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% UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
& REGION 5
3 77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD
Ty S CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590
.- DEC 2 1 2018
REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF:
VIA E-MAIL

Terrance Adrian, General Manager and Owner
Hydro-Platers, Inc.

3525 West Kiehnau Avenue,

Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53209

Email: Terrvi@hvdro-platers.com

Dear Mr. Adrian:

Enclosed is a file-stamped Consent Agreement and Final Order (CAFQO) which resolves Hydro-
Platers, Inc., docket no. CAA-05-2019-0008 . As indicated by the filing stamp on its

first page, we filed the CAFO with the Regional Hearing Clerk on / 2):2/ Kl

Pursuant to paragraph 99 of the CAFO, Hydro-Platers, Inc. must pay the civil penalty within 30
days of the filing date. Your check or electronic funds transfer must display the case name and
case docket number.

Please direct any questions regarding this case to Terence Branigan, Office of Regional Counsel,
(312) 353-4737.

Sincerely,

2z

Sarah Marshall, Chief
Air Enforcement and Compliance Assurance Section (MI/WI)

Enclosure

e Ann Coyle, Regional Judicial Officer, coyle.ann(@epa.gov
Regional Hearing Clerk/E-19]
Donald P. Gallo, Esq., dgallo@axley.com
Terence Branigan, branigan.terence(@epa.gov
Maria Hill, Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources /via email

Recycled/Recyclable ®  Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Recycled Paper (100% Post Consumer)
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In the Matier of; Dockef No.
% CAA-05-2019-0008
Hydro-Platers, Inc, }  Proceeding to Assess a Civil Penalty
Milwaukee, Wisconsin, ) Under Section 113(d) of the Clean Air Act,
y 42 US.C. § 7413(d)
Respondent. }
)
Consent Acreement and Final Order
Preliminary Statement
i,

This is an adminisirative action conmmenced and concluded under Section 113(d)
of the Clean Alir Act {the CAA), 42 U.S.C. §'7413(d), and Sections 22.1(a)(2), 22.13(b) and
22.18(b)2) and (3} of the Consolidated Rules of Practice Governing the Administrative
Assessment of Civil Penalties and the Revocation/Termination or Suspension of Permits
(Consolidsted Rules), as codified at 40 C.F.R. Part 22,

2, Compleinant is the Director of the Air and Radiation Division, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency {(EPA), Region 5.

3 | Respondent is Hydro-Platers, Inc. (Hydro-Platers), a corporation doing business in
Wisconsin, |

4, ‘Where the parties agree to seﬁ:ﬂé ON€ OF MOIe Causes Df action before the filing of &
complaint, the administrative acuon fnay be wmmenced and canciuded simmoltaneously by the ‘
issuance of a cmxsant agreemeni and ﬁnal order (CAFO). 40 CF.R. § 22.13(b).

5,.' The partzcs agrc;e that sgtﬂmg this action without the filing of 2 complaint o1 the
aﬁ}udication of any issue off&ct 5: i&.‘;\?_ is in theit interest and in the public inferest.

6. Respondent consents to the assessment of the civil penalty specified in this CAFQ
znd 1o the terms of this CAFO,



Jurisdiction and Waiver of Right f¢ Hearing

7. Respondent admits the jurisdictional allegations in this CA¥O and neither admits
ner ;ieﬁigs the factual allegations in this CAFQ.

8. Respondent waives its right to request a hearing as provided at
40 C.F.R. § 22.13(c), any right to contest the'a;il.agaﬁons in this CAFO and itsright to aﬁp&al this
CAFQ.

Statufory and Regulatory Backgromnd

9.  Section 112(d) of the CAA, 42 US.C. § 7412(d), authorizes EPA to promulgate
regulations for particular indusirial sources that emit one or more of the hazardous air pollutant |
(HAPs) listed in Section 112(b} of the CAA, 42 U.8.C. § 7412(b}, in significant quantities.

10.  Section 112(3)3) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7412(1)(3), and 40 C.FR. § 63.4
prokibit the owner or operator of any source from operating such source in viclation of any
National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutant applicable to such source.

11, Pursuant 10 Section 112{d) of the CAA, 42 U.8.C. § 7412(d), EPA promulgated
- the National Emission Standards for Chiomium Emissions From Hard and Decorative
Chromiam Electroplsting and Chromimmn Anodizing Tanks, at 40 C.F.R. Part 63,

40 CF.R. §§ 63.340 through 63.348, Subpart N.(Subpart N}, on January 25, 1995, and the
Nationai Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Area Source Standards for Plating
and Polishing Operations, 40 C.ER. Part 63, at 40 C.F.R. §§63.11504 through 63.11513, Subpart
WWWWWW {Subpart 6‘3\’), on July 1, 2008. See 60 Fed. Reg. 4948 (Jan. 25, 1995) and 73

Fed. Reg: 37741 (July 1, 2008), respecﬁvgly}

! Effective September 19, 2012, EPA amended Subpart N to include, among other things, revissd emissian Hmits,
with a complignce date for existing sources of September 19, 2014, See 77 Fed. Reg. 58220 (September 19, 20120,

OS]



Rerulatory Reguirements under Subpart N

12, Pursuant to 40 CF.R. § 63.340(a), Subpart N applies, in part, {o each chromium
electroplating fank at facilifies performing hard chromium electroplating, each.of which is an
“affected source™ for purposes of Subpart N. |

13, SubpartN, at 40 CF.R. § 63.342{(a)(1}, states, in part, that at all times, each
owner and operator must operate and maintain any affected source subject to the requirements of
[Subpart N}, including associated 4ir pollution control equipment and monitoring equipment, in a
manner consistent with safety and good air pollution control practices for minimizing emissions,

14,  Subpait N, at 4 CFR § 63.341(a), cefines “existing affected source” in pertinent
part 2s mn zffected hard chromium electroplating tank ..., the construction or reconstruction of

which commenced on or before February 8, 2012,

15, SubpartN, at 40 C.ER. § 63.341(a), defines “hard chromium eleciroplating” as the

process by which a thick laver of chromium (typically 1.3 te 760 microns) is elec{fodepusi.éd on
4 base matérial to pmﬁde a surface with functional #royerﬁes such as wear resistance, é low
coefficient of fHietion, hardaés;s, and corrosion resistance. |

" 16.  Subpart N, at 40 C.ER. §63.342{a), pmﬁdes that each owner or operator of an
affected source subject to the provisions of Sﬁbpart N shall comply with the requirements of
Subpart N on and after the compliance dates specified in 40 CF.R. § 63.343(2).

17.  Subpart N, prior to the revisions that *a;rere- effective September 19, 2012, at

40 C.FR. § 63.343(a)(1)(i1), reqzzireﬂ_, in part, that the owner or operator of an existing hard
chromium electroplating tank shall comply wam the emission limitations set forth inn
40 C.FR. §63.342 no later than 2 vears after January 23, 1995, Effective September 19,2012,

EPA smended Subpart N, 2140 CE.R. § 63.343(a)(1), to fequire that the owner or operator of an
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existing affected source shall comply with revised emission limits in 40 C.F.R.§ 63.342 no later
than September 19, 2014,

18.  Subpart N, at 40 C.E.R. § 63.342(c)(1)(), * as revised, states, in part, that during
tank operation, each owner or operator of an open-surface hard chromium eiecﬁﬁplaﬁng tank
that is an existiﬁg‘affex:{ed source located at 5 large, hard cl:hm'mi'um electroplating facility shall
control chromium emissions discharged o the atmosphere from that affected source by not
aﬁm&dng the concentration of fotal chromium in the exhaust gas stream discharged 1o the
afmnsphere to exceed 0.011 milligrams of total chromium per dry standard cubic meter
{mg/dscm). ,

19.  Subpart N, at 40 CF.R. § 63.341(g), defines “mrgé, hard chromium electroplating
facility™ as a facility that performs hard chromivm electroplating and has a maxzmma:? cumnlative
potential rectifier capacity greater zhan or egual to 60 million a-mpere-hcurs per year {amp-hriyr).

20.  Subpart N, at 40 C.E.R. § 63.343(b)(1) as revised, requires, in part, that the owner
or operator of an affected source cqndm:t an initial performance test as reguired under § 63.7,
using the procedures and test methods listed in §§ 63.7 and 63.344 on or before March 18, 2015.

21.  Subpart N, at 40 C.ER. § 63.347(){3), requires that the owﬁer or operator of an
affected source that is required to conduct a performance test by § 63.343(b). submit the
notification of campliance status no later than 90 calendar da:,;s following completion of the

compliance demonstration reguired by §§ 63.7 and 63.343(b).

40 C.F.R. § 63.342(c) includes stanidards applicable to open-savface hard chromium-electroplating tanks, which
40 CFR. § 63341(z) defines as chromium-glectroplating tavdks that are ventilated at a rate consisterd with good
ventilation practives Tor open tarks. ’



22, SubpartN,at40 CFR. § 63.347(£)(1}, requires that the owner or operator of an
affected source report the resxﬂté of any performance test conducted as required by § 63.7 or
K § 63.343(b).

23, SubpartN, at 40 C.YR. § 63347(1)(2), states that reports of performance test
results shall be submitted no later than 90 days following the completion of the performance test,
and shall be submitted as part of the notification of compliance status required by § 63.347(e}.

24.  Sobpart N, at 40 C.FR, § 63.342(), states, in past, that all owners and operators
subject to the standards in 40 C.F.R. § 63.342(c) are subject to the operation and maintenance
practices of 40 CER. § 63.342(5). |

25. 40 CFR. § 63.342()3)(1) requires that the owner or operator of an affected
source subject to 40 C.F.R. § 63.342(f) prepare an opetation and maintenance plan no later than
the compliance date, which shall include: {A) operation and maintenance criterig for the affected
- souzce, the add-on air polhution control device (if such a device is wsed to comply with the
emission lenits), and the process and contrel system monitoring equipment, and a standardized
checklist to document the operation and malntenance of this equipment; (B) for sources nsing an
add-on confrol device or monitoring equipment to comply ‘with this subpart, the operation and
maintenance practices for that device or moniforing equipment, as identified in Table 1 of
40 C.F.R. § 63.342, if the specific equipment used is identified in that table; ...(D) procedures to
be followed 1o ensure that equipment ér process malfimetions due to poor maintenance or other
preventable conditions do not occur; and (E) a systematic procedure for identifying malfimetions
of process equipment, add-on air pollution control devices, and process and control syster
mcrzitez;xng equipment and for implementing corrective actions to address such malfumetions,

26. Table 1 of 40 CFR. § 63.342 states that for composite mesh-pad systems, the

owner or operator of an affected source shall: 1) visually inspeet the device to ensure there 1§


https://maintenlll;l.ce

proper drainage, no chronic acid buildup on the pads, and no evidence of i:hemi'cai attack on the
struchural integrity of the device; 2) visually inspect the back portien of the mesh.pad closest to
the fan to ensure there is no breakthrough of ehromic acid mist; 3) visually inspect ductwork
fmrﬁ the tank to the control device to ensure there are 1o lesks; and 4) perform washdown of the
composite mesh-pads in accordance with manufacturer’s recomméﬁdatiozzs.

27. Subpart N, at 40 CER. § 63.341(a). defines 2 “composite mesh-pad system” as-an
add-on polluti’ér; control device typically consisting of several mesh-pad stages, where the first
stage removes large particles, the second stage, which consists of the composite mesh pad,
removes smailer 'pgrticies, and may liﬁciude a final stage that removes any re-entrained particles
not collected by the composite mesh pad.

28,  Subpart N, at 40 C.F.R. § 63.343(c), requires that the owner or operator of an
affected sonrce subject to the emission Emitations of Sebpert N conduct monitoring according to
the type of air pollution control techi:x’que that is ﬁéﬁd to comply with the emission limitation.

29,  Subpert N, at 40 CFR. § 63.343(c)1X1). requires that the owner or operator of an
affected source, or a group of affected sources nnder common control, complying with the
emission imitations in 40 C.F.R. § 63.342 through the use of a composite mesh-pad system shali
determine the outlet chromium conéentration using the test methods and procedures in
40 C.F—.‘R" § 63.344(c), and shall establish as a site-specific operating paiameter the pressure drop
across the system during the initial performance test, setting the value that corresponds to
compliance with the applicable emission limftation, using the procedures in
40 C.FR. § 63.344(d)N5). |

30. Subpart N, 2t 40 CER. § 63343(c){ 1)), requires that, on and after the date on
which the initial performance test is required to be completed under 40 CF.R. § 63.7, the owner

or operator of an affected source, or a group of affected sources under common control, shall



monifor and record the pressure drop across the composite mesh-pad system once each day that
any a’ffecte& source is operating.

31.  SubpartN,at 40 CFR. § ‘63 346{b)(1), requires that the owner or operator af an
affected saurce subject to the provisions of Subpart N maintain inspection records for the add-on
air pollution confrol device, if such a device is used, and monitoring equipment, to document that
the inspection and maintenance required by the work practice standards of 40 CFR. § 63.342(5)
and Table 1 of § 63.342 have taken place.

32. SubpattN, at 40.CER. § 63.346(b)(11), requires that the owner or operator of an
affected source subject fo the provisions of Subpart N maintain records of the total process
6peraﬁng time of the affected source during the reporting period.

33, SubpartN, at 40 C.F.R. § 63.347(h}(1}, regnires that the owner or operator of an
affected source that is located at an area source prepare a summary repoit to document the
ongoing complience stafus of the affected source that contains the information identified in
40 CFR. § 63.347()3)

34, Subpart N, a1 40 CFR. § 63.347(e)3)(vi), states that the summary report shail
containthe fotal Gﬁtratiﬁg time of the affected source during the reporting period.

Regnlatory Requirements under Subpart 6W

35, Pursuantto 40 CER.§ 53. 11504(a}, Subpart 6W applies to the owner or operator
of a plating and polishing facility that: 1) is ar area source of HAP emissions; 2) uses or has
emissions of compounds of one or more plating and polishing metal HAPs; and 3) is engaged in
one or more of the Histed processes, including non-chromium electroplating, electroless plating,
and dry mechanical polishing of finished metals and formed products after plating or thermal

spraymg.
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36, Subpart6W,at40 CFR. §63.1 15‘64{&}(2},_: defines an “area source of HAP
ermissions” as any stationary source or group of stationary sources within a contiguous area mmder
copuon condrol that does not have the potential to emit any single HAP at a rate of 10 {ons per
year {tpy) or more and any combination of HAPS at a rate'of 25 tpy or more.

37. Subpart 6W, at 40 C.E.R. §§ 63.11504(a)(3) and 63.11511, defines a “plating and
polishing metal HAP” as‘ any compound of cadmivum, chromium, lead, manganese, énd nickel, or
any of these metals, other than lead, in the elamental form, with exceptions not relevant here.

38.  Subpart 6W, at 40 CF.R. § 63.11511, defines “electroplating™ as an eléctrolytic
process that uses or emits any of the plating and polishing metal HAPs in which mefal ions in a
soluticn are reduced onto the surface of the work piece {cathode) via an electrical current. -

39. Subpart6W,at40 CFR § 63.1151 1, defines “electroless plating™ as a non-
clectrolytic process that uses or emits any of the plating and pci_ishing metal HAPs in which
metallic ions in a plating bath or solution are reduced to form a metal coating at the surface of a
catalytic substrate without the use of external electrical energy.

40.  Subpart 6W, at 40 CFR. § 63.11511, defines “dry mechanical polishing” as a
process used for removing defects from and smoothing the surface of finished metals and formed
products after plating or thermal spraying with any of the plating and polishing metal HAPs
using automatic or manually-opetated machines that have hard-faced abrasive wheels or belis
and whiere no liquids or fluids are used to trap the removed ietal particles. The affected process
does ﬁm include polishing with use of pastes, liquids, lubricants, or any other added materiais.

41, Pursnant to 40 C.F.R. § 63.11505(a}, Subpart 6W applies, in part, to each existing
affected source, which includes each tank that contains one or more of the plating and pelishing
metal HAPs and is nsed for non-chromium electroplating or eleciroless plating and each dry

mecharical polishing operation that emits one or rore of the plating and polishing metal HAPs.



42, Subpart 6W, at 40 CF.R. § 63.11505(b), states that an affected source is “existing”
if construction or reconstruction of the source occwrred on or before March 14, 2608,

43, Subpart 6W, af 40 C.E.R. § 63.11506(a), requires that the owner or operator of an
existing affected source achicve compliance with the applicable provisions of Subpart 6W no
Jater than July 1, 2010. | |

44, Subpart 6W, at 40 C.FR. § 63.11509(a), requires that the owner or operator of an
existing affected source submit an Initial Notification that includes the information specified in

40 CFR. § 63.9(0)2)3) through (iv) of 40 C.F.R. Part 63, Subpart A {General Provisions) and a
description of the compliance method for the affected source no laiéur than 120 calendar days
af%ier July 1, 2008, -

45.  Subpart 6W,at 40 CFR, §§ 63.11508(a) and 63.11509(L), requires that the owner
or operator of an affected source submit a Nofification of Com;:ﬁam:e Status before the close of
business on the compliance date specified in 40 C.FR. § 65.1 1506 and that includes: 1) a Hst of
affected sources and the plating and polishing metal HAPs used in, or emitted by, those sources;
2) the methods vsed to comply wifh the applicable management practices and equipment
standards; 3) a description of the capture and emission control systems used to comply with the
applicable emission standards; and 4) a statement by the owner or operator of the affected source
as to whether the source is in compliance with the applicable standards or atherl requirements.

46.  Subpart 6W, at 40 C.ER. §§ 63.11508(3)2) and 63.11509(c}, requires that the
owner or operator of an affected source prepare an annual complianee certification to
demonstrate continuons compliance in accotdance with 40 CF.R. § 63.11509(c)(1) ﬁﬂeugh .

47.  Subpart 6W, st 40 CER. § 63.11511, defincs “welting agent/fame suppressant™ ;as
any chemical agsn*:i that reduces or suppresses fumes or mists from a plating and polishing tank

by reducing the surface tension of the tank bath.



48.  Subpait 6W, at 40 CI‘R § 63.11509(c)(1), requires that the owner or operator of
an affécted electroplating tank that is subject to the requirements of 40 C.E.R. § 63.11507(aX1)
and who uses a wetting agent/fime suppressant in the tank to coruply with Subpart 6W state m
its annval compliance cerfification that it has added wetting agent/fume suppressant to the bath
acccrding 10 the manufacturer’s specifications and insiroctions ®

49, Subpart6W, at40 CFR. § £3.11509(c){(2), requires that the owner or operator of
a dry mechanical polishing operation that is subject to 46 C.F.R. § 63.11507(¢) state in its annual
compliance certification that it has operated and maintained the conirol sysécm_ aéoording to the
| manufacturer’s specifications and instructions.*

50, Subpart 6W, at 40 C.ER. § 63.11508(d)8)GD) and 63.115{}9(::){6}, requires that
the owner or operator of an affected tank or other operation that is subject to the management
practices specified in 40 C.E.R. § 63.11507{g) stete in its annual compliance certification that it
has implemented the applicable manégemeﬁi practices specified in 40 CF R § 63.11507(g), as
practicable.

51.  Subpart 6W, 2t 40 CF.R. § 63.11509(c)(7), requires that the owner or operator of
an affected source prepare each annual compliance report o later than January 31 of the year
immediately following Lhﬁ‘reparﬁng period, and regnires that each appual compliance report be
kept in a readily-accessible lqcaﬁ;cm for inspector review. The owrer o cpemta:& is not required
to submit these reports unless a deviation from the recla;iremeﬁts of Subpart 6W has occurred

during the reporting year, in which case, the annual compliance report must be submitted atong

T40 CFR §63.11307(6X1) mciuaes standerds appHoable to affected electroplating tanks for whick the owner or
operator uses a wetting agent/fume suppressant in the bath of the tank.

440 C.F.R. § 63.11507(e) includes sandards applicable ta affected dry mechanical polighing machines.
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with the deviation report, and postmarked m:;.latenr than January 31 of the year immediately
foltowing the reporting period.
52, Subpart 6W, at 40 CF.R. § 63.11509{e) and (f), requires, ameng other things, that
the owner or operator of an affected source keep the recerds\%vqfaired. to show continuous
. compliance with each applicable mapagement praétice, as specified in 40 CFR. § 63.11508(d).
These records must be kept for a minimum of 5 years foliowing the date of each occurrence,
measurement, maintenance, corrective action, or record.

Applieabilitv of General Provisions fo Subparts N and §W

53.  SubpartN,at40 CF.R. § 63.340(k), and Subpart 6W, at 40 CF.R. § 63.11510,
tequire that owners or operators of affected sources subject to that subpart shall comply with the
requirements of the General Provisions, according to the applicability of the General Provisions
to such sources, as identified in Table 1 of Subpart N and i‘ab’ie 1 of Subpart 6W, respectively.

54.  Table 1 of Subpart N lists 40 C.F.R. §§ 634, 63.6(c)(1), and 63.10(b)(1) of the
General Provisions as applicable to Subpart N. |

55." Table 1 of Subpart 6W lists 40 CFR. 88 63.4, 63.6(c){1), 63.10(b)(1}, and
63.10(d)(1) of the General Provisions as applicable to Subpart 6W.

56.  The General Provisions, at 40 C.F.R. § 63.4(a)(1), require that no owner or
operator subject to the pravisions of 40 C.¥ R. Part 63 shall operats any affected source in
violation of its requirements.

57.  The General Provisions, at 40 C.F.R. § 63.4(a)}{(2), require that no owner or
operator subject 1o the provisions of 40 C.F.R. Part 63 shall fail o keep records, notify, repott, or
Tevise Teports as réquire& tnder 40 C.ER. Part 63.

58. The Gcncmi Provisions, at 40 C.F.K § 63.6(c)(1), require that after the effective

date of a relevant standard established under this part pursuant to Section 112(d) or 112(h} of the
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CAA, that the owner or operator of an existing affected source comply with such Sé&ﬂd&l’d by the
compliance date established in the applicable subpart(s) of 40 CF.R. Part 63.

59,  The General Provisions, at 40 C.F.R. § 63.10(b)(1), require that the owner or
operator of an affected source subject to the provisions of 40 C.F R. Part 63 maintain files of all
information required by 40 C.E.R. Part 63 recorded in a t:;t:)zm suitable and readily available for
expeditious inspection and review. The files shall be maintained for at least 5 years following
the date of each occurrence, measurement, mainienance, corrective action, report, of recozd.

60. The General Provisions, at 40 C.F.R. § 63.10(d)1), require that the owner or
operator of an affected source subject fo reporting requirements under 40 CFR. Part 63 submit
reports in accordance with the reporting requirements in the relevant standard(s).

| Statutory and Regulatory Provisions Regarding Civil Penalties

61, The ﬁdmﬁﬂiﬁ&&tﬂi‘ of EPA (&1& Administrator) méy assess 2 civil penaity of up to
1’837_.’500 per day of viclation up fo a total of $295,000 for CAA violations that oconrred after
January 12, 2009 through -Dec‘amb-er 8, 2013, $37,500 per day of violation up o a total of
$320.000 for CAA vipiations that occurred after Deceraber 6, 2013 through November 2, 25 15,
andfor $46,192 per day of vielation up to a total of ’333-59,532 for violations that cecurred after
November 2, 2015 undér Section 1 13(d)(1) of the CAA,42U.S.C.§ 7413(d)(1), and
40 CF.R. Part 19.

62.  Section 113(d)(1) limits the Administrator’s autﬁeﬂty 10 matters where ’thé first
alleged date of viclation occurred :ﬁa more than 12 months prior to initistion of the
| administrative action, except where the Adﬁ:inistraior and the Attomey General of the United
States jointly determine that a matter involving a longer period of violation Is appropriate foran

administrative penally action,



63. The Administrator and the Attorney General of the United States, sach through
their respective delegates, have determined jointly that an adrainistrative penalty action is

appropriate for the petiod of violations alleged in this CAFO.

Factual Allesations aﬁd Aleged Violatiens
64, Hydro-Platers owns and operates a metal-plating faﬁiﬁé’ at 3525 West Kichnau
Avenue, Milwaukee, Wisconsin, where it conducts "hard chromium electroplating,” sulfamate-
nickel "electroplating,” and nickel ‘feiectreiess plating,” as those ferms are defined at
40 CFR. 8§ 63341(a) and 63.11511.

635. Thé‘ facility includes $ix "open-'surfacé hard chromium-electioplating tanks,” as
that term is defined at 40 CE.R. § 63.341(a), that are subject fo Subpart N as affected soutces, in
accordance with 40 CFR. § 63.340(z). |

66.  Hydro-Platers identifies these tanks as Tanks 1- 6.

67. Hydro-Platers installed Tanks 1-6 at the facility before January 25, 1995, making .

them existing affected sources under Subpart N,

68.  The facility has a maximem cumulative potential rectifier capacity gfeatex than 60
miillion amp-hr/yr, making it 2 large, hard chromium electroplating facility.

£9,  Emissions from Tanks 1, 2, and 3 vent fo a commion "paéked-bed serubbes,”
{System 1) as that ferm is defined in 40 C.E.R. § 63.341(z). Tanks 4, 3, and 6 vent to their own,

similar system (System 2}

70.  The facility includes one sulfumate nickel-slectroplating tank fo which Hydro-

Platers ad(i:s a "wetfing agent/fume suppressant” for emissions control, as that term is defined at
40 C.F.R. § 63.11511, and two electroless nickel-plating tanks, each of which is subject to
Subpart 6W as an affected source, in accordance with 40 C.F.R. §§ 63.11504(a) and
63.11505(a).


https://defined.at

71.  The facility also consists of five “dry mechanical polishing” machines, as that term
ig defined at 40 C.F.R. § 63.11511, that Hydro-Platers uses both prior to and afier plating, each
of which is subject to ‘Subpart 6W as an affecied source 1y accordance with
40 CFR. §§ 63.11504{z) and 63.11505(2).

72.  Chromium and nickel are “plating and polishing metal HAPs,™ as that term is
defined a1 40 C.F R, §§ 63.11504(&){(3) and 63.1151 1.

73.  The facility does not have the potential to emit chromium, nickel, or any other
HAP at arate of 10 tpy or mere or any combination of HAPs at 2 rate of 23 tpy or more, making
it an “area source of HAP: crnissions,” as that term is defined at 40 C.E.R. § 63.11504(a)(2).

74. The famlzt} is a “plating and pahshmb facility” within the meaning of
40 C.FR. §63.11504(=) and 40 CFR. § 63.11511.

75. OnNovember 6, 2013, EPA inspecte& the facility for compliance with Subparis N
and 6W. |

76 On November 19, 2014, EPA issved an information request upder Section 114 of
the CAA, 42 U.8.C. § 7414, to Hydro-Platers, seeking information concerning is compliance
with Subparts W and 6W.

77.  On December 23, 2014, Hydro-Platers submitted its responise to EPA’s
information request {Information Request Response).

7;8. In its Information Request Response, i vesponse to EPA’s request for a copy of its
operation and mainienance plan as required by Subpart N, Hydro-Platers provided
spection/maintenance checklists titted “Operation and Maintenance Program Hexmaster
Scrubbers™ and “Chrome Scrubber Cleaning Schedule,” neither of which includes the
iz}:f@rézatian required under 40 C.F.R. § 342(f(3)(i) for operation and maintenance pians for

affected sonrces subject to 40 C.F.R. Part 63, Subpart N,
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79. In é July 31, 2015, email to Ray Cuﬁen of EPA, Terry Adrian of Hydro-Platers
admits that Hydro-Platers had monitored and recorded the pressure drop-across orly the final
stages of Systems 1 and 2 instead of the pressure drop across all the stages of each system.

80.  Inits Information Request Response, Hydro-Platers admits that it had riot prépared
* ormaintained records of the inspections of Systems 1 and 2 and associated monitoring
equipment that it is required to conduct per the work practice standards 6£40 C.ER. § 63.342(1)
and Table 1 of § 63.342. |

g1, In .its Information Request Response, Hydro-Platers admits that it had not

maintained records of the total process operafing time of the chromim-electroﬁlaﬁng tanks at
the facility.

82, Inits Information Request Response; Hydro-Platers provided EPA with a copy of
its Initial Notification, dated October 27, 2008, and Notification of Compliance Status, dated
Tuly 1, 2010, for Subpart 6W, neither of which imludés‘ the information required undet
40 CER. § 63.11509(a) and (b)}(2}, respectively, for the dry mechanical polishers at the facility.

83,  In its Information Request Response, Hydro-Platers admits that it had never
prepared an annual certification lof compliance repért for Subpart 6W.

84,  On September 30, 2015, EPA issved a Finding of Viclation (FOV) o
Hydro-Platers. |

85, Hydro-Platers failed to demonstrate initial compliance by not conducting an
adequate initiél performance test on or before March 18, 2015, in vielation of
40 CF.R. § 63.343(b)(1).

| 86. Hydro-Platers failed to maintain the emission limit of 0.011 mg/dsem of

ventilation air for all open surface hard chromium electroplating tanks of System 1, from March



19, 2015 to February 16, 2016, in violation of the emission standards of
40 C.F.R. § 63.342(c)(1)(1)-

87.l Hydro-Platers failed to properly monitor and record the pressure drop across
Systems 1 and 2 once each day for any day during which any of the chromium-electroplating
tanks that aré vented to such Systems was operating, in violation of 40 C.F.R. §§ 63.4(a)(1),
63.4(a)(2), 63.10(b)(1), 63.342(a), 63.343(c)(3) and 63.343(c)(1)(1i).

88. Hfdro-Platers failed to maintain records of inspections of Systems 1 and 2 and
associated monitoring equipment that it is required to conduct per the work practice standards of

40 CER. § 63.342(f) and Table 1 of § 63.342, in violation of 40 C.F.R. §§ 63.4(a)(1),
63.4(a)(2), 63.10(b)(1), 63.342(a), and 63.346(b)(1).

89.  Hydro-Platers failed to maintain records of the total process operating time of the
chromium-electroplating tanks at the facility, in violation of 40 C.F.R. §§ 63.4(a)(1), 63.4(a)(2),
63.10(b)(1), 63.342(a), and 63.346(b)(11).

90. Hydro-Platers failed to prepare an operﬁtion and maintenance plan by J anuary 25,
1997, that includes the information required by 40 C.F.R. § 63.342()(3)(1), as in effect prior to
September 19, 2012, in violation of 40 C.F.R. §§ 63.4(a)(1), 63.4(a)(2), 63.10(b)(1), 63.342(a),
and 63.342(H)(3)(0).

91, Hydro-Platers failed to submit a notification of compliance status on or before 90
calendar days following completion of the compliance demonstration, in violation of
40 C.F.R. § 63.347(e)(3).

92.  Hydro-Platers failed to report ﬁérformance test results on or before 90 calendar
days following completion of the compliénce demonstration, in Violatioﬁ of

40 C.F.R. § 63.347(H)(2).
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93.  Hydro-Platers failed to prepare semi-anmnal summary reports to document the

ongoing complance status of the soures that contain the tofal operating time of the chromium-
electroplating tanks at the facility, in violation of 40 CE.R. §§ 63.4(a)(1), 63.4(@2),
63.10(0)(1), 63.342(a), and 63.347(B)(1).

94, Hydro-Platers fafled to include the dry mechanical polishing machines at the
facility in its Initial Nﬂ:ﬁﬁeéﬁon and Notification of Compliance Status for Subpart 6W, n
violation of 40 C.ER. §§ 63.4(a)1), 63.4(a)(2), 63.10(b)(1), 63.10(d){1), 63.11506(a},
63.11509(2), 63.11508(a), and 63.11509(b).

95.  Hydro-Platers failed fo prepare annual compliance certifications for Subpart 6W,

_ in viclation of 40 CFR. §§ 63.4(a)(1), 63.4(a)(2), 63.10(b)(1), 63.11506(a}, 63.11508(d)(2),
63.11505(), 63.11509(c), and 63.11509(D.

a6, On November 16, 2015, EPA met with Hydro-Platers to discuss the FOV.

97.  Inrespouse fo the November 16, 2015 meeting, Hydro-Platers hired a third party
to assist with bringing the fecility fnte compliance. In addition, Hydro-Platers conducted
performance tests of its systems between January 26, 2016 and May 19, 2016 to establish the
pressure drop across each system. EPA met with Hydro-Platers to discuss performance tests”
resuits and facility’s complisnce several times in 2016 and 2017, respectively, and Hydro-Platers
has submitted additional information to EPA during this time.

Civil Penalty

98.  Based on analysis of the factors specified in Section 113(c) of the CAA, 42 US.C.
§ 7413{e), the facts of this case and Hydro-Platers’s cnspcraﬁen,, p:a;npt retarn o conypliance,

and agreement to perform a supplements] environmental project, Complainant has determined

that en appropriate civil penaliy to seitle this action is $12.215.
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99.  Within 30 days after the effective date of this CAFO, Respondent must pay the
$12,215 civil penalty by sending a cashier’s or certified check, payable to “Treasurer; United
States of America,” to

US EPa

Fines and Penalties

Cincinnafi Finance Center

B.O. Box 979077

St. Louis, Missouri 63197-9000

The check must nofe Respondent’s name and the docket number of this CAFO.
100. Respondent must send a notice of payment that states Respondent’s name and the
docket pumber of this CAFG to EPA at the {ollowing addresses when it pays the penaliy:

Terence Branigan (C-14]),

Office of Regional Counsel

U.S, Environmendal Protection Agency, Rf:gmn 3
77 W_ Jackson Boulevard

Chicago, linois 60604

Regional Hearing Clerk (E-181)

1.8, Environmental Protection Agency, Region 3
77 W. Jackson Boulevard

Chicago, Titinols 60604

and via exmail fo Riairenforcementi@epa.gov

101, "This eivil penalty is not deductible for federal tax puposes.

102. If Respondent does not pay timely the civil penalfy, or any stipulated penaliies due
under paragraph 1135, below, EPA may request the Atiomey Gﬁﬂf;}:ﬁ of the United States fo bring

an action to collect any unpmd pomoa of the penalty with interest, m}npa}ment penalt;es and the |

| Uni te& Siates enforcement expenses for thie ctzxiiacmm action xmder Sectwn ii%(d)(a) of tha
CAA,42U.8.C. § T413(d)(5). The validity, zmount and appropriateness of the civil penalty are
not reviewable in a collectinn action.

103. Respondent must pay the ﬁ}ﬂmﬁng on any ém.oum overdue under this CAFO.

interest will accrae on any overdue amount from the date payment was due st a rate established
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By the Secretary of the Treasury pursuant 1o 26 U.5.C. § 6621{z}2}. Respondent mus.t pay the
United States enforcement expenses, including but not limited fo attomeys” fees and costs
incurred by the United States for collection proceedings. In addition, Respondent must pay a
quarterly nonpayment pepalty each quarter during which the assessed penalty is overdus, This
nonpayment penalty will be 10 percent of the aggregate amount of the outstanding penalties and
nonpayment penalties accrued from the beginning of the quarter, 42 U.8.C, § T413()(3).

Supplemental Environment Project

104. Respondent must complete, in compliance with all applicable legal requirements, a
supplemental environmental project (SEP} designed to protect public health and the environment
‘b}* reducing acinal emissions of clromivm compounds at Respondent™s facility as follows.

a. Respondent shall replace their exis;’{ing System 2 packed-bed scrobber, which
includes a mesh pad Slter between two stages of p;a,r:kad bed, for controliing
chromivm emissions (referred to herein as the existing System 2 serubber) with an
improved emission control system by one year from the effective.date of this
CAF0O. The imprpvs,d s-ystem will consist of a new three-stage composite mesh
pad system using impréved megh pad techuplopy which integrates three stages of
mash pad filfers and no packed beds (compared with only one stage of mesh pad -
Hiter inthe existing System 2 scrubber), followed by 2 HEPA filter,and a
raéonstructed stack (together referred to as “new cambinedéystcm 2 comtrol
unit™), as generally deseribed in a vetidor quote from Plating International, Ine.,
Option 2 (Aftachiment A). In addition, Respondent shall demonstrate the
improved performance of new combined Systern 2 control unit in reducing
chromium emissiaas‘ ascompared with the existing Systern 2 serubber by

perforining a stack test on the new combined System 2 control unit, as specified
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i subparagraph 104.c below and in the schedule in paragraph 105 below, and
comparing the chromium reduction efficiency of the new combined System 2
contro] wnit with the chromium reduction efficiency of the existing System 2
scrubber (as demonstrated by the stack test performed on January 26, 2016). The
chrominm reduction efficiency of the new combined System 2 control unit shall
exceed that of the existing System 2 scrubber. The new combined System 2
control wnit shall mest all applicable legal requirements, including but not limited
to the applicable emissions limits for chrominm compounds.

. Following system installation, the SEP shall include start-up of the new combined
System 2 -contrel unit by the vendor and concurrent training for Respondent’s
employees provided by the vendor, including training in: new combined System 2
control unif operations, preventive maintenance tasks, trouble-shooting system

' operations, process instrumentzation and conirols operation, and calibration of the
process instrumentation and controls, Startup and raining will be performed by
the vendor in one continuous session. |

. The SEP shall also include: (i) preparation and submission by vendor of an

application for revisions o the facifity’s Permit to Install io incorporate the new

combined System 2 control unit; (i) revisions to the Operations & Maintenance

Manual to incorporate provisions for the new combined System 2 cantrol unit;

and (ii1} vendor performanes of a stack test on the new combined System 2

conirol it (ai{:sng with scaffolding rental and install as a necessary measure for

the safety of personne] performing the stack testing).

Following installation and start-up, Respondent shall successfully operate new

combined System 2 control uait for a period of one year from the date of start-up.



Respondent represents that the anticipated replacement schedule for HEPA Glters

in the new combined System 2 control unil is quarterly.

105.

following schedule:

The SEP described in paragraph 104 shail be performed in accordanece with the

SEP Milestones

Ccmgieﬁcm Date

Place purchase order with vendor

Within 4 weeks after CAFDO becomnes
Effective

Subsmit permit application to Wisconsin
Department of Natural Resources, with a
copy to EPA, seeking a modification to
existing Parmit o Install or seeking & new
Permit tolnstall {also known as
construction permits) {o operate the new
combined System 2 control unit for
continuous complfance as required by
Subparts N end 6W.

Wthin 4 weeks after CARD becomes
Effective

Fabrication of Control Unit Elements

Within 12 weeks after CAFQ becomes
Effactive

Submit project status reports (sse
paragraph 109}

Status reports are due 30 days afterthe
end of the period covered by the repor,
in accordance with paeragraph 109 of this

CAFG ;

Cornplete new combined System 2 control
unit instafiation,

Within & months aftzr CAFO becomes

- Effective

Complete new combined System 2 control
unft start-up and gmployese fralning.
{Commence operation of hew combined
System 2 control unit for at least one year
for continuous compliance in accordance
with Subparts N and 6W.}

Within 9 months after CAFQ bacomes
Eifactive

Conduct successfut stadk test on hew
combined System 2 control unit and
subemit results to EPAL

Within 12 months after CAFO beromes
Effactive

106. Respondent must spend at least $45,810 to purchase and install equipment and

complete the SEP as described in paragraphs 104 and 105 above. Only costs billed to the
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Respondent by vendors for purposes of completing the SEP tasks described in paragraph 104
above may be taken into account for this purpose. Such costs may include the cost of purchasing
replacemert HEPA filters for new combined System 2 that are used In operating new combined
System 2 during the one-year period of operation sequired in paragraph 104 above.

107, Respondent certiffes as follows:

I certify that Hydro-Platers is not required to perform or develop the SEP by
any law, regulation, order, or agreement or as injunctive relief as of the date
that I am signing this CAFO, Ifurther certify that Hydro-Platers has not
received, and is not negotisting to receive, credit for the SEP in any other
enforcement action. -

I certify that Hydro-Platers is not a party {o any open federal financial
assistance transaction that is fanding or could be used to fund the sams
activity as the SEP. I further cortify that, to the best of my knowledge and,
belief after reasonable inquiry, there is no such open federal fnancial
transaction that is funding or could be nsed to fund the same activity as the
SEP. Forpurposes of this certiflcativn, the term “open federal financial
assistance fransaction” refers fo a grant, codoperative agreement, loan,
federally-guaranteed loan guarantee or other mechanism for providing
federal financial assistance whose performance period has not expired.

108. EPA may inspect the facility at any time to moniter Respondent™s compliance with
this CAF(’s SEP reguirements.

109. Respondent must submit written status reports on a semi-annual basis
summarizing progress made on each task deseribed in paragraph 104 of this CAFO during the
period covered by the report, not later than 30-days after the end of such period. The first semi-
annual report shall cover the period bepinning the day the CAFO becomes effective and ending
six months after the first day of the first month beginning after the effective date of the

CAFO. Each successive status report shall cover the six-month period beginning immediately

after the end of the prior six-month period.

=
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1 1&; Respondent must submit a SEP campletion report to EPA by no later than 50 days
from mmpie‘ii@:ﬁ. of the SEP, which is complete after all steps in paragraph 104 have been
completed and Respondent has eperated the new contbined System 2 cg‘ntr’ori wrnit for a pertod of
one year following system starfup. This report must contain the fcﬁswﬁng information:

a. Detailed deseription: of the SEP as completed;

 Drescription of any operating problenis and {he actiops taken to correct the
problems;

g. Itemized cost of goods and services used to complete the SEP documented
by copies of invoices, purchase orders-or cancelled checks that specifically
identify and Ttemize the individual cost of the goods and services;

4. Certification that Respondent has completed the SEP in compliance with
this CARQ; and

. Description of the environmental and public health benefits resuiting from
the SEP (quantify the benefits and pollution reductions, if feasible).

1L Respondent must submit 2l notices, _repef-ts, and other documents required by this

CAFO 1o EPA by email at Risirerdorcernent@epa gov. Theemail must note Respondent’s

name and the docket number of this CAFO.

112, Tnt each report that Respondent submits as provided by this CAFO, it must cartify
that the report is true and complete by including the following statement signed by one of its

officers:

1 certify that 1 am familiar with the infermation in this document and that,
based on my mqmw of those individuals responsible for obtaining the
inforitiation, it is #rue and complete to the best of my knowledge: Iknow
fhat there are significant penaliies for submitting fatse information,
including the possibility of fines and imprisonmerr: fer knowing violations.
113. Following receipt of the SEP comspletion report deseribed in paragraph 110, above,

EPA must notify Respondent in writing that:
& 1t has satisfactorily completed the SEP and the SEP reporty

b. There are deficiencies in the SEP as completed or in the SEP report and
EPA will give Responderit 30 days io-correct the deficiencies; or
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e,

It has not satisfactorily completed the SEP or the SE? report and EPA will
seek stipalated penalties under paragraph 115,

114. If EPA exercises optmn b above, Respondent mzy {}E:gcct in writing 1o the

deficiency notice within 10 days of receiving the notice. The parties wﬂi have 30 days &em

EPA’s receipt of Respondent’s objection to reach an agreement. If the parties cannot reach an

agreement, EPA will give Respondent a writfen decision on its objection. Respondent will

comply with any requirement that EPA imposes in its decision. If Respondent does not complete

the SEP as required by EPA’s decision, Respondent will pay stipulated penalties to the United

States under paragraph 115, below.

115, I Raspandent violates any requirement of this CAFO relating to the SEP,

Respondent must pay stipulated penalties fo the United States as follows:

.

Except as provided in subparagraph b, below, if Respondent did not
commplete the SEP satisfactorily according to the requirements of this
CAFO, Respondent must pay a penaliy of $45,815.

- If Respondent did not complete the SEP satisfactorily, but EPA

determines that Respondent made good faith and timely efforts to ,
complete the SEP and certified, with suppurimg documents, that 3 spent at
least 90 percent of the amount set forth in paragraph 106, Respondent will
not be lable for any stipulated penalty mder subparagraph a, above.

If Respondent completed the SEP satisfaictorﬁy, bt spent less than 90

percent of the amount set farih in paragraph 106, Rsspoﬁdert must pay a
penalty of $5,500.

If Respondent did not submit timely the SEP completion report required
by paragraph 110, or did not timely submit any status report reguired by
paragraph 109, or failed to ﬁmeiy meet any milestone in paragraph 103,
Respondent must pay penalties in the following amounts for each day after
the report was due or the milestone was to have been met until it submits
the report or meets the milestone:

Penalty per violation per day Period of viclation

$ 100 1% through 14% day
$ 250 15% through 30™ day
$ 560 31% day and beyond
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116. EPA’s determinations of whether Respondent completed the SEP satisfactorily and

whether Respondent made good faith and timely efforts to complete the SEP will bind

Respondent.

117. Respondent must pay any stipulated penalties Wiih_in; 15 days of receiving EPA’s
written demand for the penalties. Respondent will use the method of payment specified in
paragraph 99, above, and will pay interest and nonpayment penaliies on any overdue amounts.

118. Any public statement that R.,espeﬁdem makes referring to the SEP must include the
following language: "Hydro-Platers, Inc., undertook this project under the setilement of the
United Siai:»s Environmental Protection Agency's enforcement action against Hydro-Platers for
violations of the Section 112 of'the CAA, 42105, C‘. § 7412, and the implementing regulations at
40 C.F.R. Part 63, Subpart N (the National Emission Standards for Chromiom Emissiegs from
Hard and Decorative Chromium Electroplating and Chromivm Anodizing Tanks} and Subpart
WWWWWW {Subpart 5W) (National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Area
Source Standards for Plating and Palis‘f;mg Operationsy.”

118, I an event oocurs which causes or may cause a delay in ;-ampleﬁng the SEP as

reguired by this CAFO:

a. Respondent must notify EPA in writing within 10 days after learning 6f an
event which caused or may cause a delay in completing the SEP. The
notice must describe the anticipated length of the delay, its cause(s),
Respondent”s past and proposed actions fo prevent of minimize the delay
and a schedule to carry out those actions. Respondent must take all ‘
reascnable actions to aveld or minimize any delay. I Respondent fails to
notify EPA according to this paragraph, Respondent will not receive an.
extension of time 1 complete the SEP,

B, 1f the parties agree that citcurhstances beyond the coittrol of Respondent
caused or may cause a delay in completing the SEP, the parties will
stipulate to an extension of time no longer than the period of delay.

<. If EPA does not agree that circumstances beyond the control of
Respondent ceused or may a delay in completing the SEP, EPA will notify
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Respondent 1 writing of its decision and any delays in completing the
SEP will not be excused.

d. Respondent has the burden of proving that citcumstances beyond Hs
control caused or may cause 2 delay in completing the SEP. Increased
costs for completing the SEP will not be a basis for an extension of time
under subparagraph b, above. Delay in achieving an interim step will not
necessarily Justify or exeuse delay in achieving subsequent steps.

120, For feders! income tax purposes, Respondent will neither capitalize into inventory

or basis, nor deduct any costs or expenditures incurred in performing the S8EP,

General Provisions
121. The parties consent to service of this CAFQ by e-mail at the following e-mail

addresses: Branican Terencedgepa, gov (for Complainant, Terrvihvdro-platers.com (for

Respondent), and dgallo@iaxlev.com (for Respondent).

122, Ths CAFO rcseh;es only Respondent’s Hability for federal civil penalties for the
viotations alteged in this CAFO.

123, The CAFO does ot affect the rights of EPA or the Uﬁ:sd States to pursue
appropriate i un;ti._ve or other equitable relief or criminal sanctions for any vieolation of law. .

124, This CAFO does not affect Regpondent’s respan‘sﬁbﬁity to comply with the CAA

and other applicable federal, state und local laws. Exceptas provided in paragraph 122, above,
compliance with this CAPO will not be a defenise to mmy actions subsequently commenced
pursuatt tofederal laws administered by EPA.

125, Rﬁ‘&pﬁn{iﬁﬂi certifies that it is cnmpivmtr fully with Subpart N and Subpart 6W.

126. Thm CAFO econstitutes an “tﬁﬁfﬁfﬁ@?}}»&ﬁ fasp&m“’ 25 that ferm is used In EPA‘
Clean Alr Act Stationary Ciﬁl Penglty Policy o determine Respondent’s “full compliance
History™ under Bection 113(e) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(e).

{27, 'The terms of this CAFO bind Respondent, its successors and assigns. -

2
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128. ‘Bach person signing this consent agreement certifies that he or she has the
authority to sign for the party whom he or she represents and to bind that party to its terms.
129, Fach pa’%ty agrees to bear its own costs and atforneys” fees in this action.

130. Thizs CAFC constitutes the entire agreement between the parties.
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Hydro-Platers Ine., Respondent

Date . Terrance Adrian
General Manager and Gwner
Hydro-Platers Inc.
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United States Environmental Protection Agency, Complainant -

//;l//‘e7 /€ %xg @k

Date Edward Nam
Director
Air and Radiation Division
U.S. Environmental Protecfion Agency, Region §



Consent Acreement and Final Order
In the Matter of: Hydro-Platers Inc,
Drocket No.

CAA-05-2019-0008

Final Order
This Consent Agreement and Final Order, as agreed to by the parties, shall become effective
immediately upon filing with the Regional Hearing Clerk. This Final Order concludes this

proceeding pursuant to 40 CFR. §§22.18 and 2231 IT I8 SO ORDERED.

e &t LA, DO Mﬁ L Conf

Dale Ann L. Coyle
Regional Judicial Offic
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Reglon 5
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ATTACHMENT A

PN s WY

BLatincinTERNATIONAL, INC

CH#NG!‘&G THE WORLD OF PLATING!LS

Pet your request we are pléased to quote a price to fabticate and install a new 4% stage HEPA filter on fhe 2ne
scrabber, as well as'a new stack required to aliow ScrubAir Systems to guarantee that Hydro-Platers Inc. passes
the new Federal EPA emission requirement of .011 mg/dsem. We will also include stack festing.

The following will be inchuded:

> One 1) New 4t sfage HEPA filter housing with transition

o Fabricated from 3/8" and 14" thick high impact PVC
Filter housing
{4) HEPA filters

Magnehelic gauge designed to monitor the pressure drop aoross the HEPA fiiters {we will re.

connect the overall gauges to the exit side of the HEPA filters to manitor the pressure drop across

the combined {4) stages of filters. This must be recorded daily per EPA requirements)

o OCleat hinged and bolt onh access doars with convenient spin off knobs to allow access fo afl
components of the unit

o Transgifion from the exitend of the 4% stage HEPA filter to the inlet of the fan including re-
connecting the flex avd draw bands to the Inlet of the existing fan

G0 d

¥» One {1) New discharge stack

Fabricated from 3/16" thick high impact BVD

Rectangular to round transition on the discharge end of the fan
High velocity discharge stack on the discharge end of the stack
Ports for stack testing

SS ring to connect to the sxisting guy wires

(o B SR e R

¥ Owner's manual with drawings and spare parts fist

Installation by ScrubAir personne| :
o Remove the existing transition and stack {o 2 location for Hydro-Platers to dispose of
Al joints will be heat fusion welded
Al hanger rods and fasteners will be §8
All vigging equipment required (o assembils {Crane)
Start up and training

oo no

PLATING BNTERNATIONAL INC, 11142 ADDISON AvE FranKUN Pagg, L 407131
O. B47-451-2101 F. 847-451-2106
WA PLATIRGINIERN ATIONAL COM


www.PLATiNGlNJERNATIONALCOM
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LaTINGINTERNATIONAL, INC.

EHANG&HG THE WORLD OF PLATINGTIE

“THE ABOVE NEW 4 STAGE HEPA FILTER/ TRANSITION SECTION NEW STACK FABRICATED
AND INSTALLED FOR A PRICE OF... - e $22,975.00

*PERMITTING COST & STACK TEST!NG NOT INCLUDEB ........................ £5,700.00
: . SCAFFOLDING RENTAL & !NST,&LL,u.,.(,.u.‘.._.-.. $3,000.00

B PO Shipping Point.
b Dogs not Inchude taxes or perenifs I reduired

LEAD TIME:
¥ One to Two {1 - 2) weeks from recsipt of purchase order

PAYMENT TERMS:
' + NET 10 Days

~ ALL WORKMANSHIP ARD M;\TERTALS ARE YULLY GUARANTEED FOR ONE (1) YEAR AFTER BTARTUP

- WHEN STACK TESTED, WILL, SURPASS THE NEW FEDERAL EFA EMISSION MANDATE FOR HEXEVALENT CHROME

} OF UNDER 011 MG/DSCM. IF THE TEST AFTER SCRUBAIR MAKES THE MODIFICATIONS, DUES NOT FPASS, THE 011

MG/DSCM REQUIREMENT, SCRUBAIR AT NO.ADDITIONAL COST TO HYDRO-PLATERS WILL MAKE THE NECESSARY
MODIFICATIONS, AND WILL PAY FOR 8TACK TESTING COSTE.

?HydrchIaters Ire. pass&-‘ the néw Federal EPA emission reqmrement of 011 mg,/ dscm.
The faﬂowing will bz fﬂciﬁded
> {)ne(l} 3 Stgre Mesh Pad Design Scrubber

o 8000 CFM _
o FPahricated from 378" and 4" thick high impact PVC

PLATING INTERNATIONAL INC, 11142 ADDISON AVE FRANKLIN PARK, IL 60131
. 847-451-2101 F. B47-451-27104
WWW, PLATINGINTERNATIONALCOM


WWW.PLATINGINTERNATIONAL,COM
https://3,000.00
https://5,700.00
https://22,975.00

B s A

PLATINGINTERNATIONAL, INC.

THENGING THE WORLD OF PLATINGII!

O Q-0

Ciear hmgeciland bolt an access doots with convenient spin off knobs to alfow access to &1

components of the unit

Transition from the exit énd of the 4% stage HEPA fitter 1o the infet of the fan including re-
gonnscting the flex and draw Bands to the inlet of the existing fan

sing with transition

'Fabﬂcaled from 3/8° and ¥4 thick high impact PVC
" Filter housing

{4) HEPA filters

Magnehelic gauge designed to monitor the pressure drop across the HEPA filters (wewllire-
cormect the overall gauges to the exdt side of the HEPA {ilters to monitor the pressure 4rop aoross
the combined {4) stages of filters. This must be recorded daily per EPA reguirements) -

Clear hinged and bolt on dccess doors with convenient spin off knobs to allow access 16 &l
components of the unit

. Transition from the exit end of the 4% stage HEPA filter {othe inlst of the fan including re-

connecting the flex and draw bands 1o the Inlet of the existing fan

» One (1) New discharge stack

o
o
o
[a )
o

Fahricated from 3/16" thick high impaet PVG

Rectangular to round transition on the discharge end of the fan
High velocity discharge stack on the discharge end of the stack
Ports for stack {esting

$% ring to connect to the edlisting guy wifes

¥ Owners manual with drawings and spare parts {ist

nstatiation by Serubhdir nersonnel

O

o0 00

Remaove the existing transition and stack to a location for Hydro-Platers to dispose of
Alt joints will be heat fusion welded

All hanger rods and fasteners wilt be 85

Al rfigging equipment required to:assambié (Crane)

Start up and training

FLATING INTERNATIONAL INC. 11142 ADDISON AVE FRANKUN PARK, 1L 01313
Q. 847-457-210%1 F. 847-451-2106
W PLATINGINTERRATIONAL.COM
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CHANGING THE WORLD GF FLATIRGII!

THE ABDVE NEW 3 Stage 3000 CFM Chrome Separator System with a 4™ STAGE HEPA FILTER/TRANSITION
SECTION NEW STACK FABRICATED

AND INSTALLED FOR A PRICE OF...... : S - oo FACO00.00
*PERNITTING COST & STACK. TESTING NOT INCLUDED..cvvvisim rrmssns . $5,000.00
* SOAFFOLDING RENTAL & INSTALL v vecnnionsenn $3, 060,00

* START UP & TRAINING.... : o 55,000.00

W FOB Shipping Point
B Doss not nclude taxes or permiis if reguired

LEAD TIME:
¥ TworFour {2 -~ 4) weeks from recelpt of purchase order

PAYMENT TERMS:
¥ NET 10 Days

- ALL WORKMANSHIP AND MATERIALS ARE FULLY GUARANTEED FOR ONE [1) YEAR AFTER STARTUP

- WHEN STACK TESTED, WILL SURPASYS THE NEW FEDERAL EPA EMISSION MANDATE FOR HEXEVALENT CHROME
OF UNDER .011 MG/DSCM. IF THE TEST AFTER SCRUBAIR MAKES THE MODIFICATIONS, DOES NOT PASS, THE .011
MG/DSCM BEQUIREMENT, SCRUBAIR AT NO ADDITIONAL COST TO HYDRO-PLATERS WILL MAKE THE NECESSARY

MODIFICATIONS, ANT WILL PAY FOR STACK TESTING COSTS,

PLATING BERNATIONAL INC. 111472 ADDIRON AVE FRANKLIN PARY, 160137
0. 847-451-2101 F. B47-451-2104
WWW . PLATINGINTERNATIONAL. COM
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Consent Agreement and Final Order

In the matter of: Hydro-Platers Inc.
Docket Number: CAA-05-2019-0008

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that [ served a true and correct copy of the foregoing Consent Agreement and Final

Order, docket number (AR5 2014 006§, which was filed on [2/2! / )¢ , in the following
manner to the following addressees: r

Copy by E-mail to Terence Branigan

Attomey for Complainant: Branigan, Terence(@epa.gov

Copy by E-mail to Terrance Adrian, General Manager and Owner
Respondent Terry@hydro-platers.com

Copy by E-mail to Donald P. Gallo, Esq.

Attorney for Respondent: deallo@axley.com

Copy by E-mail to Ann Coyle

Regional Judicial Officer: coyle.ann@epa.gov

Dated: /Z/Z* /@!f ‘ mﬁ/_\
==

LaDjwn Whitehead
Regibnal Hearing Clerk
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 5
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