Nonetheless, in response the Facility promptly initiated an evaiuation and took corrective action that was anticipated, based on the
information available at the time, to remedy the condition. Additional catalyst was installed, and the catalytic oxidizer was subsequently retested on
August 11, 2026.

When the August 11 source test failed to demonstrate compliance with the 99.99% removal efficiency requirement, the Facility promptly undertook more
extensive corrective action. This included replacing the catalyst in its entirety. A third source test was conducted on August 28, 2026. Despite these
actions, the August 28 source test again did not demonstrate the required performance of 99.99% removal efficiency.

The Facility has acted diligently and in good faith by instituting corrective action and promptly conducting additional source tests. Following each failed
test, the Facility evaluated the information available, implemented corrective measures reasonably anticipated to remedy the performance issue, and
conducted subsequent testing to evaluate the effectiveness of those measures. The persistence of the performance issue despite these multiple efforts,
including complete replacement of the catalyst, demonstrates that further technical evaluation is necessary to resolve the underlying cause or causes
affecting catalytic oxidizer performance and ensure that long-term operations will be in conformance with Rule 1405 and applicable Permit conditions.

The Facility is continuing that technical evaluation and has aiready taken additional affirmative measures, including ordering additional air poliution
control equipment to supplement the existing control system. This additional equipment goes beyond the air pollution control equipment required
pursuant to the Facility’s existing permit and reflects the Facility's commitment to implementing an effective and sustainable compliance solution.

Accordingly, the circumstances were beyond the Facility’s reasonable control because: (i) the catalytic oxidizer had previously demonstrated compliance
via a 2025 source test, (ii) routine maintenance was performed on the catalytic oxidizer during the year following the 2025 source test; (i} no new
conditions or operational changes at the Facility indicated that the catalytic oxidizer might fail the 2026 source test, (iv) the Facility could not have
reasonably anticipated the performance issue based on information available prior to the July 30, 2026, source test, and {v) upon identifying the
compliance issue, the Facility promptly communicated with Air District staff, undertook successive corrective actions that were reasonably anticipated to
remedy the condition, and conducted two additional source tests of the catalytic oxidizer.

15. When and how did you first become aware that you would not be in compliance with the rule(s) and/or permit
condition(s)? Provide specific event(s) and date(s) of occurrence(s).

Following the July 30, 2026, source test, the Facility became aware of a performance issue with the catalytic oxidizer. The
Facility conducted a controlled shutdown on August 2, 2026, to investigate the issue and implemented corrective actions
reasonably anticipated to remedy the condition.

Following implementation of the corrective actions, a second source test was conducted on August 11, 2026. The results
demonstrated that the corrective action had not resolved the performance issue. At that time, the Facility became aware
that the difficulty in achieving the required 99.99% removal efficiency for the catalytic oxidizer persisted and that additional
corrective actions would be necessary to ensure long-term compliance.

Itis notable, however, that the preliminary source test results indicate that the catalytic oxidizer is operating at a 99.92%
removal efficiency and that the facility-wide mass emission rate, specified by Permit Condition 9(B)(i) and Rule 1405(d)(1)
(D)(i), continues to be met as further discussed in response to Questions 20 and 21.
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16.

17.

List date(s) and action(s) you have taken since that time to achieve compliance. That the Petition Form HB-V, and
any related instructions, include requirement that the Petitioner include a timeline in suitable, chronological format
to address the events, dates, and actions called for by Questions 15 and 16, including the dates of
communication with the South Coast AQMD to notify them of the occurrence(s) giving rise to the requested
variance.

The following chronology summarizes the identification of the issue with the removal efficiency of the catalytic oxidizer and the actions undertaken by the Facility in response, including efforts to
expeditiously achieve compliance and communicate with staff at the South Coast AQMD:

July 30-31, 2026: The Facility was required to perform a source test by mid-August. A source test for the catalytic oxidizer was scheduled to proceed approximately two weeks in advance of that
deadline. Preliminary test results indicated that the removal efficiency for the catalytic oxidizer was below the required 99.99% standard. As a result, the test results did not demonstrate the
performance required by Rule 1405 or the Facility's Permit. The Facility notified South Coast AQMD on Juty 31, 2026 (Notification No. 898895). The Facility promptly initiated an investigation and
corrective actions, including a system shakedown, catalyst top-off, peak shaver water cleanup, and catalyst sample evaluation.

August 2-6, 2026: The Facility conducted a controlled shutdown to investigate the catalytic oxidizer performance issue and complete corrective actions.

August 6, 2026: The Facility communicated with South Coast AQMD staff (Peter Homsey) regarding the operational status of the Facility and catalytic oxidizer. Facility operations resumed
following completion of the initial investigation and corrective actions.

August 7, 2026: The Facility communicated with South Coast AQGMD staff regarding a schedule change for a second catalytic oxidizer source test.

August 11-12, 2026: The Facility conducted a second source test of the catalytic oxidizer on August 11, 2026. The preliminary results indicated that the initial corrective actions had not resolved
the performance issue because the catalytic oxidizer continued to operate below 99.99% removal efficiency. The Facility notified South Coast AQMD staff of the results on August 12, 2026
{Naotification No. 900515). The Facility proceeded with additional corrective actions, including procurement of 27 barrels of replacement catalyst for a complete catalyst replacement and additional
peak shaver water cleanup.

August 16-21, 2026: The Facility conducted another controlled shutdown to implement the additional corrective actions, including complete replacement of the catalyst. Facility operations
resumed on August 21, 2026

August 27-28, 2026: The Facility conducted a third source test of the catalytic oxidizer following the complete catalyst replacement. The preliminary test results continued to indicate that the
corrective actions had not resolved the performance issue because the catalytic oxidizer continued to operate below 99.99% removal efficiency. The Facility notified South Coast AQMD staff on
August 28, 2026.

Following the August 28, 2026 Source Test: The Facility continued its technical evaluation and initiated the purchase of additional dry-bed polishing equipment to supplement the existing catalytic
oxidizer control system

September 1, 2026: The Facility communicated with South Coast AQMD staff (Peter Homsey) regarding the catalytic oxidizer performance issue and processing reductions associated with
ongoing corrective action efforts

September 2, 2026: The Facility communicated with South Coast AQMD staff (Dana Maxie) about corrective action efforts and the intention to pursue a variance.

September 3, 2026: Tom Boer, outside counsel for STERIS, spoke by phone with Mary Reichert, Senior Deputy District Counsel, about the compliance status of the Facility, ongoing corrective
action efforts, and the anticipated need for a variance.

What would be the harm to your business during and/or after the period of the variance if the variance were not
granted?

Economic losses: $ Approximately $1.6 million/month

Number of employees laid off (if any): Up to 30, depending on duration of shut down

Provide detailed information regarding economic losses, if any, (anticipated business closure, breach of contracts,
hardship on customers, layoffs, and/or similar impacts).

If the Facility were required to shut down, the Company would lose approximately $1.6 million per month of revenue.

The Facility has approximately 30 employees across operations, quality assurance, maintenance, validation services,
customer support, and administrative functions. These employees possess specialized knowledge and experience related to
sterilization operations, quality systems, regulatory compliance, validation activities, and customer-specific processing
requirements. Prolonged interruption in operations could adversely affect workforce stability, employee retention, and the
preservation of specialized technical expertise developed through years of operational experience. Loss of this expertise
could affect the Facility's operational readiness and its ability to continue supporting Customer requirements.
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21.

22.

20.

Show calculations used to estimate quantities in No. 19, or explain why there will be no excess
emissions.

Preliminary resuits from the three recent source tests of the catalytic oxidizer and dry veu scrubbers, cunuucted under
normal operating conditions in July and August, demonstrated that emissions were only 56 percent of the Rule 1405 pounds
per hour emission limit (i.e., preliminary results show an average emission rate of 0.0083 pounds per hour of EtO as
measured against a limit of 0.015 pounds per hour specified by Rule 1405 and permit conditions). As such, the Facility does

not anticipate excess emissions, beyond the facility-wide mass emission rate specified by Permit Condition 9(B)(i) and Rule
1405(d)(1)(D)(i) during the variance period.

Explain how you plan to reduce (mitigate) excess emissions during the variance period to the maximum extent
feasible, or why reductions are not feasible.

Preliminary results from the three recent source tests, conducted under normal operating conditions in July and August,
confirmed that the facility-wide mass emission rate was below 0.015 pounds of EtO per hour (Ibs/hr) in compliance with
Permit Condition 9(B)(i) and Rule 1405(d)(1)(D)(i) requirements. Although the preliminary results indicated that the removal
efficiency of the catalytic oxidizer was below the required 99.99%, the catalytic oxidizer was still operating with a removal
efficiency of approximately 99.92%. Therefore, the Facility does not anticipate any excess emissions — above the mandated

facility-wide mass emission rate — during the variance period. As such, the Facility has not identified a need to further
reduce emissions during the variance period.

How do you plan to monitor or quantify emission levels from the equipment or activity(s) during the variance
period, and to make such records available to the District? Any proposed monitoring does not relieve
RECLAIM facilities from applicable missing data requirements.

The racility is required to conduct monthly mobile monitoring for EtO pursuant to Rule 1405(d)(7). More than thirty (30)
monthly monitoring events, conducted between February 2024 and August 2026, have identified no EtO concentrations at
levels triggering a requirement for grab sample collection. The most recent monthly mobile monitoring, conducted on August
28, 2026, had an average concentration of EtO of 1.06 ppb with a standard deviation of 0.85 ppb.
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23.

24.

The Facility will continue to conduct monthly mobile monitoring in compliance with Rule 1405(d)(7). If deemed necessary to
demonstrate that EtO emissions are not elevated beyond the Facility’s property boundary, the Facility is prepared to discuss
conducting an additional one or two rounds of mobile monitoring, during the variance period, with Air District staff.

How do you intend to achieve compliance with the rule(s) and/or permit condition(s)? Include a detailed
description of any equipment to be installed, modifications or process changes to be made, permit conditions
to be amended, etc., dates by which the actions will be completed, and an estimate of total costs.

The Facility has initiated a comprehensive technical evaluation of the catalytic oxidizer and associated systems to identify
and implement necessary measures to achieve compliance with applicable performance requirements specified in Rule
1405 and the Permit. This evaluation includes assessment of the heat exchanger; pressure, temperature, and airflow
across the catalyst bed; gasket condition; leak and dye testing of associated infrastructure; and evaluation of the peak
shaver system, including capacity, automated flushing, and potential chiller installation.

In parailel with this evaluation, the Facility has already purchased supplemental dry-bed polishing equipment to be
incorporated into the catalytic oxidizer exhaust system as an additional stage of air pollution control. Engineering design for
the supplemental dry-bed system is anticipated to occur during September 2026. Installation will require a permit
modification from South Coast AQMD. The Facility will submit the required permit modification application and will proceed
with installation in accordance with applicable South Coast AQMD permitting requirements.

In addition, the Facility is evaluating modifications to the catalytic oxidizer catalyst trays. Additional abatement trays have
already been ordered, with filling and installation anticipated during November 2026.

The ongoing technical evaluation may identify additional equipment modifications, operational changes, or other corrective
measures.

State the date you are requesting the variance to begin; October 20, 2026 ; and the date by
which you expect to achieve final compliance: No later than March 31, 2027

If the regular variance is to extend beyond one year, you must include a Schedule of Increments of Progress,
specifying dates or time increments for steps needed to achieve compliance. See South Coast AQMD Rule 102
for definition of Increments of Progress (see Attachment A, ltem 24, Example #3).

List Increments of Progress here:
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25.

The Facility has identified four project phases necessary for the catalytic oxidizer to achieve the required 99.99% removal
efficiency: (i) Engineering / Design, (ii) Procurement, (iii) Permitting / Approvals (for the additional pollution control
equipment to be installed at the Facility), and (iv) Implementation / Compliance. Work has already begun, including on the
engineering / design work and procurement, as noted in response to Question 23, with the ordering of some required
equipment. Exhibit 4 to this Variance Petition is a Gantt Chart identifying the anticipated project schedule based upon
current available information and reasonable estimates for the required phases. Because the variance is not requested to
extend beyond one year, a Schedule of Increments of Progress is not included.

List the names of any South Coast AQMD personnel with whom facility representatives have had contact
concerning this variance petition or any related Notice of Violation or Notice to Comply.

Mary Reichert — Senior Deputy District Counsel, Ext. 2575; Peter Homsey - Air Quality Inspector, Compliance and
Enforcement, Ext. 3084; Dana Maxie - Sr Air Quality Engineer, Source Test Engineering, Ext. 2274; Colin Eckerle - Sr Air
Quality Engineer, Source Test Engineering, Ext. 2476; Bill Welch - Manager, Source Test Engineering Monitoring &
Analysis Division, Ext. 2243

26.

If the petition was completed by someone other than the petitioner, please provide their name and title below.

The Petition was prepared by the Company, including Earl Marcum, Senior Environmental Compliance Manager and Sara Lupfer,
Environmental Compliance Manager, with the assistance of outside counsel (J. Tom Boer, Partner at Hogan Lovells Cadwalader US LLP).

The undersigned, under penalty of perjury, states that the above petition, including attachments and the items
therein set forth, is true and correct.

Executed on Sentemher 11, 2026 , at Temecula , California
Eva Mejia
Signature - - Print Name

Title: Plant Manager

27.

THIS SECTION IS FOR SMALL BUSINESSES ONLY

SMALL BUSINESS ELIGIBILHTY and TABLE Ill SCHEDULE A FEES: To be eligible for reduced fees for
small businesses, individuals, or entities meeting small business gross receipts criterion [see District
Rule 303(h)], you must complete the following:

Declaration For Reduced Fee Eligibility

1. The petitioner is
a) Ll an individual, or
b) L] an officer, partner or owner of the petitioner herein, or a duly authorized agent of the petitioner
authorized to make the representations set forth herein.

If you selected 1a, above, skip item 2.

2. The petitioner is
a) _| abusiness that meets the following definition of Small Business as set forth in District Rule 102:

[YOU MAY ATTACH ADDITIONAL PAGES IF NECESSARY] PAGE 10 0F 12




SMALL BUSINESS means a business which is independently owned and operated and meets the
following criteria, or if affiliated with another concern, the combined activities of both concerns shall meet
these criteria:

(a) the number of employees is 10 or less; AND

(b) the total gross annual receipts are $500,000 or less or
(iii) the facility is a not-for-profit training center.
-OR-

b) LI an entity with total gross annual receipts of $500,000 or less.

3. Therefore, | believe the petitioner qualifies for reduced fees for purpose of filing fees and excess emission

fee calculations, in accordance with Rule 303(h).

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on , at , California
Signature Print Name
Title
ATTACHMENT A
ITEM 1

Type of Variance Requested:

(@)

(©)

SHORT: If compliance with South Coast AQMD rule(s) can be achieved in 90 days or less, request a
short variance. (Hearing will be held approximately 21 days from date of filing--10-day posted notice
required.)

REGULAR: If compliance with South Coast AQMD rule(s) will take more than 90 days, request a
regular variance. If the variance request will extend beyond one year, you must include a specific
detailed schedule of increments of progress [see Page 8, No. 24] under which you will achieve final
compliance. (Hearing will be held approximately 45 days from date of filing--30-day published notice
required.)

EMERGENCY: If non-compliance is the result of an unforeseen emergency, such as a sudden
equipment breakdown, power failure, or accidental fire, you may request an emergency variance.

You may request an ex parte emergency variance in addition to an emergency variance. An emergency
variance cannot be granted for more than 30 days. (Hearing will be held within 2 working days from
the date of filing, whenever possible, excluding Mondays, weekends, and holidays.) If you request an
emergency variance, you must answer No. 4 on page 1.

EX PARTE EMERGENCY: If variance coverage is required on a weekend or when the Board is not

in session, and you cannot wait until an emergency variance hearing can be held, you may request

an ex parte emergency variance. An ex parte emergency variance will be granted or denied solely

on the information contained in the petition and the South Coast AQMD's response to the petition. Under
most circumstances, an ex parte emergency variance will remain in effect only until a hearing can be
held. If you request an ex parte variance, you must answer No. 4 on page 1.

INTERIM: If you require immediate relief (other than for emergencies) to cover the time until a short or
regular variance hearing can be held, request an interim variance. If you request an interim variance, you
must also request a short or a regular variance on the same petition. (Hearing will be held approximately
2 working days from date of filing, whenever possible, excluding Mondays, weekends and holidays.) If
you request an interim variance, you must answer No. 4 on page 1.
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English

“If you require a language interpreter in order to participate in the hearing, contact the
Clerk of the Board at least five (5) calendar days before your hearing at 909-396-2500 or
by e-mail ai Specify the case name and number, hearing date,
and the language for which yor ~»e requesting an interpreter.”

Farsi

O o jlad Ja i il pdida by, pladiead a5 B can gl S0 (8) 7k S8 22 b j0a Sl aa e dy g laiad Acala 53 S ) S
G O ekl g 0aig g pli L2 8y Gula Al Ly (S 5 300 Al Al s L 2500-396-909
A e |t ) el g 3 0 sia 5\)5“\)&\-}5\,&@\“1@

Arabic

-2500 ista Lo oL (5) dasads £lain) dels 30 o0 L LaSaal] QTS T i3 casssdf dealn (4 A Lialf JaT yo o3 sia) dala 4 ciis 13"

e g XY 4100 of 909 -3 A L5 A AL g i) e ) g usalll) aF g pus] it
"-WP?J:‘

Armenian

“Muybnmupiut dwuGwlgkim funfup, tpt pupqdwiy) puplpt mikbtwup, Culupwi dkp
miydnpmpmip, wibluph:l e (B) opugnygwihl ophg wnwy lauwplbp MullOuleiph
puma=~—t flm AAG_204_9RAA Amwhmufhadupm) ud Eble' Gurdwlgn] Kaalyug
hungh Lobp qmpdh wimdd L Mudwnd, mAyGnpmpiwd

pjuip Swlly bp gutly-"—yg”

Vietnames
e

1 Xr g — . 1 vy . B ~r =7
“Néu quy vi can thong Dich vien cho budi dieu tran, xin vui long dién-thoai cho Thuw Ky Héi Pung
tai s6 909-396-2500 tré nhat la nam I51 naav. khéna tinh hai nady Thir Bay va Chi Nhat, treéc budi
diéu tran hoic givi dién thw dér Nh& ghi rd tén va s6 hd so, ngay
diéu trin, va ngén ng® quy vj ¢

Chinese

I SRR B AR DR B gssa sy, satrRiimaam i 2RI R BEHBH) 74
ZER1909-396-25008 25 5 1 H4-2

BRI A BRI H AR IR I - HI4A A AT RS, R 0O,
ﬁ FRERE,

VAR AR SR HY

Japanese

PNEE (67 V7)) ZBNT5H729
IZHEH ) (Clerk of the Board)
909-396-2500, e~ A —/L TP ZTHEKIL
FTEBEWLET, OB, £44 (case name) & EV &5 (case number) .
E7 U 7O, MIRNVEREFREFELTTIN,

ERBLE GG, D7 L BBHATE T
G TZEV, HERET O THHHE

L;

Korean

wakok Azl A3t FeEo] A F93r] & SYAL DA HE,

AEd 59 A7A 71BEM Y A7) A 909-396-2500L0.2 A eEIAIA Y,
2 d% A L.

E90| WRBHA ALHY o|F, A, 183 Ao E FEsA ¢L3

FAA L.

Spanish

Si usted requiere un intérprete para poder participar en la audiencia, favor de comunicarse
con el Secretario de la Junta cuando menos cinco (5) dias habiles antes de su audiencia al
teléfono (909) 396-2500 6 por correo electronico a Especifique
el nombre y el numero de su causa, la fecha de la audiencia y el 1dioma del cual esta
solicitando el intérprete.

Tagalog

"Kung kailangan ninyo nang interpreter sa Pilipino para makasali kayo sa pagdinig sa kaso, tumawag lang
po kava sa Clerk of the Rnard «3 numero 909-396-2500 or kung hindi mag-email kayo sa

emai Kailangan na tumawag kayo sa loob nang limang araw (5 days) bago ang
inyony neanng uate at ioigay and inyong pangalan at case number, araw nang inyong pagdinig sa kaso at
inyong gusto na may lenguahe na interpret~-"

Thai

wnAmgeansanlunsiuate Wiesedii ssanhetaies D dureuiufuaa teedeseiueiing 909-396-2500 sietene-maild

: . & 4 .
clerkofboard@aqmd.gov Tiuanfeuavwneianuesns wiaaisiunanlunsTua uarssyn wiiiAueiean 18y
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Preventive Maintenance Work

Task(s) to be completed

2026 Annual Abator rwi vvork Order

Replacing belts, filters, UV scanner and greasing
bearings

Monthly Abator PM

Lubricate catalytic oxidizer blower bearings, inspect
main blower for any unusual noises and signs of wear
or vibration

Inspect combustion blower for any unusual noises
and signs of wear or vibration

Record Dwyer Magnehelic Gauge (PDI111A) reading
at the catalyst bed inlet

Record Dwyer Magnehelic Gauge (PDI111B) reading
at the catalyst bed outlet

Semiannual PM Abator
Themocouple Probe Change Out

Install the replacement thermocouple probe and
record the probe number indicated on the tag

Record the certification expiration date for the
thermocouple probe

Annual Peak Shaver PM

Grease motors, inspect spray head for proper
alignment, visually inspect demister pad for any signs
of excessive polymerized glycol buildup, inspect
spark arrestors and clean if needed

Monthly Peak Shaver PM

Inspect blower for any unusual noises and signs of
wear or vibration

Add 12 oz of de-foaming agent to peak shaver sump
Record recirculation water gallons per minute reading

Inspect recirculation pump for any unusual noises
and signs of wear or vibration

Inspect the recirculation PVC piping for leaks

Record recirculation water pressure in PSI
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