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TO:  Interested Parties / Applicant 
 
DATE:  October 21, 2011 
 
RE:  Metal Technologies Auburn, LLC / 033 - 30795I - 00042    
 
FROM:    Matthew Stuckey, Branch Chief 
  Permits Branch 

   Office of Air Quality 
 

Notice of Decision:  Approval - Effective Immediately 
 

Please be advised that on behalf of the Commissioner of the Department of Environmental Management, 
I have issued a decision regarding the enclosed matter.  Pursuant to IC 13-15-5-3, this permit is effective 
immediately, unless a petition for stay of effectiveness is filed and granted according to IC 13-15-6-3, and 
may be revoked or modified in accordance with the provisions of IC 13-15-7-1. 
 
If you wish to challenge this decision, IC 4-21.5-3 and IC 13-15-6-1 require that you file a petition for 
administrative review. This petition may include a request for stay of effectiveness and must be submitted 
to the Office of Environmental Adjudication, 100 North Senate Avenue, Government Center North, Suite 
N 501E,  Indianapolis, IN 46204, within eighteen (18) calendar days of the mailing of this notice.  The 
filing of a petition for administrative review is complete on the earliest of the following dates that apply to 
the filing:  
(1)  the date the document is delivered to the Office of Environmental Adjudication (OEA); 
(2) the date of the postmark on the envelope containing the document, if the document is mailed to 

OEA by U.S. mail; or 
(3) The date on which the document is deposited with a private carrier, as shown by receipt issued 

by the carrier, if the document is sent to the OEA by private carrier. 
 
The petition must include facts demonstrating that you are either the applicant, a person aggrieved or 
adversely affected by the decision or otherwise entitled to review by law.  Please identify the permit, 
decision, or other order for which you seek review by permit number, name of the applicant, location, date 
of this notice and all of the following:  
(1)  the name and address of the person making the request; 
(2)  the interest of the person making the request; 
(3)  identification of any persons represented by the person making the request; 
(4)  the reasons, with particularity, for the request; 
(5)  the issues, with particularity, proposed for considerations at any hearing; and 
(6) identification of the terms and conditions which, in the judgment of the person making the 

request, would be appropriate in the case in question to satisfy the requirements of the law 
governing documents of the type issued by the Commissioner. 

 
If you have technical questions regarding the enclosed documents, please contact the Office of Air 
Quality, Permits Branch at (317) 233-0178.  Callers from within Indiana may call toll-free at 1-800-451-
6027, ext. 3-0178. 

Enclosures 
FNPER.dot12/03/07 
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Indiana Department of Environmental Management 
Office of Air Management 

 
Interim Significant Permit Revision / Significant Source Modification Evaluation Sheet 

 

Company Name: Metal Technologies Auburn 

Location: 1537 West Auburn Dr, Auburn, IN 46706 Permit No: 033-30795i-00042 

Permit Reviewer: Ghassan Shalabi Date Receipt of Application: 8/26/2011 

 Date of review: 8/31/2011 

Description of the interim construction: Replacing existing Eircich sand mixers with 4 new 
Simpson 100B-250 sand muller 

Public Notice Period = 9/22/2011 to 10/05/2011 

Public Notice Date + 3 days = 17 days = 10/08/2011 
 
Interim Petition Applicability: 326 IAC 2-13-1 

(a) Existing Source with valid permit; 

(b) Exemptions: 

(1) construction of a PSD source or PSD modification; 

(2) construction or modification in nonattainment area that would emit those 
pollutants for which the nonattainment designation is based.  

(3) any modification subject to 326 IAC 2-4.1. 

(c) Public notice comment period is 14 calendar days. 

Instructions: Check (  ) appropriate answers and make a recommendation. 

1. Did the applicant submit a written petition for an interim significant permit revision or significant 
source modification? 

 Yes Go to question 2. 
 No Ignore verbal request. 

 
2. Did the applicant pay the applicable interim permit fee? $625 for TV, FESOP, and SSOA.  $500 

for MSOP.  

 Yes Go to question 3.  
 No Deny the application, pursuant to 326 IAC 2-13-1(c)(1). 

 
Comments:        
 

3. Did the applicant state acceptance of federal enforceability of an interim significant permit revision 
or significant source modification? 

 Yes Go to question 4. 
 No Deny the application, pursuant to 326 IAC 2-13-1(c)(2)(D). 

 
4. Did the applicant or its authorized agent sign the application? 

 Yes Go to question 5. 
 No Deny the application, pursuant to 326 IAC 2-13-1(c)(2)(E). 
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5. Did the applicant submit a notarized affidavit stating that the applicant will proceed at its own risk 
(if the interim significant permit revision or significant source modification is issued), including, but 
not limited to: 

(a) Financial risk, 

(b) Risk that additional emission controls may be required, 

(c) Risk that the final significant permit revision or significant source modification may be 
denied. 

 Yes Go to question 6. 
 No Deny the application, pursuant to 326 IAC 2-13-1(c)(2)(F). 

 
6. Did the applicant begin construction prior to submitting the interim significant permit revision or 

significant source modification application? 

 Yes Deny the application, pursuant to 326 IAC 2-13-1(h)(6). 
 No Go to question 7. 

 
7. What is the type of the interim construction? 

 New Source Deny the application, pursuant to 326 IAC 2-13-1(a) 
 Modification to an existing source Go to question 8. 

 
8. Did the applicant present data in the interim significant permit revision or significant source 

modification that is sufficient to determine PSD, NSPS, NESHAP, and state rule compliance? 

 Yes Go to question 9. 
 No Deny the application pursuant to: 

326 IAC 2-13-1(c)(2)(B), for PSD; 
326 IAC 2-13-1(c)(2)(C), for NSPS or NESHAP; 
326 IAC 2-13-1(c)(2)(C), for state rules. 
 

9. Is the proposed modification to be located in a nonattainment area? 

 Yes Go to question 10. 
 No Go to question 11. 

 
County: DeKalb County 
 
Comments:        
 

10. Will the proposed modification emit the pollutant for which the area is nonattainment in quantities 
greater than the significant levels? 

 Yes Deny the application, pursuant to 326 IAC 2-13-1(a)(2). 
 No Go to question 11. 

 
11. Did the petition include a complete description of the process? 

 Yes Go to question 12. 
 No Deny the petition, pursuant to 326 IAC 2-13-1(c)(2). 

 
12. Did the interim significant permit revision or significant source modification petition contain 

conditions accepting either emission controls (baghouse, afterburners, scrubbers, etc.) or 
enforceable limits or other suitable restriction to avoid PSD applicability; as well as control 
parameters (incinerator operating temperature, baghouse pressure drop, etc.)?  The specific 
limits must be explicitly spelled out (i.e.: The gas consumption of the boiler shall not exceed 29 
million cubic feet per month.)  A statement such as that the company agrees to conditions such 
that PSD rules are not applicable is not acceptable. 

 Yes Go to question 13. 
 No Deny the application, pursuant to 326 IAC 2-13-1(c)(2)(B). 
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13. Do the emission controls and/or throughput limits prevent PSD applicability? 

 Yes Go to question 14. 
 No Deny the application, pursuant to 326 IAC 2-13-1(c)(2)(B). 

 
14. Will the modification, after application of all emission controls and/or throughput limitations 

comply with all applicable New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) (40 CFR 60)? 

 Yes Go to question 15. 
 No Deny the application, pursuant to 326 IAC 2-13-1(c)(2)(C). 

NA 
15. Will the modification, after application of all emission controls and/or throughput limitations 

comply with all applicable National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP)? 

 Yes Go to question 16. 
 No Deny the application, pursuant to 326 IAC 2-13-1(c)(2)(C). 

NA 
16. Will the modification, after application of all emission controls and/or throughput limitations, 

comply with all applicable state rules? 

 Yes Go to question 17. 
 No Deny the application, pursuant to 326 IAC 2-13-1(c)(2)(C). 

 
17. Does the applicant dispute applicability of any applicable state or federal rule? 

 Yes Deny the application, pursuant to 326 IAC 2-13-1(c)(2)(C). 
 No Go to question 18. 

 
18. Is there good reason to believe that the applicant does not intend to construct in accordance with 

the interim significant permit revision or significant source modification petition? 

 Yes Deny the application, pursuant to 326 IAC 2-13-1(h)(1). 
 No Go to question 19. 

 
19. Is there good reason to believe that information in the petition has been falsified? 

 Yes Deny the application, pursuant to 326 IAC 2-13-1(h)(7). 
 No Approve the interim significant permit revision or significant source 

modification petition. 
 

20. Has the petition been adequately public noticed?  A proof of publication copy is necessary. 

 Yes Go to question 21. 
 No Deny the application, pursuant to 326 IAC 2-13-1(e). 

 
Newspaper: The Star  
 
Date of publication:  09/22/2011  
 

21. Were comments received within seventeen (17) days after the public notice of the interim 
significant permit revision or significant source modification? 

(14 calendar days for comment period + 3 working days for mailing) 

 Yes Evaluate the comments received, and make a recommendation. 
 No Issue the final interim significant permit revision or significant source 

modification approval. 
 
Comments:        
 
        
 

Recommendation: Approve petition  
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Date the applicant was informed of the decision:        
 
Method of informing the applicant:        

























































































    INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT 

      OFFICE OF AIR QUALITY 

PETITION FOR INTERIM SIGNIFICANT PERMIT REVISION, SIGNIFICANT SOURCE 

MODIFICATION, MINOR PERMIT REVISION, OR MINOR SOURCE MODIFICATION 

Source Name:   Metal Technologies Auburn, LLc 

Source Address:  1537 West Auburn Drive, Auburn, Indiana 46706 

Mailing Address:  Same 

SIC/NAICS Code:  3321/331511 

Description of the Operation or Equipment: 

MTI Auburn wishes to install 4 new sand mullors (Simpson 100B‐250 Speedmullers) to replace the 

existing 4 Eirich sand mixers currently in place that supply the sand to our 4 DISA molding machines.  

The proposed mixers are more energy efficient and utilize a different mixing and blending process called 

“mulling” that allows us to have better control of the sand, produce superior sand mixture and thus 

better casting quality.   

The proposed Simpson mullers maximum production rate is determined to be 75 tons per hour each and 

will controlled by the existing baghouse DC‐1, exhausting to stack S‐1 and a second, new baghouse DC‐

10 which will exhaust to stack S‐10 

The current four Eirich mixers and sand handling system (EU1a) in our MTA Auburn plant are rated at a 

nominal capacity of 220 tons per hour and a maximum capacity of 250 tons per hour (language in the 

existing permit).  This sand handling system (EU1a) should be described as follows: 

1. Metals separation (DC‐5) 

2. Sand multi‐cooler  (DC‐5) 

3. Return Sand Conveyors (no real collection) 

4. Return Sand Distribution Conveyor (DC‐1) 

5. (4) 250 ton Return Sand Storage Bins (DC‐1) 

6. (4) Eirich Sand Mixers rated at 62.5 tons per hour each and  (DC‐1 ) 

The sand handling system is currently controlled by dust collectors DC‐1 and DC‐5 as shown above. 

 

 

 



The new sand system would be described as: 

1. Metals separation (DC‐5) 

2. Sand multi‐cooler  (DC‐5) 

3. Return Sand Conveyors (no real collection) 

4. Return Sand Distribution Conveyor (DC‐1) 

5. (4) 250 ton Return Sand Storage Bins (DC‐1) 

6. (4) Eirich Sand Mixers rated at 75 tons per hour each and  (DC‐1 and DC‐10) 

Metal Technologies Inc – Auburn is a major source as defined by 326 IAC 2‐7‐1.   

PSD Requirements: 

MTI is located in Dekalb County which is considered attainment for all criteria pollutants.  Only 

emissions from the proposed source were considered when determining PSD applicability.  MTI is a 

major stationary source and currently has a part 70 operating permit.  Since the estimated allowable 

emissions from the proposed installation will be less than 25 TPY for PM, less than 15 TPY for PM10, less 

than 10 TPY for PM2.5, less than 100 TPY for CO and less than 40 TPY for VOC, PSD regulations are not 

applicable to the proposed installation. 

In order that PSD not be applicable the new baghouse (DC‐10) and the existing baghouse (DC‐1) will be 

in operation at all times that the new mullers and the sand system are in operation. 

The existing Eirich sand mixers have a maximum capacity of 250 tons per hour for four machines or 62.5 

tons per hour per machine.  The new mullers will have a capacity of 75 tons per hour each and will have 

emissions controlled by a pulse‐jet bag house at all times while in operation.  In order that we not have 

to apply the requirements of PSD we will apply the Actual to Projected Actual test in 326 IAC 2‐2‐2 (d)(3) 

and show that the source will not be major for Prevention of Significant Deterioration under 326 IAC 2‐

2‐1. 

Potential to Emit calculations: 

Our current Eirich sand mixers are rated at 62.5 tons of sand per hour each, which totals 250 tons per 

hour maximum.  AP‐42 has established a PM emission factor of 3.6#/ton of sand processed for the “sand 

handling system”.  If we assume that our dust collection system air flows are a reasonable estimation of 

the amount of particulate collected from the various parts of our “sand handling system” then we might 

further break down the AP‐42 particulate emission factor as follows: 

1. Metals separation and multicooler – 17,180 cfm 

2. Return Sand Conveyors  ‐        0 

3. Return Sand Distribution Conveyor ‐  11,033 cfm 

4. Misc. System Collection   3669 crm   

5. (4) 250 ton Sand Mixers     10,500 cfm 

6. Total           42382 cfm 



The current Eirich mixers would then contribute (10,500/42382) x 3.6 #/ton sand  = .892 #/ton sand PM.  

We can calculate the current PTE by assuming the uncontrolled emissions from the mixer to be .892 

#/ton of sand and the current maximum production to be 250 tons per hour (62.5 tons/hour x 4 mixers).   

.892 #/ton x 250 ton/hour = 223 #/hour 

223 #/hour x 8760 hour/year = 976.74 tons per year PM 

Present PM10 may be calculated as:  15% of PM or 976.74 tons x .15 = 146.5 tons per year 

Present PM 2.5 may be calculated as: 15% of PM or 976.74 x .15 = 146.5 tons per year 

Our future potential to emit may be calculated as follows: 

PM uncontrolled = .892 #/ton x 300 ton/hr x 8760 hr/yr = 1172 ton/yr  

PM 10 uncontrolled = .134 #/ton x 300 ton/hr x 8760 hr/yr = 176 ton/yr 

PM 2.5 uncontrolled = .134 #/ton x 300 ton/hr x 8760 hr/yr = 176 ton/yr 

The PTE of the modification is  greater than 25 tons per year for all three contaminants and is therefore 

subject to 326 IAC 2‐7‐10.5 (f)(4). 

The total iron output of our production facility for the past two years is shown in the table below.  Our 

sand production may be estimated as 5 times the iron production. 

  

Metal Technologies Auburn  
Monthly Rolling Totals (Total Iron) 

Limit is 220,000 Tons per 12-Month Period 

 
Tons Melted 

 

Previous 11 
mo. 

12-Month 
Tons % of Limit 

Jun-09 12,003 0 12,003 5.46%
Jul-09 9,217 12,003 21,220

Aug-09 11,619 21,220 32,839
Sep-09 13,594 32,839 46,433 21.11%
Oct-09 15,011 46,433 61,444
Nov-09 13,670 61,444 75,114
Dec-09 11,679 75,114 86,793 39.45%
Jan-10 14,442 86,793 101,235
Feb-10 14,415 101,235 115,650
Mar-10 16,058 115,650 131,708 59.87%
Apr-10 15,042 131,708 146,750 66.70%

May-10 15,582 146,750 162,332 73.79%
Jun-10 15,925 150,329 166,254 75.57%
Jul-10 14,616 157,037 171,653 78.02%



Aug-10 17,454 160,034 177,488 80.68%
Sep-10 11,075 163,894 174,969 79.53%
Oct-10 14,864 159,958 174,822 79.46%
Nov-10 14,063 161,152 175,215 79.64%
Dec-10 13,865 163,536 177,401 80.64%
Jan-11 17,350 162,959 180,309 81.96%
Feb-11 15,876 165,894 181,770 82.62%
Mar-11 17,985 165,712 183,697 83.50%
Apr-11 13,771 168,655 182,426 82.92%

May-11 15,964 166,844 182,808 83.09%
Jun-11 13,486 166,883 180,369 81.99%

Average 14,345 
Total 372,971 

  

The iron production at MTI‐Auburn is constrained by melt capacity, mold capacity and cooling line 

length among other things.  The improvements to the sand system do not in any way increase our ability 

to make more product.  They simply improve the efficiency and the quality of the product.  The only way 

that we would have to increase capacity is to increase the number of production days per year.  Our 

production days for any running 12 month period over the past two years have ranged between 274 and 

306 days.  Our average annual production for the last two years is 186,485.5 tons of iron per year. 

Calculate past actual emissions  

186,485.5 tons of iron x 5 ton sand/ton iron x .892 #PM/ton sand  = 415.86 tons PM 

PM10 would be 415.86 ton/yr x .15 = 62.38 tons per yr. 

PM 2.5 would be 415.86 ton/yr x .15 =62.38 tons per yr.  

 Calculate Proposed Future Emissions 

If we assume that we might be able to add 15 days of production to our MTI‐Auburn facility then we 

might calculate our future emissions as:  

315 days per year = ((315/365) x8760 x 111.5 #/hr)/2000 = 421.47 tons PM in a year’s time, or a 

potential increase of 421.47‐401.4 =20.07 tons of PM. 

PM10 emissions would be 421.47 ton/yr x .15 = 63.2 tons/yr 

PM2.5 emissions would be 421.47 ton/yr x .15 = 63.2 ton/yr 

The net change in emissions would then be: 

PM = 421.47‐415.86 = 5.61 ton/yr which is less than PSD significant level of 25 ton/yr 

PM10 = 63.2 – 62.38 = .82 ton/ yr and is less than PSD significant level of 15 tons/yr 

PM2.5 = 63.2 ‐62.38 = .82 ton/yr and is less than PSD significant level of 10 tons/yr 



Since the actual to projected actual emissions are less than the PSD significant levels the modification is 

not major for PSD.  We will keep records to show that that is in fact the case.  PSD requirements do not 

apply. 

Total iron/sand throughput would not increase, nor would our ductile iron/sand throughput.   

Limits of 750 tons per day and 220,000 tons per year total and the 95000 tons per year of ductile iron 

would all remain in place.  

 

 

NSPS Requirements: 

There is no applicable NSPS rule applicable to this modification. 

NESHAP Requirements: 

There is no change in any of the NESHAP requirements as  a result of this modification. 

State Rules & Requirements: 

The following state requirements apply: 

(a)  Opacity Limitations – Visible Emissions Limitations (326 IAC 5‐1‐2(1)) 

This regulation applies to the emission units that exhaust to atmosphere.  Pursuant to 326 IAC 5‐

1‐2, visible emissions from a source or facility located in an attainment area for particulate 

matter (PM) shall not exceed an average (40%) opacity in any one (1) six (6) minute averaging 

period.  Also, visible emissions shall not exceed sixty per cent (60%) opacity for more than a 

cumulative total of fifteen (15) minutes (sixty (60) readings as measured according to 40 CFR 60, 

Appendix A, Method 9 or fifteen (15) one (1) minute non‐overlapping integrated averages for a 

continuous opacity monitor) in a six (6) hour period. 

The equipment proposed for installation will comply with the opacity limitations. 

Federal Enforceability:   

The company consents to the federal enforceability of this interim petition. 

 

 

 

 



Signature:    ______________________________________________________ 

Printed Name:                      Rodney Burkhardt 

Title or Position:                   Plant Manager   

Phone Number:                    260.920.2142 

Date:       _______________________________________________ 



 

INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
We Protect Hoosiers and Our Environment. 

Mitchell E. Daniels Jr. 100 North Senate Avenue 
Governor Indianapolis, Indiana 46204 
 (317) 232-8603 
Thomas W. Easterly Toll Free (800) 451-6027 
Commissioner www.idem.IN.gov
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SENT VIA U.S. MAIL:  CONFIRMED DELIVERY AND SIGNATURE REQUESTED 
 
 
TO:  Daniel Hollenbeck 

Metal Technologies Auburn, LLC 
1401 S Grandstaff Dr 

  Auburn, IN 46706 
  
DATE:  October 21, 2011 
 
FROM:   Matt Stuckey, Branch Chief 
  Permits Branch 
  Office of Air Quality 
 
SUBJECT: Final Decision 
  Title V - Interim Significant Source Modification   
  033 - 30795I - 00042   
 
Enclosed is the final decision and supporting materials for the air permit application referenced above. 
Please note that this packet contains the original, signed, permit documents.   
 
The final decision is being sent to you because our records indicate that you are the contact person for this 
application.  However, if you are not the appropriate person within your company to receive this document, 
please forward it to the correct person.  
 
A copy of the final decision and supporting materials has also been sent via standard mail to:  
Jeffrey L Turner, Secretary/VP Admin & General Counsel 
OAQ Permits Branch Interested Parties List 
 
If you have technical questions regarding the enclosed documents, please contact the Office of Air Quality, 
Permits Branch at (317) 233-0178, or toll-free at 1-800-451-6027 (ext. 3-0178), and ask to speak to the 
permit reviewer who prepared the permit.  If you think you have received this document in error, please 
contact Joanne Smiddie-Brush of my staff at 1-800-451-6027 (ext 3-0185), or via e-mail at 
jbrush@idem.IN.gov.    
 
 
 
 
 
 

Final Applicant Cover letter.dot 11/30/07 



FACSIMILIE OF PS Form 3877 

Mail Code 61-53 
 

IDEM Staff LPOGOST  10/21/2011 
Metal Technologies Auburn, LLC 033 - 30795I - 00042  /final)

 
AFFIX STAMP 
HERE IF 
USED AS 
CERTIFICATE 
OF MAILING 

Name and 
address of 
Sender ► 

Indiana Department of Environmental 
Management 
Office of Air Quality – Permits Branch 
100 N. Senate 
Indianapolis, IN 46204 

Type of Mail: 
 

CERTIFICATE OF 
MAILING ONLY 

 
Line Article 

Number 
Name, Address, Street and Post Office Address Postage Handing 

Charges 
Act. Value 
(If Registered) 

Insured 
Value 

Due Send if 
COD 

R.R. 
Fee 

S.D. Fee S.H. 
Fee 

Rest. 
Del. Fee 
Remarks 

1  Daniel Hollenbeck  Metal Technologies Auburn, LLC 1401 S Grandstaff Dr Auburn IN 46706 (Source CAATS) Via confirmed delivery   

2   Jeffrey L Turner  Secretary/VP Admin & General Counsel Metal Technologies Auburn, LLC 1401 S Grandstaff Dr Auburn IN  46706  (RO CAATS)   

3  Mr. Steve Christman NISWMD 2320 W 800 S,  P.O. Box 370 Ashley IN  46705  (Affected Party)   

4  Ms. Karen Sponhower  803 S. Van Buren Auburn IN  46706  (Affected Party)   

5     DeKalb County Commissioners 100 South Main Street Auburn IN  46706  (Local Official)   

6  Ms. Diane Leroy  303 N. Jackson St. Auburn IN  46706  (Affected Party)   

7  Mr. Barry Fordanish  R#3  1480 CR 66 Auburn IN  46706  (Affected Party)   

8  Mr. Dave Weilbaker  1423 Urban Ave Auburn IN  46706  (Affected Party)   

9     Auburn City Council and Mayors Office P.O. Box 506 Auburn IN  46706-0506  (Local Official)   

10     Dekalb County Health Department 220 E 7th St #110 Auburn IN  46706  (Health Department)   

11   Daniel & Sandy Trimmer  15021 Yellow River Road Columbia City IN  46725  (Affected Party)   

12  Mr. Charles L. Berger Berger & Berger, Attorneys at Law 313 Main Street Evansville IN  47700  (Affected Party)   

13     21Alive P.O. Box 2121 Fort Wayne IN  46801  (Affected Party)   

14   Brown & Sons Fuel Co.   P.O. Box 665 Kendallville IN  46755  (Affected Party)   

15  Mr. Marty K. McCurdy  2550 County Road 27 Waterloo IN  46793  (Affected Party)   

 
Total number of pieces 
Listed by Sender 

Total number of  Pieces  
Received at Post Office 

Postmaster, Per (Name of 
Receiving employee) 

The full declaration of value is required on all domestic and international registered mail.  The 
maximum indemnity payable for the reconstruction of nonnegotiable documents under Express 
Mail document reconstructing insurance is $50,000 per piece subject to a limit of $50, 000 per 
occurrence.  The maximum indemnity payable on Express mil merchandise insurance is $500.  
The maximum indemnity payable is $25,000 for registered mail, sent with optional postal 
insurance.  See Domestic Mail Manual  R900, S913, and S921 for limitations of coverage on 
inured and COD mail.  See International Mail Manual  for limitations o coverage on international 
mail.  Special handling charges apply only to Standard Mail  (A) and Standard Mail (B) parcels. 



FACSIMILIE OF PS Form 3877 

Mail Code 61-53 
 

IDEM Staff LPOGOST  10/21/2011 
Metal Technologies Auburn, LLC 30795 (draft/final)

 
AFFIX STAMP 
HERE IF 
USED AS 
CERTIFICATE 
OF MAILING 

Name and 
address of 
Sender ► 

Indiana Department of Environmental 
Management 
Office of Air Quality – Permits Branch 
100 N. Senate 
Indianapolis, IN 46204 

Type of Mail: 
 

CERTIFICATE OF 
MAILING ONLY 

 
Line Article 

Number 
Name, Address, Street and Post Office Address Postage Handing 

Charges 
Act. Value 
(If Registered) 

Insured 
Value 

Due Send if 
COD 

R.R. 
Fee 

S.D. Fee S.H. 
Fee 

Rest. 
Del. Fee 
Remarks 

1  Mark   26545 CR 52 Nappanee IN 46550 (Affected Party)   

2     

3     

4     

5     

6     

7     

8     

9     

10     

11     

12     

13     

14     

15     

 
Total number of pieces 
Listed by Sender 

Total number of  Pieces  
Received at Post Office 

Postmaster, Per (Name of 
Receiving employee) 

The full declaration of value is required on all domestic and international registered mail.  The 
maximum indemnity payable for the reconstruction of nonnegotiable documents under Express 
Mail document reconstructing insurance is $50,000 per piece subject to a limit of $50, 000 per 
occurrence.  The maximum indemnity payable on Express mil merchandise insurance is $500.  
The maximum indemnity payable is $25,000 for registered mail, sent with optional postal 
insurance.  See Domestic Mail Manual  R900, S913, and S921 for limitations of coverage on 
inured and COD mail.  See International Mail Manual  for limitations o coverage on international 
mail.  Special handling charges apply only to Standard Mail  (A) and Standard Mail (B) parcels. 
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