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November 2, 2006

Dr. Robert F. Sawyer,
Chairman

California Air Resources Board
1001 I Street

P.O. Box 2815

Sacramento, CA 95812

Re:  Agenda Item 6-8.3

We have been caught off guard,

The Metal Finishers Association of Southern California ("MFASC”) and the Surface
Technologies Association (“STA")(mllective]}f, the “Associations™) have worked very hard to
collaborate with the California Air Resources Board ("CARB™) and jts Staff to reach resghution
on a number of issues affecting the Proposed Amended ATCM for Chrome Plating and Chromic
Acid Anodizing Operations ("PAATCM™). From the mandate of the September 28, 2006 CARB
hearing, we understood that CARB Staff was directed to work with the air districts and industry

0 crafi 2 solution aover g bandful of minor 1ssuss that remained with the PAATCM

Following the hearing, the Associations did not hear from the CARB Staff concerning
this matter for:' over thirty days. There were no meetings or communications other thap an email

how we would meet with Staff and the air districts and sti]] reach resolution op the PAATCM in
tme for the November 16-17 hearing_

Modifications to the Original Proposal November 17, 2006> ("New Proposal”). It has not been
posted on the CARB wehsite for public review. The New Proposal is the result of ne interaction
with the Associations. It does not narrow minor differences from the Original Proposal; instead
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Board Member Loveridge echoed the recommendation, Transcript, Page 176, When asked if
the additional time would help, Executive Officer Witherspoon thought a ?h.a.ngc could be made
quickly, but also felt that additional time for the aix districts and “quality time” with ind

The changes in the New Proposal are so fundamental that it is h.ardito find a place 1o
begin. We compared several of the major new issues found within the New Proposal with the
PAATCM and found these changes were not sufficiently related to the PAATCM:

s PAATCM - based on statewide modeled risk (assumed 1 capcer risk or less per

million persons over 70 Years exposure).
. New Proposal - based on distances.

. PAATCM - 0.06 milligrams per ampere-hour (mg./AH) for pmall sources; aJ]
others 0.0015 mg/AH.

. New Proposal - 0.001 1 mg./AH,

- PAATCM - distance determined by district.
. New Proposal — distance determineg from ciosest part of building (not emission
* source) to nearest point of receptor property,

. PAATCM - distance determined at time of standard's effect by the facility.
. Nemepusai—distametabemeammdananymdctemjmjfmms&ingm

O expensive equipment, the cogt cannot be recovered. If the company t pay for the
expensive emﬁpm&n_], it will be put out of business long before the “option” will be available,
Essentially, the “option” from tlw:prescﬁptive standard is no option gt alj and is contrary to State

for an industry-CARB-ajr district partnership and a dialogue that could bring the i <

. ! es togeth
fora unanimously Supported PAATCM. We want that opportunity befmeu;fis tonpal?';e andgha:
that the parties could be directed to some form of negotiated rulemaking that has been used 5o
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