Comment 1 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: CARB Board Governance/ PFAS / Falsehoods
Comment:

To the CARB board nenbers,

CARB states in the Initial Statement of Reasons for the

ATCM (1 SOR, Page 8, second paragraph of 2. Environnental |npacts
and Benefits), and | quote,

& dquo; An additi onal co-benefit of the proposed phase out

is the elimnation of perfluoroal kyl and pol yfl uoroal kyl substances
(PFAS/ PFOS) contained in the fune suppressants used in chrone

pl ati ng operations. & dquo;

The quoted statenment contains the follow ng

f al sehoods.

Fal se Statement 1 - & dquo; &ellip;contained in the fune
suppressants used in chronme plating& dquo;. The reason this is

fal se is because according to the CARB website

here https://wn2. arb. ca. gov/resour ces/ docunent s/ f ume- suppr essant -i nf ormati on,
t he use of PFAS/ PFOS fume suppressants has been banned in
California since 2016. CARB maintains a |ist of approved

and unapproved fune suppressants

here https://wn2. arb. ca. gov/ resour ces/ docunent s/ chr one- pl ati ng- appr oved- f une-
suppressant-1list.

You can verify that the footnotes show t he PFAS/ PFCS fune
suppressants are not all owed.

Fal se Statenent 2 - & dquo; An additional co-benefit of the

proposed phase out is the elimnation of perfluoroal kyl and

pol yfl uor oal kyl substances (PFAS) & dquo;. The reason this is false
is that a benefit can only exist when change occurs as a result. In
this case, there is no change. Fune Suppressants are not bei ng used
by California chrone platers. So, no co-benefit is achieved by

el imnating sonething already elininated.

| provided this coment to the staff previously in one of

t he recorded working nmeetings. | amdi sappointed that it remains in
t he docunents that are now being presented to the Board for

deci sion. The inclusion of PFAS/ PFCS as a co-benefit is a dog

whi stl e that un-necessarily attracts attention to this rul e-naking
and increases pressure upon the board to nake decisions which are
not based on current facts and data. |If the board truly believes

t hat PFAS/ PFCS are still being used by chrome platers in California
then it is an enforcenent failure which would shine the |ight
directly upon the CARB

As an individual decision maker on the CARB board, you

shoul d ask yourself these questions.

1) Wy is staff adding this elenment to

t he decision | am being asked to make?

2) Are the other benefits of the



proposed ATCM so weak that these fal sehoods and this appeal to
enoti on were necessary?

3) Does CARB staff respect the

i ndependent deci sion-making authority of the board or is the board
a rubber stanp?

Thank you for your service on the CARB board.
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Comment 2 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Hunaid

Last Name: Nulwala

Email Address; Nulwala@lumishieldtech.com
Affiliation: Lumishield technologies

Subject: Please ban Chrome and chromating
Comment:

Unl ess regul ations don't take a charge we will never be able to
grow sust ai nabl e sol uti ons.
There are sol utions which replace Hex chrone.
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Comment 3 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: JM

Last Name: MEYER

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: CORRECTION and APOLOGY to the Board
Comment:

| have been infornmed by a know eddgeabl e party that the pren se
of my comment made on 12-2-2022 was incorrect. There are sone hex
chrone plating firnms that do use PFAS funme suppressants. They do
t hat because PFOS was banned but not PFAS. Sone platers do use PFAS
fume suppressants; purportedly because their air permts

require it.

So, | apol ogize to the CARB board for ny ignorant

st at enent .

Qur facility does not use PFAS or PFOS and never has. That woul d
seemto make us a potential asset to the State of California - A
hex chrome plater, with HEPA controls and no PFAS/ PFOS dependency
or liability and with a mission to support the national aviation
infrastructure and the national defense. Yet, the ATCM bans

us.
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Comment 4 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 617 Community Emissions Reduction Plan
Comment:

Attenti on CARB board nenbers.

South Coast AQWD and leaders in this community spent

many nont hs, days, and hours to create a Comunity Eni ssions
Reduction Plan under AB 617. Pl ease have your staff take a | ook at
it. It is for the WInington, Carson, Wst Long Beach Community
whi ch CARB consistently uses as a poster child for di sadvant age
relative to the environnent. The Cal Enviro Score in West Long
Beach near Cabrillo H gh School is in the 96th

percentile.

Here is the final CERP published in 2019.

https://ww. agnd. gov/ docs/ def aul t - sour ce/ ab- 617- ab- 134/ st eeri ng-
committees/w | mington/cerp/final-cerp-wew b. pdf ?sfvrsn=8

On page 3a-9, the chart shows the total cancer risk in

our area by cause. It shows that cancer risk fromdiesel is nore
than 1000 in a million but that cancer risk

from ALL OTHER

SOQURCES COMVBI NED (I NCLUDI NG HEX CHROVME) is |ess

than 240 per million. So, why does CARB, in the | SOR docunment take
pains to point out that hex chrome is 500 tines nore cancer potent
than diesel? That is a very msleading way to present potency

i nformati on. The AQVD net hod of presentation is much nore honest.
CARB staff should be ashamed of that. Wiy bring up diesel in the
hex chrone | SOR docunent at all? Your staff knows these nunbers and
this data but has consciously chosen to present it in the nost fear
provoki ng way possible. |Is diesel so preval ent that we neasure and
express cancer risks relative to diesel in ATCMs so people can
under st and? Has di esel pollution becone the standard to whi ch other
ri sks are conpared? Pretty pathetic approach to science and to
conmuni cation of real risk if you ask ne. It is certainly not
representative of an organi zation purporting to be the Wrld
Standard in air pollution control

An astute reader will go on to note that the sane

cancer risk chart on page 3a-9 shows the rel ationship between

di esel and other air toxics IN THE ENTI RE SOUTH COAST

BASI N which is home to 86 of the 113 hex

chrone facilities in this ATCM This

isn't just an isolated area this is the vast majority of what your
decision will inpact with the ATCM The data shows di esel FAR

out wei ghs hex chrome in terms of cancer risk to the entire South
Coast comunity.

But let's talk about hex chronme a little bit nore.

Look at Page 3b-1 of the CERP. | amintrigued by the information in
the box that states hexavalent chromiumis a key air toxic in this



conmunity and that the cause is MOSTLY FROM BRAKE

VEAR. .. yet we should BAN chrome pl aters.

If you ban chronme platers the enpl oyees who live here will becone
unenpl oyed, how does that help themor the people in this

conmuni ty?
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Comment 5 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Rich

Last Name: Roberson

Email Address:; richroberson@outlook.com
Affiliation:

Subject: A Process Comparison: Hexavalent vs. Trivalent Hard Chrome
Comment:

Hexaval ent Cr

Trivalent Cr

Excel | ent deposit properties

Struggl es with many issues

Sinple bath chem stry

Very conplicated bath fornul ation

Very good corrosion resistance

Requi res a nickel deposit first

Fewer tanks & | ess fl oorspace

Much | arger plating lines



Reverse etch activation

Needs an al kal i ne cl eaner and acid
dip

Broad operating w ndow

Sensitive to operating conditions

Easy to control & maintain

Daily analysis & additions needed

Tol erant to bath inmpurities

Very sensitive to many inpurities

Uses standard | ead anodes

Expensi ve MMO anodes required

Tol erates water additions

Sensitive to water concentration

Bat h additions not a problem

Requi res &l squo; Bl eed and Feed&r squo;

Indefinite bath life



Peri odi ¢ bath dunps required

Easily Zero Di scharged

Wast e treat nent al ways needed

Over 100 years of success

New and unproven

Much | ower i nvest nent

Consi der abl e hi gher entry cost

| nexpensi ve to operate

Significantly higher operating costs

Many possi bl e vendors

Tied to a single supplier

Easily made Sustai nabl e

Consi der abl e waste generat or
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Comment 6 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Art

Last Name: Holman

Email Address: art@shermsplating.com
Affiliation: Sherm's Plating

Subject: Public Comment
Comment:

"Pl ease add the two attachnents to the public comrent
section for Chrome ATCM "

Conment upl oaded by CARB Staff on behal f of Art
Hol man

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/11-chromeatcm2023-
VDUCdIMmAw8GaARr.pdf'

Original File Name: Art Holman.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2022-12-12 18:08:50
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Comment 7 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Eric
Last Name: Soiland
Email Address; esoiland@sonic.net

Affiliation:

Subject: Chrome Metal Finishing

Comment:

CARB has

targeted a small industry to nove the pressure off the State.
Busi ness will be forced to close, thousands of jobs will be |ost,
supply chains and consuners will have to find sources outside of

the State of California. Other States that do not have the
regul ati ons and controls that California shops have in

pl ace.

The three

fini shes of Decorative, Functional Chrome Metal Finishing and
Chrom ¢ Acid Anodi zi ng represent |ess than

1% of total ChromeVl Emissions for the entire State of

California.

VWhen

an entire industry is gone and CARB still has 99% Hex Chrone in air
enmi ssions who will be targeted next? Banning Chrome in the State

does not nake the demand go away; it only creates nore pollution
from nobi |l e em ssion sources such as trucks and cars. Wiy ban Hex
Chrone in a State that has it under control?

Fun

Fact: Based on the reported annual emni ssions CARB provided
(2018-2019) all of the decorative chrome platers in the state
enmtted | ess hexaval ent chrom um at .00856 | bs per year |less than
t he popul ar thene park resort in Anaheimat 0.106 | bs per

year.

CARB

shoul d base the rule on real science and data, not

enot i ons.

Pl ease do NOT shut down our |ocal chrone
shops&hel I i p;there has to be a better way

Regar ds,
Eric Soil and

2211 Spygl ass Drive
Brent wood, CA 94513
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Comment 8 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Scott

Last Name: Babcock

Email Address: sdwbabcock@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: plating
Comment:

Hel | o,

| work as

an engraver with nmany California platers who are restoring

bri ghtwork on vintage cars, usually in preparation for nmajor shows
such as the Concours d'El egance in Pebbl e Beach

It woul d

sadden me greatly to know that all of the high-quality chrome work
that currently goes on in our state would be prohibited, in an
effort to mtigate a very small percentage (|l ess than one percent |
understand) of the Chrone VI emissions currently being enmitted

st at ewi de.

I am al so

an environnmental advocate, and recognize the need to control

pol lution of all kinds. However, this proposal seens out of bal ance
with regards to the benefit/cost ratio. So many busi nesses will

have to close, and people Iike ne will also be discouraged from
doi ng business in California.
| do

beli eve there are | ess Draconi an ways of controlling em ssions that
woul d benefit a majority of the state's residents and busi nesses,
and not just be a bullet point on a political agenda. Let's not
make the plating industry be the fall guy!

Thanks

for |istening.

Best ,

Scott Babcock
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Comment 9 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Rodger

Last Name: Lee

Email Address: iskhotrods@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: HEx Chrome
Comment:

ny nane is Rodger Lee and | have used Sherm s Chrone

plating for 20 Years and a hand full of other chronme shops in Ca.
have been in business here in CA for 20 years building these very
hi gh end customcars and | currently enployee 18 people. W build
very high end autonobiles for clients all over the country. The
chronme work that Sherms custom Chrone plating is nmy go to source
for quality chrome work. Fromwhere | sit there are 2 other Chrone
shops in the country that do the work these guys do. One is in Chio
and anot her in Tennessee. |f you outlaw the hexaval ent chrone |
woul d be forced to send our work to another state or risk being not
conpetitive with other buil ders who send there chrone work to other
chrome shops outside of CA. Plus the lead time currently for this

| evel of work in 12-16 weeks any where you go and the lead tine
woul d get even longer if there was only two vendors and not 3. If
all ny work is going to be shipped across the country what is the
real gain in your proposed |legislation. Does the pollution not
travel across state lines? Plus the huge expense for sone thing
usual Iy hand deliver from Bakersfield to avoid UPS damagi ng

pricel ess parts.

I have no idea the pollution issues with both Chrones,

but what if its all outlawed in the USits just going to be done
over seas or across the border. The need for top quality Chrone
happens fromthe craftsnen level prep and the use of quality

pl ating supplies.

Forcing us to go to another or across the border is not a
big help for all parties involved.

| can tell the difference fromHEX an TRI. Its not nearly

as good and If | tried to pass off the lesser quality to ny
custoners they would know. The depth, clarity and color are al
different.



I f you have anynore

further questions or concerns please feel free to follow up. I'm
sure there is sonme solution to all owi ng Shernms and ot her high end
platers follow stricter guidelines without forcing nore people to
flee CA

The transportation
segnent is nearly a 100 times bigger issue that the decorative
chorne platers.
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Comment 10 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Christopher

Last Name: Moore

Email Address: Chris@ironworksspeedandkustom.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Chrome
Comment:

My nane is

Chri stopher More. | ama nmanager at a high end custom car shop
t hat has been using chrone plating

for 20 years. W build very high-end autonobiles for clients al
over the United States. The hexaval ent chrone work that

Sherm s Custom Chronme Plating does is sone of the best in the
country. They are our & dquo;go to& dquo; source for quality chrone
wor K.

I n our opinion

there are 2 other Chrone shops in the country that put out the
quality these guys put out. One is in Chio and another in

Tennessee. |If you nake it illegal to use hexaval ent chrome in CA we
will be forced to send our work to another state.
If all of

California& squo;s chrome plating is going to be shipped across the
country what is the real gain in your proposed legislation? If this
| egislation is passed you are now causing nore pollution. You are
doi ng this because the chrone plating is not going to just stop. It
will continue but it will have to be shipped out of CA and then
back to CA. Do you think that pollution will not cross state
lines? Forcing us to go

across the border is not a big help for all parties involved. It

Wi ll just continue to raise the prices in this time of

inflation.

We can tell the

di fference from hexavalent and TRI. TRl is not even close

to the quality of hexaval ent

chrome. If we were to

try to pass off the |lesser quality to our clients they would see
the difference and woul d | eave our shop for shops in other states.
Pl ease do not force nore people to flee

CA. | believe California can be one of the best states in the
union; we just need to stop hanpering capitalism

Pl ease shut down this proposed

| egi sl ati on.
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Comment 11 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: William

Last Name: Ganahl

Email Address: southcityrodandcustom@gmail.com
Affiliation: South City Rod and Custom

Subject: Chromium Plating Ban in California
Comment:

To
whomit nay concern

I own a

snmal | business here in California restoring classic cars. |
restore and custom ze cars fromthe 1920's through the 1960's, al
of which have many chrone pieces. W restore these cars to an
extrenmely high level, and they have been shown around the country,
and sonme around the world. W conpete for awards, which is a

bi g part of our business, and the finish and texture of the chrone
on these cars is a detrinmental conponent of our ability to conpete
at a high level. | know that there are many shops here in
California (the epicenter of customand classic car culture) that
share the same experience and produce the same |evel of quality as
we do. W absolutely cannot use any other nethod or quality

of chrone plating than hexaval ent chromi umto conpl enent the
quality of our builds.

I

understand that if Hex Chronme is banned in CA, we could potentially
send our parts out of state to be chromed. First, we

currently do not ship any parts to chrone; we personally deliver

all parts so as not to danmage or |ose any of these val uable

pi eces. Many of the parts are hand-nade from scratch and have
countl ess hours into their fabrication and manufacture. And

many of the parts are very rare, very valuable original pieces that
cannot be duplicated or replaced. For this reason, we cannot

take the risk of shipping parts and havi ng t hem danaged or

lost. And second, it is typically California's intention to

set precedent by exanple; if other states follow suit and hex
chrone is banned in Anerica for good, it would seriously affect the
entire industry of classic and custom car building and

restoration. This could nean job | osses in both the

chrome industry AND the classic and custom car industry, which
think you will find is a very large industry (just |ook at the
nunmber of car events and TV shows currently).

Al of

this said, the anbunt of pollution caused by the hex chrome process
is mniscule conpared to the | arge-scal e production of

mass- produced commodities. W are building one to three cars

per year, which means our collective use of the chrone process is
very small. It is an essential part of these builds, yet a



very small portion of the overall output of chrome shops in
general. But there are chrone shops that specialize in our
specific, very high standard requirements, and they would be
devastated by this ban. They are all upstandi ng busi nesses

(the ones we deal with) that already conply with state and federa

| aws, and sone of which would already comply with proposed | aws, as
they want to stay ahead of the curve and curtail pollution and

em ssi ons.

Pl ease

consi der amendi ng your proposed legislation to allow for
concessions for my industry. |If this mght nean all ow ng

snmal | production nunbers, while banning production over a certain
[imt, | ampositive that the businesses in ny industry would fal
wel | bel ow any threshold of significant pollution. Car

culture, while not appreciated by everyone, is an integral and

i nportant el enent of Californian and Anerican popul ar

culture. It is part of our history that we are trying to

mai ntain and carry on, and it represents a huge industry that
affects multitudes of businesses that contribute to the

craft.

Thank you
for your consideration,

Bill
Ganahl

South City Rod & Custom
22432

Thunderbird Pl ace
Haywar d, CA

94545

(510)

783-6300
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Comment 12 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: CARB and EJ - Where did Science go?
Comment:

In the past, we have been able to depend on

the California air regulators for taking science based, data driven
approaches to solve problens. This ATCM proposal is evidence that
sci ence and data are trunped by politics.

According to the SCAQVD MATES V st udy,

there are over 300 pounds of hex chrone enitted annually in the
region. Note, that is only in the South Coast area, not the entire
state. Let& squo;s call it 500 pounds in the state.

According to the CARB | SOR, SRI A, and

Appendi x B of this ATCM the anmount of PERM TTED Hex Chrom um

em ssions by chrone platers in THE ENTI RE STATE is 10.19

pounds.

According to the CARB Appendix B of this

ATCM the ACTUAL Hex Chrom um Eni ssions by chronme platers in the
ENTI RE STATE are 0.901 pounds.

So, this proposed rul e bans decorative

platers in the short term and functional platers in the long term
to save |l ess than 0.2% of the hexaval ent chrom um enissions in the
state. That is one pound out of 500.

CARB presents the purpose for the rule

change as being necessary to achieve environnmental justice goals.
(See the purpose section of the I SOR pages 1 to 5). But, based on data, this
doesn&rsquo;t even seemto be valid. You can see for yourself if
you take the time to read the AB 617 process Comunity Em ssions
Reduction Plans fromthe follow ng environnental justice
conmunities: 1) WImngton, Carson, and Wst Long Beach; 2) San
Bernardi no / Muscoy; 3) East LA, Boyle Heights; 4) East Coachell a;
5) South LA; and 6) Southeast LA. Al of those comunity generated pl ans
(with one

exception) appropriately recogni ze that chrome plating firnms are
not an area of concern. So, who is CARB listening to?

Way woul d CARB nove to inplenent a

STATEW DE ban based on what might be an issue in one EJ conmmunity?
Keeping in mind that nmetal working is a najor job engine for
California, is this how social justice is supposed to work. Do jobs
count for anything?

It seems to ne that the whole point of the

EJ nmovenent is to be responsive to people in their comunities. So,
to do that, the state (CARB) should not inplenment statew de edicts
that inpact conmunities other than the ones where problens my

exi st. Otherwi se, they create nore problens than they sol ve! Things
just get worse in nore comunities.

It is a fact that stainless steel contains



chrom um According to CARB and AQVD and sci ence, the heating,
forging, grinding, mlling, melting, welding, and cutting of
stai nl ess steel releases hexaval ent chromum It isn& squo;t just
chrone plating. So, is this rule-nmaking a shot across the bowto
the entire netal working industry in California? Should we all just
| eave now? After all, the netal finishers were told repeatedly that
since there is no & dquo; saf e& dquo; |evel for hexaval ent chrom um
it was necessary for CARB staff to propose this conplete ban based
on California health and safety |laws. They say they have no choice.
If that is the case, then nachinists, welders, recyclers,
fabricators, heat-treaters and all other nmetal workers will soon
join the chrone platers in the unenpl oynent |ine.

According to the Anerican Cancer Society,

hexaval ent chrone causes cancer. Sonehow, the California Health and
Saf ety Code and therefore CARB bans it.

But, also according to the Anerican Cancer

Soci ety, al coholic beverages (w ne) cause cancer. California
markets it to the world and our governor owns a w ne business. |
call bullstuff on the lie that CARB is forced to inpose a

ban.

There are serious problens at CARB. They

are being pulled away fromdata and science. It is hurting the
state. High-paying, nmiddle-class jobs are |eaving. As CARB focuses
on satisfying squeaky wheels it loses credibility on this and other
i mportant work. The job of a regulator is to adopt thoughtful
rules, a ban is not thoughtful. CARB should adopt an em ssions
based approach.
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Comment 13 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Bryan

Last Name: Leiker

Email Address: bleiker@klanodizing.com
Affiliation: MFASC-MFANC-NASF

Subject: MFASC-MFANC-NASF Previous Comments Compilation 12-13-22
Comment:

The Metal Finishing Association of Southern

California, the Metal Finishing Association of Northern California,
and the National Association for Surface Finishing submt the
attached coments that the associations previously subnitted on
June 4, 2021, June 7, 2021, June 9, 2021, February 3, 2022, My 11
2022, and July 19, 2022. W reaffirmand reiterate each of the
conments in these conmuni cations.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/19-chromeatcm2023-V ThcPARaBzcAZwR2. pdf'
Origina File Name: MF CARB CrVI ATCM Prior Comments Compilation 12-13-22.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2022-12-13 13:03:15
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Comment 14 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jason

Last Name: Wenig

Email Address: jpw@thecreativeworkshop.com
Affiliation: Owner/President - The Creative Workshop

Subject: Comments regarding the Hexavalent Chromium Airborne Toxic Control Measure
(ATCM)
Comment:

To whom it nay

concern

My name is Jason Wenig and | amthe owner of The Creative

Wor kshop. The Creative Wrkshop is a nationally recogni zed, highly
speci al i zed car workshop busi ness &ndash; noted for the forensic
restoration of rare, exotic and unique, historically significant
aut onobi | es.

I am

witing this letter as a representative of a billion dollar

i ndustry that works hand and hand with the decorative chrone

i ndustry &ndash; an integral and critical part of the highly
speci al i zed work we conduct.

Specifically, it seens California is |ooking to ban

all use of Hexaval ent Chrome. The subject of this initiative

t hrough CARB is &l dquo; Hexaval ent Chrom um Ai rborne Toxic Control Measure
(ATCM

for Chrone Plating and Chrom ¢ Acid Anodi zi ng

Qper at i onsé&r dquo;

| have

been deeply involved in the autonotive world for over two decades
and have worked with countl ess suppliers, craftsnen and supporting
i ndustries. My conpany was nanmed a & dquo; Top 20 Restoration
Conpanyé&rdquo; in the country in 2018 by one of the

i ndust ry& squo; s | eadi ng publications and | was awar ded

& dquo; Master Craftsnmen of the year& dquo; in 2019 by the
Ameri ca& squo; s Autonotive Trust. My biography is attached for
further reference.

The

vehicles entrusted to my conpany are sone of the rarest and nost
valuable in the world, and require a diverse set of skills and
supporting infrastructure to work on them Akin to rare

artwork or historic building restoration, the vehicles we work on
are neticulously and authentically rebuilt &ndash; using historica
archives, original factory drawi ngs and documents and numerous
other, sonetinmes rather arcane nmethods. In addition, the materials,
supplies and technology utilized to restore and maintain these
historic artifacts are equally obscure.

Vi nt age

cars touch all wal ks of life &dash; and have beconme sonethi ng rmuch
nore than a niche hobby. To further reinforce this reality and the
nature of these vehicles, we work with the Historic Vehicle

Associ ation, which is working in collaboration with the U S.



Department of the Interior in developing a National Hi storic
Vehicl e Register to carefully and accurately document and recogni ze
Ameri ca& squo; s nost historically significant autonobiles,

not orcycl es, trucks and conmercial vehicles. This project is the
first of its type to create a permanent archive of significant

hi storic autonobiles within the Library of Congress.

As you

can i magi ne, working with historically significant vehicles &ndash;
and in turn, our collective history &idash; details matter. As
historians entrusted with this responsibility, when considering

t hese details, & dquo;close enough& dquo; is not good enough. There
i s & dquo; correct & dquo; and & dquo;i ncorrect & dquo;

&l dquo; ri ght & dquo; and & dquo; wong& dquo;. W work incredibly
hard to ensure that restorative work is done correctly and right.
Al ong these lines, the coatings used throughout the history of the
automobile is very nmuch a part of our responsibility to get right,
and quite sinply put &ndash; there is no substitute for proper,
Hexaval ent Chrone. Historians, collectors, aficionados, curators
&ndash; we all know the difference between & dquo; proper decorative
chromeé&rdquo; vs alternatives. Alternatives cannot be used and
shoul d not be used on these incredibly val uable and coveted

assets.

Sai d

anot her way, house paint would not be used to restore a Picasso
just as plywood woul d not be used to restore a Tall Ship. To the
untrai ned or uneducated eye, paint is paint and wood i s wood
&ndash; but for the integrity of our history, there is obviously a
rather large difference when it cones to & dquo; correct& dquo; and
&l dquo; ri ght & dquo;

How we

protect our history comes down to the front lines of the craftsnen
that are entrusted to restore and naintain it &ndash; and the

&l dquo; tool kité& dquo; we have available to us, sinply cannot be

di m ni shed.

What

further conplicates this situation is that the nunber of businesses
dedi cated to autonotive decorative chronme continues to shrink
&ndash; with a troubling few businesses |eft that are capabl e of
doing this kind of work. The few that do remain, sinply nust be
protected - we can& squo;t afford to | ose any nore plating
conpani es &ndash; wherever they may be | ocated. For instance, we
work wi th Sherm& squo;s Custom Plating in Sacranento, California
(www. shermspl ating. com. It

took us years to find them W perforned tests with numerous
conpani es | ocated around the country, and only Shernm& squo;s had
the skills, capabilities and understandi ng of how to deliver
correct, authentic chrone for historic cars.

An
outright ban on this industry in California will cause irreparable
repercussions that will ripple throughout the industry &ndash; not

just for the plating conpanies located in California, but to and
through all of the conmpanies that rely on their services to

&l dquo; get the job done right & dquo; across the Country.

Massi ve

events around the world cel ebrate the autonobile &ndash; i ncluding
the nost prestigious car event in the world - the Pebbl e Beach
Concours dé&rsquo; El egance | ocated in Monterrey, California. Cars
invited to and displayed at Pebble, set the standard for the

hi story books. The wealthiest individuals in the world attend, and
t he nost val uabl e vehicles in the world are on display. Hundreds of
mllions of dollars of autonotive history are on display every
August &ndash; and sinply put, chrone alternatives would never be



accepted during the judging process &ndash; whereby the best and
correctly restored vehicles are awarded. This reality woul d repeat
itself at events the world over.

VWhat & squo; s interesting and salient is that the vol une

of materials and supplies used for this critical work is smal
conpared to its inportance, and pales in conparison to the vol unes
used in general industry, where chrone alternatives could readily
be accepted. Penalizing small boutique businesses (and the | ow

vol unme of supplies they use) to solve a problemthat is
fundamental |y not caused by this group - that is already tightly
regulated - is both near-sighted and counter-intuitive. The benefit
toresult ratio is conpletely off by targeting the decorative or
even specifically, the autonotive show chrone industry.

The

decorative chrone industry, as well as other supporting disciplines
to the autonotive world, are used to operating under regul ations
and control s &idash; including proper hazardous waste di sposal
limtations on volune, specialty filtration and particul ate
control, etc. W understand this is done so a partnership between
busi ness and protecting our environment can establish itself. This
bal ance and partnership is in place and evol ves as necessary. An
all out ban, of the entire industry in California &dash; conbining
| ow vol une aut onotive busi nesses along with | arger comercial or

i ndustrial platers, again, seenms counter-intuitive.

For the

record, | amparticularly sensitive to this subject nmatter and
debate. | amoriginally from New York, where ny Father, the late
Dr. Jeffrey Wenig, was director of Environmental Protection during
the 1970&rsquo;s. | grew up with the environnment and our care of
it, as an integral part of our lives. | take these matters very
seriously and | amnot witing this letter and voicing ny opinion
arbitrarily. | amhoping that healthy debate and | ogical terns can
be established for the benefit of all parties involved.

All

said, | inplore you to understand the true nature of our industry
and its reliance on a small portion of the Hexaval ent Chrone that
we use &ndash; and to engage with the vested community, so that we
can continue forward in collaboration and partnership &ndash;

considering all inplications to our industry, our history, jobs and
of course the environnent.
I am

avai l abl e to provide any additional information or discuss in any
way to help further this process al ong.
Thank

y0u1

Jason Wenig

Owner and

Pr esi dent

The Creative

Wor kshop

118 Hill Street

Dani a Beach, FL 33004

954-920- 3303

j pw@heCreati veWdr kshop. com
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Comment 15 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: SRIA analysisis flawed and does not agree with CARB data
Comment:

| submitted the text bel ow addressed to the

CARB Board, CARB Staff, and the California Departnment of Finance on
June 26, 2022. |In the email, | refer to actual em ssions of

2.2 pounds which is the anpbunt of actual enissions referenced in
the SRIA. However, the |atest CARB docunent (Appendix B) on this
website now shows that actual emi ssions are 0.9 pounds annually.
CARB' s nunbers don't match. Hmm Actual em ssions have dropped by
nore than half since June? | guess this just weakens CARB s case
all the nmore. An anal ysis based on actual experience would show
even | ess emi ssion reduction. 1Is this SRIA even a viable

docunent anynore? At what point in this regulatory process does the
State stop the presses to validate the basic data from which
econoni ¢ assessnents are nmade?

TEXT FROM EMAIL OF JUNE 26, 2022

FOLLOWG. . . .

The nobst inmportant nunmber in

the Chrome ATCM SRIA is 2.2 pounds. You can find it in Table 2.1 on
page 21 of the SRIA. Go look at it. It is

i nportant. The total pre-pandem ¢ hexaval ent chrone em ssions from
chrone platers in California is 2.2 pounds annually. A fact &ndash;
2.2 pounds annual ly.

The nost revealing nunber in

the Chrome ATCM SRIA is 132 pounds. You can find this nunber on the
top of page 2. It is the purpose for the rule.

According to the SRIA rule adoption will elimnate 132 pounds over
20 years. That is an average of 6.6 pounds per year. Froma
starting point of 2.2 pounds. It bears repeating. The newrule wll
elimnate 6.6 pounds per year fromthe currently enitted

total of 2.2 pounds per year

There woul d be no chrone platers after 2039 so

em ssions will be 0.0 pounds. Sacranento nath is exposed.
Specifically (2.2 - 6.6 = 0.0). Renenber, the Chrome ATCM SRIA is a
conbi ned product of the California Air Resources Board and the
California Departnent of Finance and yet it inplicates the
California Departnment of Education

It is not a co-incidence that CARB and the

California Departnent of Finance separate these two nunbers, the
big flashy benefit savings on page 2 and the actual emni ssions on
page 21. The key to big savings results are big baseline



assunptions. Section 1.6 and the footnotes in Table 2.1 describe
the nmethod and assunptions for establishing the baseline. The
inflated baseline is justified in the foll owi ng ways:

They create the concept of & dquo; potenti al & dquo;

em ssions. These are emi ssions that facilities could make, at the
di scretion of the facility, which are not currently prohibited by
permt throughput Iimts. You are led to believe chrone enissions
will, or could, go up to this level, but that is not a good
assunption. Experience shows us that chrone plating em ssions have
done not hing but decline in California for decades.

They assune that pollution control equipnent operates at

no better than the permt efficiency | evel or |acking pollution
control equipnment, that facilities are emtting the maxi mum

They created a magnification factor to account for data
they did not collect fromall facilities, and they chose the
hi ghest & dquo; at |inité& dquo; assunption about that data.

Finally, they added a disclainmer, & dquo;Using enission

l[imts may overestimate actual emnissions at sone
facilities. & dquo; A nore accurate statenent could have been

&l dquo; Using enmission linmits does overestimte

actual emissions at facilities in aggregate& dquo; and they did do
exactly that.

The result of this creativity is a baseline of
10. 19 pounds per year if you read page 15 and 10. 15 pounds per year
if you | ook at Table 21. W coul d question the discrepancy between

10.19 and 10.15 but we will nove on because there is sonething nore
i mportant that you should be aware of. At the beginning of this
emai |, we tal ked about 6.6 pounds per year of savings. That nunber

is derived because the rul e doesné& squo;t elimnate hex chrone
until 2039 so it is an average over 20 years. Beginning in 2039, at
elimnation, the benefit is 10.15/10.19 pounds per year. So, the
Sacranmento math is even worse (2.20 &ndash; 10.19 = 0.00).

Let & squo; s get back to discussing the

basel i ne assunptions - the & dquo; potential & dquo; emni ssions and

&l dquo; (i n)efficiency& dquo; of pollution control devices. Chrone
pl aters deserve sonme credit. They do currently operate within
limts and are choosing to operate with a margi n of safety bel ow
the imt. They do this to assure conplete conpliance.

&l dquo; Pot enti al & dquo; emni ssions are foregone in order to assure
conpliance and are already achi eved. Additionally, nany chrome

pl aters have invested in expensive pollution control equiprent

whi ch operates at a higher efficiency than required by rule limts.
Assuming i nefficiency equal to the rule linmt is not valid &dash;
especially in view of source test data in the possession of

regul ators that is referenced in the SRIA. So, the baseline is
arbitrarily high. It assunes both these factors do not already

exi st. But they do. Em ssions have al ready been reduced by the
chrone plating industry. As a result of inprovements in Rule 1469,
there is not a need for additional regulation. This is plainly
evident and explains the nearly 5 to 1 rati o between the baseline
and actual experience. These concepts should not be used to inflate
a baseline or to justify the costs proposed in this ATCM The costs
the rule would i npose on plating firns and the California econony
shoul d not be justified by phantomelimnation of en ssions that
have al ready been el i n nated.

It is also inportant to understand that the



assuned basel i ne does not include fugitive eni ssions and that none
of the quantified benefit is fromfugitive em ssions. Additionally,
there is no quantified benefit from PFAS elimnation. Despite the

| ack of data and specificity on either fugitives or PFAS, the
benefits of elimnating themare discussed. This is unfortunate and
m sl eadi ng. The di scussion attenpts to provide a basis for the
board to support (and perhaps vote for) this rule proposal in the
absence of data. Do not be misled. Fugitives and PFAS evoke fear
Wthout quantification or estinmation, they should not be discussed.
If they can be quantified, CARB should present the data so that it
can be discussed effectively. Note, there are already rules in

pl ace and in devel opnent agai nst use of PFAS. Additionally, AQWD
Rul e 1469 already has significant controls against fugitive

emn ssi ons.

Hexaval ent chrone in anbient California air is

at record low | evel s, see

https://ww. ar b. ca. gov/ adani t oxi cs/ st at epages/ cr6state. htnl .

The 2.2 pounds which would be elimnated by the proposed rule are a
factor of 10X less than at |east one other non-nobil e hexaval ent
chrom um source known to the CARB and to SC AQWD. Effective
regul ati on of hexaval ent chromiumin California demands that

regul atory resources are directed at the nost fertile opportunities
for inmprovenent. The chronme plating i ndustry has been highly
regulated in California. Industry em ssions inproved before the
adopti on of SC AQWD rul e 1469 and shoul d be expected to continue to
i nprove follow ng its& squo; update in 2019. It should be noted
that 2019 is the basis for nmany of the datapoints in the SRI A and
2.2 pounds is likely a high estimate of current em ssions. There is
not a need for a new CARB rule. Application of the current SC AQVD
Rul e 1469 to the entire State of California is a nuch nore

ef fective path.

Thanks for your time. The Hex Chronme ATCM

referenced repeatedly in this enail can be found here.

htt ps://dof. ca. gov/ wp- cont ent/ upl oads/ For ecasti ng/ Econom cs/ Docurnent s/ SRI A-
Chr one. pdf
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Comment 16 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Brett

Last Name: Cowan

Email Address; bmcowan@msn.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Ban on Hex Chrome in California
Comment:

My nane is Brett Cowan an |'ve been an autonotive nmechani ¢ and
classic car enthusiast for over 30 years. |'mwiting today to
oppose the ban on Hex chronme in California. Not only will this do
nothing to dininish any pollution in the state of California it
will nerely drive out nore small businesses that barely got by
during your Draconi an neasures put into place during the great
Covid 19 debacle. This seens to be a witch hunt against the
autonotive industry that seens to be one of Gavin Newsone's
favorite past tinmes. It doesn't appear the science behind

this decision really has any nerit. Once again the State of
California is attacking the freedons and rights of working class
citizens with fal se accusati ons and unproven science. Quit
focusing on the small Mom and Pop shops that make this country and
this State what it is and focus on the real issues (honel essness,
crine, political insider trading, illegal inmgration, fentanyl)
just to nane a few.

Thank you....Brett Cowan
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Comment 17 for Proposed Amendmentsto the ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Eric

Last Name: Svenson, Jr

Email Address: ericjr@plating.com
Affiliation: Plating Resources, Inc.

Subject: Hexavalent Chrome
Comment:

Hexavel ent chrone platers produce approxi mately 1% of the
hexaval ent chronme emi ssions in the State of California. How does
the air quality inprove by closing these facilities? CARB should by
focusing on restricting the sources that nmake up the other 99% of
hexaval ent chrone enissions to inprove California's air

quality.

There is no suitable replacenent for hexaval ent chronme. The

market rejects trivalent "decorative" chrome; and no process cones
close to the funcitionality and benefits of hard chrome, which is a
requi rement for specifications such as Boei ng BAC5709, M L-STD 150F
and many others. A ban on hexaval ent chrone woul d negatively inpact
t he defense and aerospace industry in California.

Pl ease subnit the attachement to the Public Record.
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Comment 18 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Appendix B (The Emissions Inventory) is not correct
Comment:

Appendi x B contains data errors, spreadsheet errors, calculation
errors, and assunption errors. To the extentt it is the source of
any all egations, conclusions, statenents, or any logic basis in
support of the ISOR, SRIA or the rule fornmulation, it should be
corrected.

The data shown for our facility shows incorrect enissions,
incorrect emission permit linmts, and incorrect source test

emi ssion rates. It is difficult to find any row of data in the
appendi x that correctly represents any facility.

If CARB is able to identify the correct data and cal cul ations to
support the rule nmaki ng, we request a new 45 day conment peri od
following the rel ease of a new appendix B. It is only fair

Arule making like this, in which there is an opportunity to
decrease overall hexaval ent chrome emissions in the state by 0.2%
and will elimnate thousands of jobs, damage the state econony, and
di srupt several industries deserves to be based on correct

dat a.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2022-12-19 14:26:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Toward Rule Improvement
Comment:

As stated previously, the rule | anguage itself could inprove by...
1) Recogni zing that sone chrone platers who do not use PFAS/ PFCS,
are not | ocated near schools, are not |ocated near sensitive
receptors, have fully conpliant HEPA systens and 1469 conpli ance,
are located in Cal EnviroScore areas with no popul ati on and

t herefore no Cal EnviroScore, but performvital work that supports
the national commercial aviation and DOD infrastructure (e.g...us)
shoul d have a right to exist until a substitute technol ogy can be
identified. Don't ban us before the replacing technology is
identified, ban us after the replacing technology is identified.
For us, the substitute technology won't be trivalent plating. Take
out the ban | anguage associated with hard chrone platers - no one
can raise capital with that in there.

2) I mpl emrenti ng AQVD 1469 statewide. That's it. No need for

anyt hi ng el se.

3) Reduci ng the source test requirenent to a frequency of five
years.

4) Allowing currently pernmitted facilities to add/change pernits so
l ong as conpliant to em ssions regulations (i.e..1469).

5) Al l ow ng decorative platers a way to conply rather than a hard
ban.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Comment 20 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Computing the Cancer Risk for my facility
Comment:

Let's look at the risk fromour facility using the data that CARB
provi des on pages 173 to 175 of the | SOR CARB breaks the risk up
into two pieces, the risk to residents, and the risk to off-site
workers in the area.

We are located in an industrial zone in the 90813 zip code area.
There are no residential buildings within 500 nmeters. According to
figure V.1 that means that our cancer risk to residents is ZERO

Yes, zero risk to residents. But, let's go on and |look at offsite
wor ker risks. At the bottom of page 175, CARB states, and | quote,

"For the 2019 baseline, the estimted potential cancer risks range
approximately fromless than one in a nmillion to 17 chances per
mllion, depending on the level of plating operations at the
facility."

So, we can use this to conpute the cancer risk. Even though 17 in a
mllion is the worst case, and even though it would be better for
nmy illustration to use one in a mllion, we will use the higher
nunber; even though we are a smaller facility. How many offsite

wor kers are there around us? W don't know for sure but we can nake
a useful estimate.

The 90813 zip code is one of the densest in the state (#31 as a
matter of fact) and has a density of 18,175 people per square nile
If we draw a circle around our facility at a radius of 500 neters,
the area is 0.3 square mles. Applying a little arithnetic, we can
conpute an estimate of 5,452 workers within that circle if the work
force is dispersed at a simlar density to residents. But maybe it
is not, so let's make an extrenme assunpti on about the nunber of
workers within 500 neters of us and say it is 25,000. Qur
assunption is between 5,000 and 25, 000 people work within 500
neters of us. Using the highest figure, we can conpute that 0.425
of fsite workers (25,000 X 0.000017 = 0.425) might get cancer. Let
nme repeat that number 0.425.

And | ooking at a previous sentence CARB states that, and | quote:
"The guidelines assume that a worker at a nearby worksite is
exposed to the emi ssions for 25 years, 250 days per year, and 8
hours per day."

So, in order to get 0.425 cases of cancer, we need 25,000 people to
stay within 500 neters of this facility for 8 hours a day, 250 days
per year, for 25 years!



There it is, for ny facility, using CARB s nunbers and conservative
assunptions, we get less than 1/2 of one cancer case. | hope you
get the point.

So why after nore than three years of engagenment in this ATCM
process with CARB and the preceding rule 1469 process with AQVD and
CARB is this small business dealing with the existential threat of
a ban? Who is in charge? Is anyone at CARB capabl e of naking a

decision to stop this nmadness? |Is this what AB 617 hath wought? W
are bei ng danaged.
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Comment 21 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Enjoy your Holiday Air Travel
Comment:

Metal finishing disciplines support comercial aircraft. Decorative
chrone is nostly used on interiors. Functional anodize is used al
over the aircraft to protect parts fromcorrosion. Hard Chrone is
used to assure the correct function of thrust reversers, |anding
gear, rudder and aileron actuators, propulsion systens, and ot her
flight and landing critical conponents.

I f any nmenbers of the CARB board are traveling over the holidays,
you are only able to do so because the aviation industry has used
hexaval ent chromumin California to keep you safe.

Hard chrome platers support nanufacturing, processing, repair and
mai nt enance of critical aircraft conponents. We follow the explicit
direction of engineers within the CEMs and the airlines, and use
federal and internationally recognized standards to performthe
work. In the United States, the design, production, and mmintenance
of all aircraft are under the jurisdiction of the FAA who audit and
enforce the strict adherence to the requirenents. Those

requi renents dictate the use of hexaval ent chrone. People go to
jail and/or are fined if regulations are not followed.

The United States aviation infrastructure is interstate conmmerce.
Aircraft repair and mai ntenance is a necessary part of that
infrastructure. The CARB does not have authority to regul ate

i nterstate comrerce.

Despite formal efforts by the US governnent and the aviation
conmunity to identify a hard chrone alternative in the late 90's,
the industry has not yet found suitable alternatives. This ATCMis
not going to change the realities of physics, materials, etc.. Your
flight is only able to occur because hexaval ent chrom um nakes it
saf e and possi bl e.

Even the newest Boeing 787 aircraft which will be manufactured for
the foreseeable future and will fly for decades are designed to be
made and maintai ned with hexaval ent chronme. Every aircraft in the
world contains a part that was hexaval ent chrome plated in
California. Aircraft have usable lives spanning decades and wil |
persi st beyond 2039. The California econony depends on tourism A
hard chrome ban i s m sgui ded hypocri sy.

Enj oy your flight.
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Comment 22 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jerry

Last Name: Redding

Email Address: jerryredding55@yahoo.com
Affiliation: Sherman custom plating

Subject: Hexavalent chrome
Comment:

Hexaval ent chrone | work at Sherns customplating in Sacranmento
California nmy dad started this conpany 50 years ago we have al ways
abi ded by the rules and put in all of the safety equi pnent air
scrubbers etc. by elimnating hexaval ent chrone all of our or npst
of our client base will just sinply go out of state to get their
work done we are a small shop in Sacranento California | don't
think it's fair that the hard chrom ng industry gets 10 years

al  owance to go about business in a normal manner whereas
decorative chrone players only have four years before rulings are
made | don't think that's fair our em ssions are zero detectable
because we use air scrubbers on the chrom um bath pl ease reconsider
these unfair rulings on the Hexaval ent chrone.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2022-12-22 19:40:32

No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Changes/ Comment Period
Comment:

| have provided input that there are discrepancies and errors in
and between the | SOR, the SRIA, and the proposed rule. | request
that those docunents be updated to correct the discrepancies and
logic failures (e.g... annual enission reduction being greater than
annual em ssions, rule notivation attributed to environnental
justice concerns but unsupported by docunmented AB 617 CERPs in the
EJ comunities, and nore...). To the extent the rule m ght be
changed to address the coments of nyself and others, | request
that the public be given 45 days to anal yze the changes and provide
conment. This is reasonabl e considering that individual nmenbers of
the public and owner/managers of snall businesses do not have
sufficient time and resources as do |l arge corporations and the
State of California to devote to analyzing the rule.

This rule naking is an excellent exanple of the difficulty that
smal | businesses have in working with California regul ators.
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Comment 24 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Bobbi

Last Name: Burns

Email Address: bobbiburns@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation:

Subject: Amendment to Chrome ATCM
Comment:

For those reading public comments that nay not be aware, Hexaval ent
Chrom um can be found in nany places in our everyday |ives. Besides
nature and pl ating shops, Hexavalent Chromiumis found within

i ndustries of aerospace, ground transportation, concrete, welding,
| eat her tanni ng, wood preserving, fireworks (there goes

Di sneyl and), cosnetics, cleaning agents and tobacco. Sonme everyday
itens include products in our hone |ike electronics, fixtures,
hardware, furniture and keys. The Chronmiumfinishes are essentia
to autonobiles including electric cars, aerospace, industria

machi nery, dies and nolds; netal finishing adds a variety of
protection, wear resistance, and in some cases restoration

Permits, inspections, testing and fees are the standard for any
Chromumplating facility in California. Regulations here in
California are the nost stringent in the USA. California sets the
standard and is the | eader of environnental innovations in the
Country. The proposed ban on Decorative Chrome in the upcom ng
amendnment to the ATCM sinply doesn't make sense.

Banni ng the Decorative Chrome process here does not nake the demand
for the finish go away. There are countl ess manufacturing and
restoration conpanies here in this State that will have to cl ose or
ship parts to other States, other States that have little to no
control on the process, creating a new wave of problens. The
technol ogy used today to prevent pollution is superior to what was
used decades ago.

"I'n 2007, to further protect the public, CARB adopted additiona
anendnments to the Chrone Plating ATCM resulting in the nost
stringent and health protective em ssion standards applicable to
chrone plating operations in the nation." This sentence was pl ucked
strai ght from CARB's website.

Si nce 2007 there has been a significant reduction in CrVlI enissions
fromplating facilities. W account for less than 1% of the tota
CrVI emissions in the entire State. My point is that we are not a
failed regul ated i ndustry. The proposed amendnent shoul d create an
em ssion base rule for all covered process equally. The Decorative,
Functional and Chromic Acid Anodi ze have the sanme chenmistry so why
ban just one? The anendnment shoul d be an emi ssion based rule for
any hexaval ent chrom um process. The Decorative Chronme process
averages 10k to 40K anp-hrs annually but the Hard or Functi onal
Chrone and Chromic Acid Anodi ze process can run-up to and over a
mllion anmp-hrs annually. It is discrimnation



Proposing alternatives such as Tri-Chrone for decorative finishes
shoul d be an alternative, not the only choice. If a Decorative
Chrone facility is meeting the em ssion standard, under the
threshold or non-detect for CrVI enissions then why shut it down?
The ATCM Amendnent shoul d be based on science and data, not
enotions. Inmposing a discrimnatory ban on this process sets a bad
precedent for California.

| strongly urge CARB to stand by the side of California businesses
t hat have nmi ntai ned conpliance and continue to invest in better
technol ogi es so that we can continue our craft and be of service to
not only the | arge nmanufacturers but the hobbyi st and ent husi asts
that rely on our finishes. The stationary source of this hexaval ent
chromumis under control of not only the Qperators, who are
certified by CARB's program but also by the local Air Districts.

I am a second generation netal finisher for over thirty years. | am
in good health. My long-tine enployees are in good health. [f |

t hought | was endangering nmy famly or community we wouldn't be in
busi ness. Thank you for reading ny coments.

Bi ol ogi cal fun facts: Ingested Cr(VlI) is efficiently reduced to the
Cr(lll) by the gastric juices [De Flora, Badolati et al. 1987].
Cr(VI) can also be reduced to the Cr(l11) in the epithelial lining
fluid of the lungs by ascorbate and glutathione (Petrilli, Rossi et
al . 1986; Suzuki and Fukuda 1990).

Once absorbed into the bl oodstream Cr(VlI) is rapidly taken up by
erythrocytes after absorption and reduced to Cr(I11) inside the red
bl ood cells. In contrast, Cr(ll1) does not readily cross red bl ood
cell nenbranes, but binds directly to transferrin , an
iron-transporting protein in the plasma (nmade by the liver) EPA
1998; ATSDR 2000; Dayan and Pai ne 2001].
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Comment 25 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Art

Last Name: Holman

Email Address: art@shermsplating.com
Affiliation: Sherm's Custom Plating

Subject: 2022 Chrome emissions
Comment:

I would like for the board to | ook at decorative platers enissions
and clearly state why we are being targeted for elimnation in
California when we are already highly regul ated and have zero
threat to public safety when operating under current ATCM

I will publicly post ny emissions for the 2022 year with data to
prove that shops like mine are not the problem and should not be
required to transition to trivalent or close down operations.

2022 | used 31,322 anp/hrs at a source test rating of 0.00032
The math is 31,322 x 0.00032 = 10.02304 nilligranms for all of
2022.

To put this in perspective a paperclip = 1 gram

It would take nmy facility 100 years at these rates to produce 1
gram of chrone, a paperclip worth! Can you see how ridicul ous this
i s? you have the ability to look at true data on enmissions in the
i ndustry and the facts speak for thensel ves.

Bef ore any decision on a new ATCMis reached the board really needs
to look at facts, the overwhelmng majority of platers all have
anp/ hr neters and source test docunmentation that proves the chrone
plating industry as a whole is not the problemw th hexaval ent
chrome em ssi ons.

Ships, Rail, Concrete, and nobile sources are huge contributors,
and this newrule will do nothing to change that it will only drive
chrone platers out of state where they are not regulated as tightly
as here in California.
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Comment 26 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Paramount (Dichromate Seal Tanks)
Comment:

Air nonitoring in Paranount reveal ed that dichromate seal tanks
were a source of hex chronme and that CARB and AQVD had NO RULE to
control dichromate seal tanks! The tanks were unregul ated. An
uproar ensued. CARB and AQVWD cane under fire. How could they I|et
this happen? Blane had to be assessed. Round up the usua
suspects...chrone platers! A new rule was made. Media headl i nes

bl amed platers but the firns with dichromate seal tanks were NOT
decorative chrone platers and were NOT hard chrome platers. CARB' s
al | egations about fugitive plating em ssions from"uncontroll ed
tanks" are based on this situation in Paranbunt and on another in
Newport Beach. But, again, the Newport Beach firmis NOT a
decorative chrone and NOT a hard chronme plater either. So why does
this rule target decorative and hard chrome pl ating? Wy does it
justify action based on "fugitive plating emissions from
uncontrol |l ed tanks" when hard and decorative platers don't have

di chromate seal tanks? How did CARB draw a |line from Di chronate
seal tanks to hard chrome and decorative chrone platers?
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Comment 27 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Rich

Last Name: Roberson

Email Address:; richroberson@outlook.com
Affiliation:

Subject: CARB Chrome Plating ATCM
Comment:

Re: CARB Chrone Pl ati ng ATCM

Eugene,

I would |ike to express concern of a conplete ban of Hexaval ent
Hard Chrome plating on behal f of our Team nenbers here at Rol
Technol ogy West (RTW.

Qur Team nenbers invested tine into their profession and have nade
it not just a job, but a career

Qur team nenbers are puzzled why the career they chose, is being
targeted for a conplete ban. They are bew | dered why an industry
that makes up less than 1% of hex chrom um eni ssions nationally, is
being targeted for elimination

RTW s Team nmenbers have al ways done the right thing and foll owed
all the rules, procedures, and permits.

"And we mnust recognize that communities of color have a range of

vi ews and concerns. "-CARB Chair Randol ph

RTW s team nmenbers have children and grandchildren who are all are
part of a community of color. They work in this community. They
have hones in this conmunity.

"We cannot fail in our efforts to |listen, engage, and work towards
equi tabl e solutions as best we can. "-Chair Randol ph

The conpl ete ban of Hexaval ent chrone plating is the exact opposite
of equitable solution. There is no alternative for the Hexaval ent
Hard chrome plating of Work rolls.

Qur team nmenbers woul d be laid off and because their career is
banned, the skills, which they have worked so hard to hone, would
be worthl ess.

This would be traumatic for our Team nenbers, famlies, and
conmuni ty.

| understand CARB's quest to |ook for an alternative to Hexaval ent
Hard chrome plating. However, there is no viable alternative for

t he Hexaval ent Chrome plating of Wirk rolls.

Therefore, | ask CARB not to institute a conplete ban on Hexaval ent
Hard chrome but rather, consider a nore equitable solution and
adopt the European nmodel and grant conditional exenptions until a
vi abl e and proven alternative is found.

If granted, a conditional exenption would give RTWthe ability to
remain in operation until a viable and proven alternative is

f ound.

Si ncerely,



Ri chard Rober son
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Comment 28 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: JM
Last Name: MEYER
Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com

Affiliation:

Subject: Atmospheric Rivers and Hex Chrome

Comment:

We are currently experiencing an "atnmospheric river" event (as the
press likes to call it) that is predicted to result in downed trees
and power |ines, flooding, and nudslides throughout the state.
don't know if that prediction will hold, as weather can be

unpredi ctabl e, but | do know this...

The hydraulic actuation mechani snms on the bull dozers, earthnovers,
and backhoes that will clear the roads, restore your power, repair
the dans, and reinforce the hillsides are MANUFACTURED AND REPAI RED
wi t h HEXAVALENT CHROME by hard chrone platers. Your decision wll
have consequences. Pl ease don't be naive about what protects you,
your property, and the citizens of California and all ows the

t axpayers to pay your salaries.
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Comment 29 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Kelly

Last Name: Wiley

Email Address: Kcwiley5@gmail.com
Affiliation: Sherm's Custom Plating

Subject: Chrome Ban in California
Comment:

My nane is Kelly Wley. | have worked for Shermis CustomPlating in
Sacranmento, Ca for 16 years. That is a mpjority of ny working life.
| am a single wonen, who owns her own home (thanks in part to ny
enpl oyment at Sherms), and is on track to be a part of the
ownership group at Sherms. | would be a fenale owner in a nale
driven industry. This has been the goal for the last 10 years. If
Sherms is forced to stop doing hex chrome plating we will |oose
our custoner base, thereby shutting us down. | would be a mddle
aged wonen | ooki ng for enpl oynent whose skills and know edge base
lay nostly in the chrome plating industry.

Sherm s has always nmaintained a clean facility and followed all of
the guidelines set in place by different regul atory groups. Please
give us the opportunity to adhere to guidelines rather then banning
chrome all together. My future and that of the people I work wth,
are dependi ng on you. Thank you for your tine.
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Comment 30 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Technology Reviews are undefined and vaguely timed
Comment:

The proposed rul e establishes the timng of two "technol ogy
reviews" which will be used to determ ne when and whet her
functional and hard chrone platers should be elinmnated earlier
t han 2039.

The rul e includes no definition of "technology review'. It should
be obvious this is a problem

The rule states only that the first technol ogy revi ew nmust be
"conplete...by January 1, 2032." Therefore, the first technol ogy
review could occur in 2023 and the rule would be met. Hard chrone
pl aters and anodi ze facilities could be elimnated before
decorative per this rule.

There is no basis for any business to invest capital (or stay) in
California if CARB can elimnate them by perform ng an undefi ned

process, maybe tonmorrow, or maybe sonetinme in the next ten years.
VWhat is a reasonabl e person (and busi ness, and concerned citizen

and etc.) to conclude? |Is this how CARB wites rules now? After

nore than three years of effort?

The only thing we can know about CARB s intended "technol ogy
review' is what we see has occurred with respect to the decorative
chrone platers and the review of trivalent chrone plating

technol ogy. What was the venue in which this occurred? Wo

organi zed and conducted the revi ew? Who was asked to participate in
the revi ew? How nuch diversity of opinion was allowed in the
process and how was it dealt with to reach concl usi ons? How di d
CARB assess the needs of custoners in the nmarketplace? Wre
decorative platers involved in the review? W advocated that
trivalent chrone was an acceptabl e substitute? Wen, how, and who
nmade the decision that "trival ent chrome" could substitute? Do
CARB, CARB staff, CARB board nenmbers have any economi c interest in
research or firns associated with trivalent chrome technol ogy? So
many unanswered questi ons.

The proposed undefined and vaguely tined "technol ogy reviews" are
unaccept abl e.
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Comment 31 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: John

Last Name: Romero

Email Address. chromer9@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation: west coast chrome

Subject: the myth
Comment:

There are over 500 substances that are probabl e carci nogens

i ncludi ng auto exhaust, cigarettes, processed neats etc.basically
what they are saying is that hex chrone causes cancer along with
all those other items,this really is a myth,has it been proven to
be a carcinogen, a carcinogen is a substance that causes cancer,
have been in business or 30 years. Al those years | have never
heard of anyone dying or even beconming ill fromchrone. | have been
doing all my chrone plating nyself and yet | amstill here and in
good health. | amsmall 2 man shop not a threat to human health in
any way and have proof of it.recently the epa conducted a site

i nvestigation on nmy shop. | spent an enornmouse anmount of nobney on
| awyer fees geol ogist fees etc. They took soil sanples septic tank
sanmpl es caneras through the plunmbing. In the end the test results
cane back (nd) non detected for chrome, nickel, copper or any oher
hazardous material. Therefore nmy shop is not a threat to public
health, furthernore I amone of the smallest shops in California, I
amonly allowed 66 anp hrs per day, but only do about 20 per day,
nostly small parts. Wth that being said how can ny shop be a
threat to anyone. If they do pass this law, | can't see how t hese
busi nesses wi Il survive. The sad thing is probably about 90 percent
wor kers and/ or owners are hispanic such as nyself.that have been
doing this for a very long tinme.thak you for your tinme
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Comment 32 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Why has CARB stopped updating Hex Chrome Statistics?
Comment:

Any di scussi on about hex chrone rul es should be based on data and
that data should be nmade available to the public in a transparent
and accurate manner.

CARB has posted data about Hex Chrone at their own website here:
(https://ww. arb. ca. gov/ adant t oxi cs/ st at epages/cr6state. htm).
Thank you CARB. The data include hel pful conputations for MEAN

| evel s of hex chrome and ESTI MATED Rl SK of hex chrone statew de
since 1991. Please note the inprovenents nade over that tine. For
reasons which are not clear to this reader, CARB has stopped

suppl ying the MEANS and the ESTI MATED RI SKS si nce the begi nning of
this rul emaking. | could guess that this is because sone nonths do
not contain data but this is curious given the higher nunber of
observati ons shown. Even nore baffling is the |ack of data
observati ons shown in the second half of 2022. Wy woul d CARB stop
sharing data with the public concurrent with this rule making and
| eading up to a CARB board deci sion? Coincidence? It is hard to see
this as coincidence and it is especially troubling when we have

al so learned from CARB that the data in appendix B is not correct.
Wy is data about hex chrone em ssions | ess avail able and | ess
reliable just as the CARB board and the public and the inpacted
parti es are approachi ng deci sion?

Un .. We deserve answers.
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Comment 33 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Less than 2 Hex Chrome Cancer Casesin California (Annually)
Comment:

It would be nice if there were a reliable source of data from which
to performthese cal cul ati ons. See ny previ ous comment (s).

But using the data we have..

The California population is around 40 nmillion. So using the npst
recent CARB data that show a cancer case rate attributable to hex
chrome of 16 per million, that computes to 640 cancer cases from
hex chronme annual ly statew de. See ny source here -

https://ww. ar b. ca. gov/ adani t oxi cs/ st at epages/ cr 6st at e. ht ni

How many of those are from chrone platers?

CARB' s Appendi x B states chronme platers enit 0.90 pounds of hex
chrone annually. SC AQWD states that there are 0.8 pounds per day
of Hex chrome enissions in the South Coast basin (see data in SC
AQVD MATES V Table 3-4) fromall sources. That computes to 292
pounds annually (0.8 X 365 = 292). So in the South Coast area
chrone platers nmake up 0.3% (0.9 / 292 = 0.0031) of the hex chrone
em ssions in the area that everyone woul d agree contains the

hi ghest percentage of chrone platers in the state.

So, since chrone platers nake up 0.3% of emni ssions we can conpute
the cancer cases attributable to chrone platers as 1.98 cases per
year.

1. 98 CANCER CASES PER YEAR I N CALI FORNI A FROM HEX CHROME
ATTRI BUTABLE TO THE ENTI RE CHROVE PLATI NG | NDUSTRY! !

Who is in control of CARB? What is the agenda? Setting priorities
is one of the nost basic functions of managenent. CARB has spent
three years on this rul e naking.
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Comment 34 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Thomas

Last Name: Mulhall

Email Address: bayareashopsol @gmail.com
Affiliation: Bay Area Shop Solutions

Subject: Killing Chrome=Killing Jobs
Comment:

Anot her attack on the autonotive restoration and repair industry is
your latest brain child: Going after the hex chrome platers.

That industry represents less than 1% of the total Chronme VI

em ssions for the entire State of Ca. This industry is absolutely
vital tot he autonotive nanufacturing, repair, and restoration

i ndustries. The last thing that Ca needs is nore job killing
bureaucrats who worship the al mghty carbon Iie. Attached is a
chart that clearly shows the carbon | evels being significantly

hi gher throughout history, BEFORE the advent of the autonobile!

To kill off another industry like chronme plating is utter nmadness.
There is no reason, other than self-perpetuating |egislation, and
the vindictive nature twords autonobil es that CARB has
denonstrated, to kill off the chrone plating industry. W haven't
forgotten about the killing off of good paint and brake cl eaner
that you pencil pushers did to use!

San Franci sco used to have 3 marvel ous platers. One in particular
B&V was so good that chrone parts that were plated in 1965 are
still on sone show vehicles today! Now, everyone in the Bay Area
has to travel to Sacranento to get good chrone plating. How nany
useless mles are traveled, and tine, fuel, bridge tolls, etc
expended all because CARB shut down the platers in SF? Not very
environnental |y conscious, is that?

Cut it out and go after the real polluters, |like the thousands of
illegal aliens who litter our state with filth.

Thank you
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Comment 35 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Zain
Last Name: Yahya
Email Address: zainyahya@gmail.com

Affiliation:

Subject: ATCM for hex chrome

Comment:

I amstill trying to understand the basis for this ruling. If the

goal is protect the public health then why are we instituting a ban
on this process as opposed to regulating it. The industry accounts
for less than 1% of hex chrone emi ssions in the state. Wiy not
target a larger chunk of the pie. Al so, when the industry wel cones
regul ati on and says we can get that nunber down even further. Wy
woul d CARB choose a ban rather than working with industry and
hel pi ng to reduce those eni ssions.

Busi nesses will be forced to close, thousands of jobs will be |ost,
supply chains and consunmers will have to find sources outside of
the State of California(this inpact cannot be overstated). O her
States that do not have the regul ations and controls that
California shops have in place.

The three finishes of Decorative, Functional Chrome Metal Finishing
and

Chrom c Acid Anodi zi ng represent |ess than 1% of total ChroneVi

Emi ssions for the entire State of California. Wiy does this warrant
a ban?

Fun Fact: Based on the reported annual eni ssions CARB provi ded
(2018-2019) all of the decorative chrome platers in the state
emtted | ess hexaval ent chronmium at .00856 | bs per year than the
popul ar thenme park resort in Anaheimat 0.106 | bs per year

Pl ease reconsider this draconian rule that continues to be
illogical given the stated goals of CARB
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Comment 36 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Aaron
Last Name: Plechaty
Email Address: aplechaty @el ectro-coatings.com

Affiliation:

Subject: Banning is not the answer...

Comment:

I have worked at/around a chrone plating shop for 26 years, you are
| ooking to take the quick and easy road and just kill off an

i ndustry. The industry has stated tine, and tine again that we are
willing and able to discuss and work through tighter regul ations

and rules. This is the ideal way forward.

The conpl ete ban on chrone plating in any tinme frame is not
practical. W as an industry produce |ess than 1% of all hex chrone
em ssi ons, who/what/where are the 99% Wat are you doi ng about
[imting the excess enmissions fromall the bigger places and

conpani es and names? By attacking the snallest group, you will be
shutting down small businesses in the state, and forcing jobs out
of state - because people will not suddenly stop wanting chrone,

they will just have to get it fromother places (who nost I|ikely

have | esser enissions standards and thus affect even nore people).

Pl ease consi der pushing back any rules or voting, unless all the
research is conplete, until the actual facts are verified and we
can all nove forward together and not |eave thousands of people
wi t hout | obs.
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Comment 37 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: steve

Last Name: Weeks

Email Address: steveweeks900@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: chromeatcm2023
Comment:

| have been nmade aware of this proposed ban. | amnot in favor.
California is recognized as alnost the birthplace of auto

custom zation. Chrone plating is an extrenely minor part of our

em ssions. There nust be other options other than a conpl ete ban.
This is one nore reason to be ridiculed by other states and part of
t he bigger picture why so many people are leaving this once great
state. The elitist attitude that as California goes so should the
country is doing us harmin many ways. Pl ease reconsider
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Comment 38 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Matthew

Last Name: Pankow

Email Address: mattp@platinginternational.com
Affiliation: Plating Internatioanl Inc.

Subject: Chromium
Comment:

The current standards in place have dramatically reduced emi ssions
inregard to Chrome Plating and Anodi zing and | don't see how an
amendnment in justified. An anendrment woul d negatively inpact the

i ndustry, local manufacturers and nove nore business to other
countries around the worl d.
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Comment 39 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: HEPA Filtration not BACT anymore?
Comment:

This ATCM i nposes a ban on hex chrone use for hard chronme plating
even though there is not an alternative. Since the ban is inposed
even though hard chrone platers do use state of the art HEPA
filtration systens, CARB is establishing a precedent that HEPA
filtration systens are i nadequate for managenent of carcinogens.
This has najor inplications for not only hex chrone, but for nearly
all the other air toxics in California. CARB would be sayi ng that
HEPA filtration is no |onger the Best Available Control Technol ogy.
A ban woul d now be the best avail able control technol ogy.

But HEPA filters are effective for control of hex chronme as

evi denced by all the other CARB and district rules which require
use of HEPA encl osures and boot hs and whi ch have not been proposed
to be revised. There is a long list.

Is it CARB's strategy to start with platers to elimnate HEPA
filtration as a control nethod? Are they using us as some sort of
Machi avel | i an exanple to everyone else. Cull out all the small
busi ness platers, win a key case, and then nove on to the bigger
pol luters that nmake up 99% of the hex chronme problem Hhm very
shrewd.

It would be false for CARB to state that the ban is necessary due
to fugitive (non-HEPA) emi ssions since CARB has not neasured
fugitives (or admitted to doing so) at hard chrone platers.

Fugi tive em ssions observed in Paranount and Newport Beach were not
fromhard chrone plating
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Comment 40 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: James

Last Name: Goehring

Email Address: jrgjrgus@outlook.com
Affiliation: Manager

Subject: Proposed ATCM amendments
Comment:

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/47-chromeatcm2023-
AHNTAHNTNwB4VIAdgMOd.pdf’
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Comment 41 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Rule Purpose according to the SRIA
Comment:

The openi ng paragraph of the SRIA sets forth the purpose for the
rul emaking. It is artfully crafted, but m sleads the CARB board and
t he people of California.

It states "The electrolytic processes associated with plating
operations cause m sts containing hexaval ent chroniumto be

rel eased fromplating tanks, which are eventually emtted into

out door air through building openings and vents. Despite control
systens installed at chrone plating facilities, hexaval ent chrom um
eni ssions continue to be released fromfacilities into the
surroundi ng envi ronment and conmunities. Fugitive em ssions occur
because the control systenms do not capture 100 percent of the

em ssions fromthese facilities. Many of these facilities are

| ocated close to sensitive receptors (e.g., schools, residentia
care facilities, and homes where children and elderly reside), and
are also located in di sadvantaged conmunities.”

Let's | ook at how ni sl eading that paragraph is and how it is being
m sappl i ed by CARB

"The el ectrolytic processes associated with plating operations
cause msts contai ning hexaval ent chromiumto be rel eased from
plating tanks, which are eventually enmtted into outdoor air

t hrough bui |l di ng openi ngs and vents". This statenent is NOT
factually correct at hard chrone plating facilities with em ssion
control systens. At hard chrone plating facilities, 100% of hard
chrone plating tank nmists are captured by the push pull headers of
the em ssion control systems and directed into HEPA filters which
at 99.97% efficiency reduce the pollutants to nearly nothing, This
is confirmed by regulatorily required source testing. CARB knows
this and SCAQVD knows this. But the witer needs to setup an
argunent about fugitive enissions and they need the reader to
believe that mists are created and flying around in the air. They
al so want the reader to believe these enissions are conming from

pl ati ng tanks and not fromrinse or other associated tanks (for
exanpl e, dichromate seal tanks) - which is a VERY inportant
distinction. It takes a stretch of logic to call a dichromate sea
tank a "plating tank" but that is what the witer does. Let's |ook
at the next sentence.

"Despite control systens installed at chrome plating facilities,
hexaval ent chrom um em ssions continue to be rel eased from
facilities into the surroundi ng environment and communities." CARB



may have reasons for being vague with this statement but it is
highly msleading. It is a diplomatic allusion to joint failures of
the regul atory conmunity) and the managenent practices at unnamned
facilities in Southern California. CARB may not want to be specific
about the facilities but a review of nedia reports lead to
identification of Anaplex in Paranpunt and Hi xson Metal Finishing
in Newport Beach. If there are others, CARB has not identified them
or the situations to which they allude. So there is no way to
conment on them For the record, it is very inportant to recognize
that Anaplex is NOT a hard chrome plater and H xson Metal Finishing
is NOT a hard chrone plater. Neither of these firns had hard chrone
plating tanks with HEPA em ssion control systens. The sentence is
constructed artfully. It wants the reader to believe the facilities
had em ssion controls. The truth? The facilities DI D have em ssion
controls, but certain tanks did not. As a result, there were

rel eases into surroundi ng communities. CARB and SCAQWD shoul d
disclose to the public in a straight-forward way that the

regul ators did not require em ssion control systens on those

di chromat e seal tanks. CARB may have other data from which they can
support the their contention of fugitive em ssions but the I ack of
specificity and quantification is notable.

"Fugi tive em ssions occur because the control systens do not
capture 100 percent of the enmissions fromthese facilities." This
is an artfully worded, factually true statenment that inplies

equal ity between hard chrome plating tanks with HEPA systens
capturing 99.97% of hex chrone, and to un-controlled dichronmate
tanks whi ch happen to be located in a facility with controls. There
is no distinction nade about the |evel of fugitive em ssions from
the two vastly different facilities. It is used in this purpose
paragraph to justify a sl edgehanmer approach which will be used to
elimnate all chronme plating.

"Many of these facilities are |ocated close to sensitive receptors
(e.g., schools, residential care facilities, and hones where
children and elderly reside), and are also |ocated in di sadvant aged
comunities." This is a true statenent. The sentence coul d have
said "Many of these facilities are |located close to sensitive
receptors and many are NOT | ocated close to sensitive receptors.”
That is also a true statenent but it does not serve the witer's
cause to say it that way. The witer continues, "Sone...are al so

| ocated in di sadvantaged comunities". True. But, unsaid, sonme are
NOT | ocated in di sadvantaged conmunities. Qur facility is |ocated
in acomunity that is not scored by Cal EnviroScreen because there
is no residential population. Hixson Metal Finishing is located in
a community with a 65th percentile score on Cal EnviroScreen. Mst
readers will not perceive Newport Beach as a di sadvant aged

conmuni ty.

The mi sl eadi ng purpose statenment contained in the SRIA creates a
deci si on environment for the CARB board which, in my opinion
creates a potential legal liability for the CARB and the State of
California. The purpose as stated in the |1 SOR does not match the
purpose in the SRIA Further, since the rule would elimnate
infrastructure that supports the largest industries in the state
(Tourism Agriculture, Autonotive, Aerospace) Some serious
restructuring of this ATCM nust be done. It is obviously unfair to
hard chrome platers who have invested in HEPA systens and are
conpliant with the SCAQWD rules. It is unfair to California workers
at inpacted facilities and at links in the supply chains which are
supported by hexaval ent hard chrome platers. Pl ease reconsider your
approach to this rul e-naking.
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Comment 42 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: ATCM & SRIA Technology Assumptions Invalid
Comment:

The CARB ATCM SRI A estinmates a benefit of 10 pounds of hex chrone
per year. 86% of that benefit is derived fromthe inmpact of the
ATCM on hard chrone platers. Yet, the ATCM does not identify any
technol ogy which is capabl e of replacing hard hex chrone plating. A
technol ogy is inmagined for the purpose of cost and benefit
estimation in the SRIA

We are able to determine fromthe SRIA that the attributes of the
i magi ned hard chrone plating technology are as foll ows:

Em ssi ons - None

| npl enentation Cost - $4 MIlion per facility

Met hod of applying the technol ogy - undefined

On-goi ng operational cost - Sane as current technol ogy

On-goi ng operational process tinme - Sane as current technol ogy

Ef fecti veness of technology attributes - Same as current technol ogy
(with no analysis of hardness, lubricity, coefficient of friction
wear resistance, corrosion, porosity, method of application
etc..)

Technol ogy adoption rate - imediate at inplenentation of the new
t echnol ogy

Technol ogy adoption scope - all applications simultaneously

Technol ogy devel opnent as it relates to hard chrone alternatives
has been ongoing for nore than 25 years and is well understood. The
assunpti ons above are NOT consistent with the nost |ikely

t echnol ogi cal devel opment path for a hard chronme alternative in the
future. The nost |ikely technol ogy devel opnent path will not have a
bi nary yes/no ability to change technol ogical attributes (naned
above) all at once across all applications.

This SRIA completely fails to recogni ze how technol ogy change
occurs and is inplenmented, yet it allows CARB to take credit for
86% of a benefit wi thout associated recognition of cost.

There is no analysis of the costs to other supply chain

participants (manufacturers, maintainers, etc...) fromchanging to
the imagi ned technology in the this SR A
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Comment 43 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: US Federal Law is superior to CaliforniaLaw
Comment:

Avi ation Repair Solutions, Inc. repairs comercial aircraft parts
as a participant in interstate conmerce and under the purview of

t he Federal Department of Transportation Federal Aviation

Admi ni stration. As such, we are legally required by federal law to
performour work in concert with FAA regul ation. FAA regul ation
requires us to repair parts in conpliance with FAA approved
repairs. FAA approved repairs require us to use hexaval ent chrone
plating. If we do not use hexaval ent chrome plating we are in
conflict with federal |aw.

The proposed CARB ATCM vi ol ates the conmerce cl ause and supremacy
clauses of the United States Constitution.
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Comment 44 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Kyle

Last Name: Cassano

Email Address: kylecassano@mac.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Do NOT ban hex chrome plating in CA
Comment:

California is the nost regulated state in the country for chrone
pl ating, which nakes it the safest and nbst responsible state in
the country to performchrone plating.

This ban is not based on science... it will harm busi nesses and
your constituents. Reconsider... do not ban
Attachment: "
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Comment 45 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Luke

Last Name: Kidd

Email Address: motorsatan@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: ban the mouse
Comment:

According to your own CARB reporting for 2018/ 2019 a single Anaheim
t hene park produced nore hexaval ent chromumthan all California
chrone shops conbined. Wiy are you not passing |laws to shut down
the nonster which is Disney Land? Going after small business all
across the state only hurts our citizens, the ones you are el ected
to serve. Please rethink what you are proposing and do the right

t hi ng.
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Comment 46 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Cathy

Last Name: Ream

Email Address; cream@tei kuro.com
Affiliation: Teikuro Corporation

Subject: Chrome Ban
Comment:

It is not possible to put a tineline on banni ng hexaval ent
chrom um because there is not a "one size fits all" solution to
repl aci ng hexaval ent chrom um coatings as the function and
properti es needed can be different for different products.
Sonetinmes, it can even be inpossible.

| have not worked with trivalent chronmi um but | understand
that the color is different than hexaval ent chrone, usually a
whitish color. Do you think consumers want "white" bunpers and
chrone trimon their autonobiles and restored autonobiles? Do they
want a white kitchen faucet?

Chrom um el ectropl aters and anodi zers in California have spent
hundreds of thousands of dollars, if not mllions of dollars, to
neet the current | ow emmisions regulations for hex chrone. O
t hese conpani es, some are large and sone are small. Some would
survive a hex chrome ban, but nany, especially the smaller ones
that only work with chromium would not. What happens to the
owners when they have to wal k away fromthe noney that they already
have i nvested?

I have worked in the netal finishing business for over 40
years, chromic anodizing in the past and the majority of ny career
and nost recently with hexaval ent chrone industrial electroplating,
so | am speaki ng about electroplating in that it is a unique
process and the operators have a unique and special skill. Many
have spent the majority of their careers in this business and are
facing the possibility of losing their jobs if the ban is enacted.
| understand that the industrial chrome ban won't be effective for
17 years, but the decorative chrone ban is much sooner. Wth these
special skills, what kind of enploynent will they be able to obtain
at the ages a lot of themare? Even in 17 years, nost probably
won't be retirement age yet, so | don't think that you are

considering the effect it will have on the workers and their
subsequent enployenent....and the supply chain workers and
cust oners.

The PFOS/ PFAS issue is a whole, separate and different issue.
PFCS was and PFAS is being used legally. GCetting rid of hex
chrome should not have as it's goal to get rid of PFAS.
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Comment 47 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: matt

Last Name: theobald

Email Address: matt.theobald@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Chrome and Safe Operation
Comment:

Pl ease consider the facts regardi ng going after the decorate chrone
plating industry, the inpact of noving the business out of the
state is just noving the problem

I work in industries where challenging chemstry is often a
problem | would rather see the business and processes stay in a
state where people are notivated to operate and control them
safely, rather than have the shipped outside where others may not
operate so safely.

The need for decorative chrome will remain, please keep it in a
state where there is notivation to operate it safely.

-Matt Theobal d
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Comment 48 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Albert

Last Name: Y barra Jr.

Email Address: 805dicos@gmail.com
Affiliation: Sherms Custom Plating

Subject: Chrome Ban in California

Comment:

My nane is Al bert Ybarra Jr. | ama second generation polisher at
Shermis Custom Plating in Sacramento. | starting working at Shernis
right out of high school. I amnow 38 years old. | was able to
purchase my honme when | was 25 years old due to the steady

enpl oyment and how hard | have worked in ny career. | am now the

shops foreman and on track to be apart of the ownership group. By
taki ng away chronme not only will you be taking away my job, but ny
fathers job as well. | pride nyself in what | do for the autonotive
industry and it shows in the quality product our facility puts out.
We al so take pride in the cleanliness of our facility. Please give
us an emissions standard that we can nmeet and don't ban chrone all
t oget her.
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Comment 49 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jerry

Last Name: Desmond

Email Address: jerry@desmondlobbyfirm.com
Affiliation: Desmond & Desmond LLC

Subject: CARB CrVI ATCM Update
Comment:

Conments of the Metal Finishing Association of Northern California,
Met al Fini shing Association of Southern California, and National
Associ ation for Surface Finishing.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/56-chromeatcm2023-
VjUGY QNwBDV X Dglq.pdf’
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Comment 50 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: CARLO

Last Name: SPARTANO

Email Address; CSPARTANO@COMPLETECOACH.COM
Affiliation: complete coach works

Subject: WE NEED CHROME PLATING
Comment:

THE AMOUNT OF ACTUAL HEX CHROMVE USED ON OUR PRODUCT LINE IS M N MAL
BUT NECARRY . THE SMALL AMOUNT OF CHROME IS NOT CAUSI NG HARM TO OUR
ENVI RRONVENT LI KE DI ESEL FUEL Al RCRAFT FUEL CONCRETE GRI NDI NG AND
CUTTI NG - -WE NNEED CHROVE PLATI NG
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Comment 51 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Cathy

Last Name: Atterman

Email Address: la_design@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation:

Subject: CARB
Comment:

We have been in the pronotional narketing industry as a supplier
and manufacturer for nore than 25 yrs. W have nade pl enty of
jewelry and other snmall pronotional itens doing business wth
Ceneral /Brite Plating in LA County.

The amount of Chrone/ Hexaval ent Chrone use on these products does
not represent enough of a percentage to cause any harm airborne or
in contact to skin to warrant a ban. There have been enough props
and other guidelines placed in this industry that are being
followed to protect the people. | have never had a conplaint from
a client regarding this type of plating. There are very few plating
conpani es |left for nmanufacturers to source out for plating
processes, please don't take away nore jobs and nore snal

busi ness. There are other nore inportant airborne causing illness
like aircraft fuel, diesel fuel to name a couple.
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Comment 52 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Janice

Last Name: Stewart

Email Address: janice@henrispecialties.com
Affiliation:

Subject: ALLOW Chromium Electroplating and Acid Anodizing Operations
Comment:

This will kill a lot of our business as nany hotels want speci al
finishes and this is the only way to give themwhat they designed
and want. W will have to go to China to get this done so there

goes nore work oversees instead of our own state! SMALL BUSI NESS
WLL LOCSE OUT!!
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Comment 53 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Angelica

Last Name: Vargas

Email Address: Angelicavrda@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Keep Chromein California
Comment:

Hell o my nane is Angelica Vargas,

I"'mwiting this petition to aid in the support to keep the chrone
I ndustry. My husband has been an enpl oyee of Sherms Custom Pl ating
for 20 plus years along with 12 others who are Fathers, Husbands,
Grandfat hers and the nmai n househol d providers for their famlies.
My husband has been able to give it his all, working long hours in
sonet hing that not only makes a living doing but also is his
passion. This career has given us a future to continue to own our
own hore, send our children to college and continue to live in the
state of California. Thank you
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Comment 54 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: David

Last Name: Martinez

Email Address: Davidamartinez77@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Chrome plating
Comment:

| have never seen a nore regulated industry than that of the
plating industry. And it's not just for the autonotive industry.
It's also for the art industry and hone decor industry. Baning this
type of industry is just going to drive out nore of the fleeing
citizens out of California. And another historical industry gone.
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Comment 55 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Randall

Last Name: Eldridge

Email Address: randy@ldigc.com
Affiliation: General Contracting

Subject: User of Chrome Plated Products- Do Not Ban

Comment:
Pl ease sirs, | urge you to consider how nuch actual base naterials
are used for this type of plating--not much. | would ask that you

turn to l ook and spend nore tine and resources on | arger use
products/particul ates that are harnful but in large scale such are
di esel fuel waste, spills and m shandling and al so dust particul ate
inout air fromconcrete cutting etc.

Thank you in advance,
Randal | El dridge
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Comment 56 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Chris

Last Name: Scarano

Email Address: chris@leferforge.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please
Comment:

Pl ease consider that the amount of actual Hex chrome used on our
product line is mniml but necessary. The snmall anount of chrone
is not causing harmto our environnment |ike diesel fuel, aircraft
fuel and Concrete cutting and grinding. Thank you!
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Comment 57 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Source Test Frequency
Comment:

The requirenent to source test pollution control systens very two
years i s unnecessary and extrenely costly. It is unnecessary
because ongoi ng conpliance with Rul e 1469 requires ongoi ng

noni toring of control system paraneters such as pressure drops and
sl ot velocities and docunented nmi nt enance practices. District
enforcenent of these rule elenments assures there is not a need for
source testing frequency greater than every ten years. CARB's
requirenent to test every two years is unreasonable.

If there is data that supports the need for testing frequency |ess
than 10 years, CARB should present it. Even the current SC AQVD
requirenent is too frequent.
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Comment 58 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Rebecca

Last Name: Overmyer-Velazquez

Email Address: rebecca@cleanaircoalition.org
Affiliation: Clean Air Coalition of North Whittier an

Subject: Switch to trivalent chromium!
Comment:

| ask that you finally take action to end the practice of boiling
hi ghly toxic

netal s near the places our children attend school, near our
churches, near our |ocal business, and next to the nei ghborhoods
where we |ive, work, play, and pray. Over half the chrone platers
in California are near a school, church, or nei ghborhood.

Switching to trivalent chromiumhas the benefit of not only
significantly reducing the toxic enissions of one of the nost
danger ous chenicals known into our comunities, but facilities
using trivalent chrom um avoid having to use toxic PFAS-based fune
suppressants as wel | .

Pl ease take this inportant action in the Chrome Pl ating ATCM now,
to gain early reductions in the many comunities affected by the
decorative chrone platers, and to conmit to early action to switch
both the anodi zer and hard chrone platers away from hexaval ent
chrom um as soon as

feasible alternatives can be identified.

Thank you for your comrtment to protecting the health and
wel | -bei ng of our nost inmpacted communities and your continued
public service
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Comment 59 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: James

Last Name: Simonelli

Email Address. james@metal scoalition.com
Affiliation: California Metals Coalition

Subject: Comments on ATCM (California Metals Coalition)
Comment:

Thank you for allowi ng us to provide coments. Janes

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/66-chromeatcm2023-
R3VdKwNwBDhWMmOD. pdf'
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Comment 60 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Evette

Last Name: Holman

Email Address: evettebeckwith@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Chrome
Comment:

| ammarried to a decorative chrone plater here in California and
don't understand why CARB is unwilling to work with this industry.
The regul ations are stricter here than any other state. My husband
runs a very clean operation in Sacranento, and it is nonitored from
nmul tiple agencies to protect workers and public health.

How are we going to support ourselves not to nention his enpl oyees?
You can't just nove a Chrone plating shop, it takes lots of assets
which quite frankly are not available. | would al so question if
what you are proposing is even | egal ? how you can ban the snall est
users of chrone while allow ng | arger conpanies to operate seens
unfair. Please reevaluate this rule before it does nore danage to
jobs in California.

Thank you

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-01-16 14:01:45
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Comment 61 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: James

Last Name: Pessy

Email Address; artdecod@aol.com
Affiliation: Art Deco Decor inc

Subject: Chrome Plating
Comment:

Pl ease Note ; W need Chrone plating for a lot of the Lighting
Fi xtures that we manufacture now and in the future . | understand
that there is very little of Chrone actually used . There are lots
of other chenicals other conpanies that are much worse for the
envi r onnent

By James Pessy
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Comment 62 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Carl

Last Name: Troncae

Email Address: carl@caltronplating.com
Affiliation:

Subject: hex chrome
Comment:

To: CARB

I"'mwiting to share ny opinion regardi ng the hexaval ent chrone
ban. Trivalent chrone does not have all the sane properties as hex
chrone. Color is one. The sulfate process has a better col or, but
you don't get the corrosion protection. the chloride process can
resenbl e stainless steel in color. It is very inportant to our
custonmer base that the color is right. We will |ose custonmers. They
will go to Az, Texas and Mexico first. |'ve already had the
conversation with several of them
| too wanting to protect the environnent |ike everyone el se, but
this doesn't nake sense to me. It seens to ne that all were doing
is exporting the process to another state or country. W have spent
over $100,00 dollars to control our em ssions here and were a snall

conpany. | did not mind doing that and it really nade a
difference. Qur Chronme enissions with the use of a Hepa filter are
extremely low | truly believe we will lose half if not nore of our

customers if this happens. W have been in business 62 years with
many enpl oyees that have been here 35 to 50 years. Everyone has
been health too.

Thank you for your consideration.

Carl Troncal e, President
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Comment 63 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Ray

Last Name: Lucas

Email Address: ray@valleychrome.com
Affiliation: MFANC

Subject: Hex Chrome Ban
Comment:

Ladi es and gentl enen,

There is no good reason to destroy an industry when you have the
alternative in rule 1469. | have already switched to Trival ent
Chromum for my processes but it took years and hundreds of

t housands of dollars. It does work in my case but anyone doi ng
customrestoration work cannot use it. Since our industry
contributes far less than 1 % of the enmissions in California this
rule makes no sense. | think you are kowow ng to the environmenta
coalitions for no good reason other than it is politically correct.
Pl ease do the right thing and change this froma ban to a rule that
mrrors Southern Cal rule 1469. Don't kill off this vital industry
for no good reason.
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Comment 64 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Albert

Last Name: Ybarra Sr.

Email Address: aychrome66@yahoo.com
Affiliation: Sherms Custom Plating

Subject: Ban on Hex Chrome
Comment:

My nane is Al bert Ybarra. | work for Shermis CustomPlating in

Sacranmento. | have been in the chrone plating field for 38 years. |
love ny job. | have a famly and grand ki ds who depending on ne. If
you decided to close the plating industry down you will be taking a

| ot of peoples jobs. Please do a little bit nore study and research
before you try to close down the industry.

Si ncerely,

Al bert Ybarra Sr.
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Comment 65 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Dustin

Last Name: Berry

Email Address: dberry@teikuro.com
Affiliation: Teikuro Corp.

Subject: Chrome plating
Comment:

Chrone plating is an essential part of manufacturing. Wthout the
benefits of chrome plating and nany other "toxic" surface coatings
there are a nmultitude of products whose |ife would be significantly
reduced. The inpact of which would have an unneasurabl e ef fect on
t he environnent. The production of raw materials used in the

manuf acturing of everyday itens and the tooling used to nmake these
itenms woul d increase dramatically. The idea of banning chrone
plating to inprove on air quality or for other environnental
reasons is conpletely backwards. Before making such drastic
deci si ons we should | ook at the direct and indirect consequences
they will have. There are far too many industries that rely on
surface coatings |ike chrone plating.
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Comment 66 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Cynthia

Last Name: Babich

Email Address: delamoactioncommittee@gmail.com
Affiliation: Del Amo Action Committee

Subject: Hex Chrome Rule
Comment:

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/73-chromeatcm2023-
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Comment 67 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Unemployment is unhealthy and is a Socia Justice issue
Comment:

Closing chrone facilities to nove themout of state will cause
wor se heal th outcones due to unenpl oynent than chronme plating
causes.

See:

Centers for Disease Control. N OSH Study Exam nes Rel ationship

bet ween Enmpl oynent Status, Healthcare Access, and Heal th Qutcones
https://ww. cdc. gov/ ni osh/ updat es/ upd-11- 18-

21. htm #: ~: t ext =9&2%B0%YQCEnpl oynent %20i s%20a%20soci al %20det er mi nant, heal t h9200
ut cones%RCYE29B09Y9DYR0sai d920Si | ver .

National Institute of Health. Job Loss and Health in the U S. Labor
Mar ket

https://ww. nchi . nl mnih.gov/pnt/articl es/ PMC2831278/

There is a link between job |oss, alcoholism drug abuse, and

honel essness. It inpacts people in every comunity but particularly

soci al justice conmunities. This CARB rul emaking will worsen
conditions in the conmunities CARB is trying to help.
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Comment 68 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Melissa

Last Name: Lopez

Email Address: melissal @royal customdesigns.com
Affiliation: ROYAL CUSTOM DESIGNS

Subject: Chrome Plating
Comment:

CARB pl ease consider that the amount of actual Hex chrone used on

your product line is mninmal but necessary. Mention that the small

amount of chrone is not causing harmto our environnent |ike diesel
fuel, aircraft fuel and Concrete cutting and grindi ng.

We need Chrone Plating
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Comment 69 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Restriction of Permits
Comment:

My public coments about "ban"s should also be read in the context
that any restriction of new and/ or changes to permits is equival ent
to a "ban".

Changes to hex chronme plating processes made by authorities in the
context of FAA approved repairs (e.g...DER CvW OHM AMS, SOPM
etc..) which require the establishnment of new tanks, or changes to
exi sting tank chemistries, tenperatures, and met hods shoul d not be
di s-al l omed by CARB when the facility has the appropriate controls
in place or agrees to put themin place concurrent with the new or
changed process. This is an Air Safety issue under the purview of
the US Departnent of Transportation.
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Comment 70 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jimena

Last Name: Diaz Leiva

Email Address: jimena@ceh.org

Affiliation: Center for Environmental Health

Subject: re. Proposed Amendmentsto ATCM for Chromium Plating
Comment:

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/77-chromeatcm2023-
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Comment 71 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Anna

Last Name: Byrd

Email Address: anna.osr@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Support chrome plating
Comment:

All,

Recently, the California Air Resources Board proposed new
regul ati ons regarding the use of chromumplating in the netal
finishing industry. In addition to their already strict

envi ronnent al ordi nances, these new guidelines will phase out hard
chrone and chromic acid anodizing in the state of California.

According to the President of the Metal Finishing Associations of
Sout hern California, these regulations will likely cause a severe
decline in the California netal finishing industry. They will also
require industrial producers to seek chrome plating services out of
state. Aerospace and defense, the industrial, nedical, autonotive,
and many ot her essential industries rely on the chromium plating
process. We cant afford to |ose industry in California and
necessary chronme plating processes cant be replaced. | ask CARB to
find the nmddle ground with the industry

In late April, the California Air Resources Board (CARB) proposed
the foll owi ng deadlines for the inplenmentation of new regul ati ons
regardi ng hexaval ent chrom um pl ati ng:

Dec. 21, 2021 - A halt on the devel opnent of any new chronic acid
anodi zi ng or hexaval ent hard or decorative chrom um el ectroplating
facilities

Jan. 1, 2023 - Final date for all existing decorative hexaval ent
chromumelectroplating to transition to trivalent chrom um

Jan. 1, 2027 - Final date for all existing hard hexaval ent chrom um
to transition to trivalent chromum plating

Jan. 1, 2032 - Effective date for the ban of all existing chronmic
aci d anodi zi ng

In order to better understand hexaval ent chroni um em ssion sources,
the CARB will be conducting site visits, facility-specific surveys,
eni ssions source testing, and anbient nonitoring in and around
existing plating facilities. This data collection will then serve
to prioritize em ssions reduction strategies.

Wil e decorative applications will be the first affected by the new
regul ati ons, functional applications are next. Many custoners will
not be open to the use of alternative methods. As of now, there is
no indication that hard chrone and chronic acid anodi zing are

repl aceabl e processes.

Chrone plating is a process used in aerospace, defense, and many



other industries to inprove netal parts. It offers many beneficial
properties that are valuable to these industries. For exanple,

avi ati on manufacturers use chrome plating to i nprove the

at nospheric corrosion resistance of nmetal parts and prevent
dangerous, md-op failures of critical equipnent. Chrone plating
al so:

Reduces friction, Inproves durability, Reduces seizing & Resists
oxi dation and corrosion. In addition, chrone plating can be used as
bul king material to restore the original dinmensions of netal
conponents without conpronmising their integrity. Please consider
this in your decisions. Thanks
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Comment 72 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Wesley

Last Name: Turnbow

Email Address: wturnbow@emeplating.com
Affiliation: EME, Inc.

Subject: Pollution Controls Work! They stop hexavalent chrome in its tracks.
Comment:

Hel | o CARB Menbers:

I wanted to send you proof of the effectiveness of source controls
when it comes to hexaval ent chrom um em ssions. | have attached the
Excel version to make it easy for your teamto check forml as.

The South Coast AQVD nonitored our facility fence line to fence
line for 9 nonths. The attached data was pulled fromtheir website.
The fence line nonitors where within 20 feet of our buildings, and
our chromic acid anodi ze tank and spray booths were directly in

bet ween, as the prevailing winds blow And the winds off of the
ocean are fairly predictable. EME, Inc. was one of the first, if
not the first, to place pollution controls on our chromc acid
tank. That tank and the paint booths are fitted with HEPA
filtration.

Note that the difference between the nmonitors is 0.00 nanograns
when the one significantly test result is throwm out (it is |less
than a quarter of a nanogram even with that anomaly). The fact that
there are | ow amounts of hexaval ent chromiumin the nonitors at

nost tines is because the Alanmeda Train Corridor and Al aneda Ave (a
| arge thoroughfare) are just downw nd fromour facility.

Bans are not the way to go! Wen it comes to hexaval ent chroni um
source controls have done the job effectively for years.

Best regards,

Wesl ey Tur nbow

E. M E., Inc.

431 E. Qaks Street

Compt on, CA 90221
(323) 717-7871 nobile

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/79-chromeatcm2023-
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Comment 73 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: A question for the CARB Board
Comment:

Considering that CARB is expert in pollution control methods and
chrone platers are experts in chrone plating, howis it possible
for CARB to imagi ne that a replacenment technol ogy for hard
hexaval ent chrone plating will enmerge by 2039 , but CARB i s not
able to imagi ne an i nprovenent in hex chrone pollution control
net hods over the sane period? Only a ban will suffice.

By virtue of this non-em ssion based proposal, CARB has explicitly
assuned that they will nake no inmprovenents in pollution control
nmet hods for the next 16 years. If | was a nenber of CARB staff
focused on inproving pollution control nmethods, | would find this
very de-notivating. If | was granting budget to CARB to make

i mprovenents in pollution control nethods, | would slash the
budget. But, what will the CARB Board do?
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Comment 74 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Next Up? The 99%
Comment:

| magi ne that the CARB Board approves this non-enission based ATCM
The EJ's can run a victory lap and 1% of the hex chrone problem
will be solved in 2039. But what about the 99% of hex chrome
emtters still out there. CARB will now be in a position wherein

t hey have discredited the best available control technol ogies for
dealing with Hex Chrone. HEPA filtration isn't adequate anynore and

since 99% of the problemis still there, the EJ's won't be
satisfied (unless this was just an isolated witch hunt). The EJ's
wi || demand action and eventually, CARB will need to acknow edge

t hat hex chrone enission do cone fromthe nanufacture, use of, and
destruction of cenent and concrete; that the working of stainless
steel s including wel di ng and machi ni ng cause hex chrone eni ssions;
that even electric vehicles need brakes. Wat then CARB? You will
need a list of imagi ned replacenent technol ogies to use as excuses
for banning cenent, stainless steel, and coatings. |Is that even
achi evabl e? There are practical people and i ndependent thinkers in
your organi zation, they know the reality of the world we live in
and while we would all like things to be better, we must focus on
the things that are achievable if we are to nmake progress. W are
not going to stop construction of buildings, roads, and vehicles
and CARB will not have the political power to ban them The only
alternative is to eventually be honest with the EJ's and show t hem
that the nunbers and science don't support the fear that has been
created. That the politicians who benefit fromthe fears are
mani pul ators. That other risks are far nore powerful in our lives.
If CARB can't be honest, you will no |onger be a science focused
organi zation. Perceptions of CARB will continue the shift from
bei ng sci ence based to being politics based. |Is that what CARB
want s?
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Comment 75 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Local vs Statewide
Comment:

According to the health risk data published with this rule
proposal, proximty is a major factor in risk. The EJ's say there
are local problens in some Southern California conmunities. They
are asking for solutions. CARB s proposal conpletely msses the

| ocal nature of the stated problens and i nposes a non-|oca
statewide rule and a statew de ban. Make the whole class stay in
for recess when Jeff doesn't get his homework done. This is

conpl etely opposite the intent of AB 617 which asks CARB to pl ace
enphasi s on the needs of |ocal comunities. | don't get it.

There is no relief fromthe ban granted to platers in conmunities
with no residents. There is no relief granted to platers who are
not near schools. It is especially curious that there is no
provision to allow new pernits in areas away from EJ comunities
and residents so that the platers the EJ conmunity wants out, would
have an in-state alternative place to go. Awin-win. CARB is not
providing a reasonable nethod for well-intentioned, |aw abiding
busi nesses to exist. Wy?
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Comment 76 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Mark

Last Name: Hyman

Email Address: mark.hyman@alliance-finishing.com
Affiliation: Alliance Finishing & Mfg

Subject: Public Comment
Comment:

Dear Board Members,

Your proposed banning of Hex Chrome by 2025 in ill founded based
upon conpl ete ignorance of the sources and the quantities of chrone
associ ated with those sources. Platers have conplied many tines
over with proper science of filtration, wastewater treatnent,

wor ker training and PPE to nmake sure that both the enpl oyees and
the public are properly protected. The ampunt of chrone em ssions
is mnor ( less than 3 Lbs) conpared to vlounes of pollutants
emtted by diesel conbustion, the cutting of concrete, or chrone
eni ssions associated with aviation fuels. The services that the
chrome platers provided, be it decorative or functional coatings
allow a multitude of industries to neet their engineering and/or
aesthetic requirenents at a cost that allow jobs to be maintained
in California and provides a standard of living to for those
respective industries and their enployees. | realize that

busi ness do not vote, people do and a polkitical body MJIST apply
and listen to science rather than hysteria, rhetoric, and biases.
If not, we the people would still think that the Earth is fat and
the planets revolve around the Earth instead of the sun as the

Cat holic church promul gated in the face of Copernicus's theories.
Pl ease do not make the same m stake in |egislating out the mnor
chrome em ssions of plating industry and at the same tine by
turning a blind political eye anay fromthe larger chrome enitting
sources because the political and econonmic fallout fromthose
sources will be a much longer and arduous |egal fight by well
funded, politically connected industries. It's much easier to
attack the snaller industry because political bodies need a
scapegoat to continue to prove to its constituents that they are
doing right for them However, when politics negates the science
that shows which industries are the larger polluters in favor of
going after the low hanging fruit ( e.g. Platers) to "show
progress." Let's all be thankful that we all know that the Earth is
NOT flat, and that the truth of science continues to prove time and
time again that political agenda quite often wants us think
otherwise. This is exactly what's going on by NOT | egislating
significant reductions in the chrone em ssions of the |arger
sources, that would much better protect the health of us all

Going after the plating industry will have no appreci able benefit
of inprovenent in our health and the science continues to prove it
over and over. Thank you, Mark Hyman, PhD
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Comment 77 for Proposed Amendmentsto the ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Isthisreally about PFAS/PFOS?
Comment:

There are California chrome platers who have never used PFAS/ PFOS
funme suppressants.
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Comment 78 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Lanes

Email Address: stayinlanes@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Necessity for Chromium Playing
Comment:

Chromum plating is necessary for the defence of the United States
of Anerica. There are currently no substitutes for this

technol ogy. The best and nost responsible place on the planet
earth is to plate Chromumis the state of California where the
regul ations are the nost strict. Preventing Chromumplating in
California will lead to greater pollution and inpact on the

envi ronnent by noving the process to countries and | ocations that
will be subject to | ess regulation and responsi bl e service

provi ders.
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Comment 79 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Brad
Last Name: Kerr
Email Address; brad@mileschemical.com

Affiliation:

Subject: Demise of Chromium Electroplating

Comment:

To whomit concerns....There is no good reason to destroy an

i ndustry when you have an alternative in rule 1469. |If CARBS
alternative is inplenented the repercussion can affect many jobs in
California and the begi nning of the end to the aerospace industry
in Southern California.

Havi ng been in this industry for nearly forty years | have seen the
wor st and best of chronme electroplating. Honestly | can say the
worst is behind us with restrictions and controls that were

war rant ed, but that change began many years ago. Today our
industry is tightly regulated, to the point chronic acid om ssions
have a negligible inmpact on our air quality or our environnment in

general . Lack of docunentation of detrimental affects of
hexaval ent chromumwi th the restrictions in place today is really
alarmng. It is to the point of overkill and the inpact can be

subst anti al

The dem se of decorative hexaval ent chrone plating will inmpact our
manuf acturing industry and actually create other forns of

pol lution. Just consider the cost of companies to send parts
across our border to other States and Mexico. The pollution
created to transport the parts is likely worse. Consider the cost
to conmpanies that will have to relocate for surely they won't bhe
able to conpete with sending parts out of our state.

Then you attach the Aerospace industry which is the heart of SoCa
manuf acturing. Chrom ¢ anodize, hard chrome plating are critica
to this industry. It will drive these conpanies out of our state
to areas that would wel come our jobs. Even if the technol ogy

exi sted the aerospace industry literally takes decades to approve
and change process. But again why put our industry through so nmuch
anxi ety when there isn't docunmentation that todays standards
actually are detrinental to our environnent. Save jobs and truly
understand that ruling agai nst hexaval ent chromi um el ectropl ating
is the beginning of over regulation that will force so many types
of manufacturing out of our state or country.

Brad Kerr
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Comment 80 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Ed

Last Name: Appleton

Email Address: edd@thechromeplace.com
Affiliation:

Subject: TRIVALENT CHROME ISNOT AN ALTERNATIVE-YET
Comment:

Granted, decorative trivalent chrone has inmproved over the years
and may be suitable for sone applications.

HOVWEVER. . .
The notorcycle and autonotive industry, in which we serve, is not
only decorative but needs to be functional as well. The chrone

pl ated finish needs to have both that beautiful appearance and al so
be able to withstand the effects of the environnent.

The two types of trivalent chrome that are avail able do not provide
the characteristics required for both the aesthetic and
anti-corrosive properties in conparison to hexaval ent chrone.

The trivalent chrone that |ooks closer to the hexaval ent chrone
does not have the anti-corrosive properties and durability while
the other one that has better anti-corrosive properties but does
not have the aesthetic appearance.

Nei t her one of these "alternatives" will serve our custoner's
needs. ..

Banni ng hexaval ent chrone is not the answer !!!

- Custoners and revenue will be driven to other states.

- Busi nesses, such as ours that strictly serves this clientele,
will close and jobs will be |ost.

- Banni ng hexaval ent chrone in California will not protect the

environnent, it will actually increase the overall environnental
danmage due to | ooser environnental standards in other states.

There needs to be a bal ance. ..

The i npl enentati on of proven nmeasures throughout California that
have been established in cooperation between the agenci es and
i ndustry, such as SCAQVWD Rul e 1469, would provide responsible
stewardshi p of the environment, health standards and busi nesses.

Therefore, we do not need to elinminate an entire industry that
provi des beneficial products and services to many conpani es and
consuners in addition to providing thousands of jobs within the
State of California.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter



Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-01-17 22:44:22

No Duplicates.



Comment 81 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
45 Day.

First Name: Jane

Last Name: Williams

Email Address: Dcapjane@aol.com

Affiliation: California Communities Against Toxics

Subject: Chrome Platers
Comment:

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/13-areades22-WmgGM FIhUzNW{Qly.docx'
Original File Name: 2023-01 CARB Hex Chrome ATCM Letter copy.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-01-17 16:39:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 1 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: Florence

Last Name: Gharibian

Email Address: florencegharibian@yahoo.com
Affiliation: Del Amo Action Committee

Subject: Comments on Hexalvalent Chrome Rule
Comment:

Conment upl oaded by CARB Staff on behalf of Florence Ghari bian.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/91-chromeatcm2023-UzBV MIwvBTQAbgl s.pdf
Original File Name: CARBHexChromeRule12023.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-01-26 08:52:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: Charles

Last Name: Lozier

Email Address; cclklozierl@att.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Hex chrome
Comment:

Conmment upl oaded by CARB Staff on behal f of Charles Lozier.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/93-chromeatcm2023-Vj4HZFUsBAGgL bgl h.pdf
Original File Name: Hex chrome.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-01-26 09:53:58

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: Scott

Last Name: Henningsen

Email Address: hms.scotth@gmail.com
Affiliation: Henningsen Machine Shop

Subject: Hexavalent Chromium Airborne Toxic Control Measure (ATCM)
Comment:

Conment upl oaded by CARB Staff on behalf of Scott Henni ngsen.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/94-chromeatcm2023-Vj5QM 1cuA zFV JQFg.pdf
Original File Name: HexavalentChromiumATCM .pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-01-26 11:48:51

No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: Jeff

Last Name: Hannapel

Email Address: jhannapel @thepolicygroup.com
Affiliation:

Subject: NASF Comments on Proposed Amendmentsto ATCM for Chromium Plating and

Anodizing
Comment:

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/95-chromeatcm2023-
AMxTNFYkU2YKU1U2.pdf

Origina File Name: NASF Comments on CARB Hex Chrome Rule January 2023.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-01-27 08:22:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: Art

Last Name: Holman

Email Address: art@shermsplating.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comment
Comment:

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/98-chromeatcm2023-V TRUIAB1BD8BaANv.pdf
Original File Name: artholman.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-01-27 08:33:32

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: Bryan

Last Name: Leiker

Email Address: bleiker@klanodizing.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comment
Comment:

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/99-chromeatcm2023-
WzcGZVESWWFSM QR2.pdf

Origina File Name: leiker.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-01-27 09:13:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Cal EnviroScore areas
Comment:

If an area is recognized in the Cal EnviroScore database as not
havi ng residents and therefore has no score then hex chrone plating
shoul d not be banned or phased out in that area. Hex chrome plating
is necessary and these types of areas are ideal for |ocating hex
chrone busi nesses. Wiy send work out of state and to Mexi co when
there is an in-state alternative? Anend the proposed ATCMto carve
out areas with no residential populations and allow hex chrone
plating in those areas. It is necessary.

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-01-27 09:52:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: Keaton
Last Name: Curran
Email Address; K eaton.Curran@M acDermidEnthone.com
Affiliation: MacDermid Enthone - Global Chemical Supp

Subject: From a Global Supplier of Plating Solutions

Comment:
Hello to all it may address,
My nane is Keaton Curran. | am a product managenent specialist for

decorative finishes and plating on plastic at MacDerni d Enthone, a
gl obal chem cal supplier of plating solutions.

As a gl obal supplier we share in the nany woes and goal s of

regul ators, OEMs, and our custoners -the chronme applicators - that
i mpact and guide this great industry. The goals and woes that we
are here discussing today, the elimination of hexaval ent chrone, is
one we have listened to and made strides with at all |evels of

i mpact on this industry. Qur teanms around the gl obe have call ed
upon and listened to applicators, OEMs, and regul ating bodies to
gui de our product offerings and market direction well into the
future. Today, we recogni ze and share with many across the

i ndustry the goal to offer sustainable solutions and neet our

cust omer needs.

These sustainable alternatives technol ogi es are grow ng and

i mproved upon each and everyday as we commit to these goal s but

al so these alternatives have carried many hurdles for the industry
to adopt.

In the Decorative segnent, a sustainable alternative solution we
offer is Trivalent Chrome. Today, Trivalent Chrone with the newest
generations can offer matching colors, new colors, |eading
corrosion resistance, and exceptional uniformty of deposits. But
it's not as sinple as punping out hexaval ent chrone tank, scrubbing
down the line, and punping in Trivalent Chrone. Applicators mnust
adopt new equi pnent, train on new anal yses, inplenment new

mai nt enance techni ques, finalize |ocal and regional permts, test
and nmarket to current or new custoners, and of course have the
space available, tine, and financial capital to conplete the
transition.

New t echnol ogies in Plating on Plastics elimnating Hexaval ent

Et chants fromthe Plating on Plastics segnments are al so grow ng
acceptance into the industry. The fully Chrome-Free alternatives
have taken foot largely due to Autonotive CEM conmitnents to
sustai nability and expansion into new end use industries such as
aerospace and el ectronics but these technol ogi es too have high
hurdl es and high financial costs to inplenent. Many applicators in
Plating on Plastics will be required to construct or rebuild up to



hal f of their existing manufacturing line to inplement these
alternatives technologies. This will incur vast costs, well above
the presented estimates by CARB, for |line construction, testing,

i mpl enentation, permtting, and | ost production time during
installation.

CEMs and their Tier level custoners share in these nany hurdl es as
the risk to ensure retesting, re-PPAPi ng, and approvals are mnet

wi thout interrupting the delicate supply chain this Industry

oper ates on.

Functional Hard Chrone applications elimnating hexaval ent chrone
are not in our opinion industrially available today and any viable
technol ogy are still years away. The devel opnent and adoption of
such technology will require extensive tinme and resources to

achi eve a hexaval ent chronme free industry.

As we step forward towards these goals and through the nmany hurdles
our teans at MacDerm d Enthone ask with great magnitude to ensure
fully adequate funding and reasonable tinmeliness for applicators
and their custoners to step firmy into these alternative

t echnol ogi es.

Thank you for your time, and please accept our open hand of

support, to everyone here today, to discuss any and all alternative
technol ogi es we offer.

Keat on Curran
Keat on. cur ran@racder m dent hone. com

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-01-27 09:46:44

No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: Brett

Last Name: Troncale

Email Address: brett@caltronplating.com
Affiliation: Cal-Tron Plating Inc.

Subject: Metal finishing
Comment:

I"'mthird generation in the plating business followi ng ny father
and grandfather. This is what we know, this is what we have
dedicated our life to. We follow all rules and regul ations and will
continue to. W would nuch rather be regul ated then shut down.

Pl ease allow ny son to be able to be 4th generation in this

i ndustry in beautiful California. Qur famly business supports over
160 enpl oyee fam ly nenbers that will be hurt by this. A Quote from
one of our state inspectors "at |east here | can walk in at any
time and test adm ssion and ensure regul ations are followed, if
banned in CA nost conpanies will go to Mexico where it will not be
regulated like it is here. It nost likely will get much worst". W
want to stay in business, we want to offer our services to al

i ndustries, we want to follow regul ati ons, we want a safe
California. We can work together and solve this w thout bans. Thank
you.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-01-27 09:55:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: Clayton

Last Name: James

Email Address: cfjames@rmking.com
Affiliation: King Industrial Hard Chrome

Subject: Hex Chrome Ban
Comment:

Hello my nane is Clayton Janes and | amthe facility nmanager of
King Industrial Hard Chrone |ocated in Fresno, CA W are a smal
conpany with only 2 enpl oyees, but the work that these two

enpl oyees process affects the whole world including you if you own
anything made with cotton. That's what we do is manufacture and
Chrone plate cotton picker spindles. W sell and ship these parts
all over the world to be used in cotton pickers.

We utilize closed tanks with nerlin covers and edd filters and our
emi ssions are far |lower than the current regulations require. The
current regulations limt our enm ssions to be |ower .015nmg per anp
hour. Qur tanks actual enissions are 0.0000058 nig per anmp hour
Qur facility total enissions for last year were 12.46ng our tota
l[imt allowed is 18,000ny. We choose to to keep our emni ssions | ow
we take great pride in running a clean shop and keepi ng our

enpl oyees safe. The only other conpani es that nmanufacture and hard
Chrone plate cotton picker spindles are located in China.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-01-27 10:35:56

No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: Caroline

Last Name: O

Email Address: caroline.orija@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Proposed Amendments to the Airborne Toxic Control Measure for Chromium
Comment:

Many comrunities around California are overburdened by hexaval ent
chromum as the slides shown today have denobnstrated.

The use of these toxic chem cals can cause serious health problens
for workers and | ocal residents alike.

Switching to trivalent chrom um has the benefit of not only
significantly reducing the toxic em ssions of one of the nost
danger ous chemnicals known in our conmunities but facilities using
trivalent chrom um avoid having to use other toxic fune
suppressants as wel | .

Respectfully I, urge the board to take this inmportant action in the
Chrome Plating ATCM now, to gain early reductions in the many
comunities affected by the decorative chrone platers.

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-01-27 10:59:25

No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: Wesley

Last Name: Turnbow

Email Address: wturnbow@emeplating.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comment
Comment:

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/106-chromeatcm2023-
AnY FAIEIUWWHY 1U6.pdf

Origina File Name: turnbow.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-01-27 11:04:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: Jaime

Last Name: Lopez

Email Address: jaimeilo@usc.edu

Affiliation: University of Southern California

Subject: Ban Hex Chrome
Comment:

| ama resident in Paranmount, CA and a doctoral candidate at the
University of California focusing on environnental justice issues
i n Sout heast Los Angeles. | hope everyone can acknow edge t hat
there is gross inbal ance between those in attendance being paid to
advocate for industry and virtually all of the disadvantage
residents who live in the nore than 100 environnental justice
comunities in CA who can't be here today. Many vul nerable
conmunity menbers do not have the capacity or awareness to yet
fully understand the environnmental harnms that CARB is trying to
protect themfrom and they also may not have the luxury of an
enpl oyer to pay for their attendance today.

Many statenents made in support of industry fail to present
argunments that indicate they've thought about environmental justice
beyond their own sel f-serving perspectives and i ndivi dua

identifications such as, "I've been working at this conpany for X
nunber of years", "I like ny job" "lI'mgood at ny job", "I'mx
years old and still healthy and alive", etc. etc. It is clear

frommany of the statenents today that environmental justice not
understood within a | arger societal context.

It is also tragic that enpl oyees are bei ng paraded today on behal f
of industry to downplay the harnful environnental conditions that

environnental justice scholars and scientists have identified for

decades.

Frontline comunities are at the real victinms here, and thank you

CARB for standing up for those who can't speak for thensel ves
t oday.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-01-27 11:49:54

No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: Amy

Last Name: Kyle

Email Address. amydkyle@berkeley.edu
Affiliation:

Subject: Comment
Comment:

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/108-chromeatcm2023-
AGECaV EpumoGeQNv.pdf

Origina File Name: amykyle.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-01-27 12:35:17

No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: Anthony

Last Name: Rendon

Email Address; Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Comment
Comment:

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/109-chromeatcm2023-
AnFQNwWFyWSRWIANN.pdf

Origina File Name: sar.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-01-27 12:36:30

No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: Alan

Last Name: Olick

Email Address: alan@generalbrite.com
Affiliation: General Brite

Subject: Chrome Plating ATCM
Comment:

See attached for witten coment submtted at the May 25, 2023,
Board Heari ng.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/446-chromeatcm2023-
UjMFbwRkVWhX PIQ4.pdf

Original File Name: AlanOlick.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-05-25 08:52:45

No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for Proposed Amendmentsto the ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: CARMEN

Last Name: CAMPBELL

Email Address: reception@anaplexcorp.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Ban of Hex chromerule
Comment:

Dear Board,

On behal f of the enployee owners in the city of Paranount we woul d
like to request a true consideration on this rule based on actua
sci ence and not on the assunption and specul ati ons that have no
true data to back up the actual risks. AQVD worked tirelessly with
the nmetal finishers to neet and | ower any enissions deenmed a high
risk, with their work and education in the industry, we netal
finishers have invested hundreds of thousands of dollars to

mai ntain and | ower our emnissions to the conmunity to nearly 0. W
are the comunity! We are the econony that drives these comunities
consi dered di sadvant aged. Thank you for your tinme and

consi deration. Let's work together and not alone in getting the
environnent better for all. Please remenber this industry is
ESSENTI AL! !

Regul ate and not BAN'!!!

Attachment:

Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-05-25 09:51:08

No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: Cynthia

Last Name: Babich

Email Address: delamoactioncommittee@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Adoption for Chrome Rule
Comment:

We support the |long overdue adoption of a chrome rule that protects
people. W urge you to al so adopt strict nonitoring as the phase
out is inplenented.

This rule will not only save lives but al so enhances the quality of
life around these facilities. Unfortunately it will not bring back
the lives lost. Shinny bobbles should never outweigh conmunity
health and life.

Adopt TODAY

Director, Del Anp Action Committee

Coordi nator of the Los Angel es Environnental Justice Network

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-05-25 10:29:40

No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: Bill

Last Name: Felts

Email Address: mjbchromeshop@yahoo.com
Affiliation: MJB Chrome Plating

Subject: Chrome Plating ATCM
Comment:

See attached for witten coment submtted at the May 25, 2023,
Board Heari ng.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/449-chromeatcm2023-UjABblASA D9V DFI0.paf
Original File Name: Bill Felts.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-05-25 10:33:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: Yvonne

Last Name: Watson

Email Address: ywatson@dsl extreme.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Chrome Plating Rule
Comment:

Dear Board,

Pl ease strengthen the rul es concerning Hex Chrome plating. 1In the
event |'mnot able to speak during today's neeting | wish to submt
the foll owing coments:

1) I'mdisappointed that board has set the phase out for decorative
chrone platers to 2030 when they could all switch to trivalent
chrom um now.

2) | believe that their remmins serious exposures fromthe industry
and we urge CARB to do nore fenceline nonitoring at chrome platers
to ensure that the neasures they relying on (Total Enclosure and
Negative Air) are working to reduce emi ssions up until the phase
out occurs.

3) CARB identified several chrome platers who were in current
violation of their permts. The agency needs to work with the
affected district to ensure that all chrone platers are in
conpliance with their existing permts. They should coll aborate
with the districts to do fenceline nmonitoring at facilities that
are suspected of being out of conpliance with their pernmts.

4). CARB should work with the DOD s Strategic Environnental
Research Defense Program (SERDP) to investigate alternative netal
coatings that can replace hexaval ent chronium

5) CARB should work with the attorney general on an enforcenent
initiative directed at the chrone plating industry and t he danmage
t hey have done to the both the natural resources and public health
of the state.

I have lived ny entire life in California EJ communities affected
by air toxics and contaninated water. | can no longer attend in
person neetings due to being partially inmunoconprom sed after 2
hospitalizations for lung failure in 2019.

| have severe, life-threatening asthnma and have never snoked a day
inny life.

Pl ease protect public health for people like ne!

Yvonne Martinez Wat son



Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-05-25 10:36:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023).
(At Hearing)

First Name: Jesse N

Last Name: Marquez

Email Address: jnm4e @yahoo.com
Affiliation: Codlition For A Safe Environment

Subject: LOS of New CARB ATCM Amendments & Additional Requests
Comment:

See attached LGS

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/451-chromeatcm2023-
UDNWNgBgVHQHZAV a.pdf

Original File Name: CFASE et al Letter of Support - 5-25-2023.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-05-25 10:52:23

No Duplicates.



Comment 1 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: New Error in Emission Inventory (Table 1 and Table 2 disagree)
Comment:

The previous appendix B Table 2 on Line 3 "Hard with Add-On" showed
the conputation of the average source test value used in Table 1 of
Appendi x B above it. The cal culation included results from seven
tested facilities. The val ues were:

As shown previously

Test 10.00045
Test 20.00011
Test 30.001
Test 40.00034
Test 50.00063
Test 6 0.0002875

Test 70.0013
Aver age 0. 000588214

Now, | don't know if the facility source test values you used above
are correct or not but I do know math and the math appears to be a
correct conmputation of the average of the val ues shown.

In your now corrected em ssion inventory put out this norning, your
teamis using a value of 0.0000588214 as the source test value for
hard chrone. | know that you know t hat 0.000588214 is a magnitude
of 10 tinmes greater than the 0.0000588214. So, what changed? Your

t eam has not included a revised Table 2 with the data rel ease from
this nmorning. Therefore the 0.0000588214 is an unsupported val ue
since it does not correspond to the yet to be corrected Table 2 of
Appendi x B. The official record supporting a hex chronme em ssion
rule contains this critical 10X uncorrected error which is a
buil di ng bl ock of the current enmissions of the industry.

I recomrend CARB introduce a quality assurance function. Those of
us who are in the aviation safety business (until 2039) have found
val ue in having a second set of eyes inspect work before it goes
out .

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-03-29 08:08:26



No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Hex Chrome Emissions in Paramount
Comment:

According to the March 27 nodification of the Em ssions |nventory,
t he STATEW DE hex chrone em ssions of the ENTIRE METAL FI NI SHI NG

| NDUSTRY in 2019 were 0.19 pounds. You can verify this by referring
to attachnent 2, page 22, lower right cell in the table.

It is helpful to contrast this with the hex chrone em ssions
reported in Paramount, California in 2017 from just two sources;
Carlton Forge at 0.6 pounds and Press Forge at 0.3 pounds. That is
just in Paranpbunt. You can verify this yourself by going to CARB' s
website here

(https://ww. arb. ca. gov/ car bapps/ pol | uti on-

map/ ?_ga=2. 123164547. 925282913. 1680112885-1134180171. 1680112885#)
and using the pollution mapping tool CARB provides. Please use the
filter criteria on the left and sel ect pollutant = hexaval ent
chromum City = Paranmount, and Year = 2017.

Pl ease keep this in m nd when you hear CARB staff tell you fugitive
em ssions fromnetal finishers were the problemin Paranmount. The
em ssi ons were observed from Metal Processors (See |list here:
http://publicheal th.lacounty. gov/eh/chrom un6/directive. htm of
which only two of the nine Metal Processors were Metal Finishers
(Anapl ex and Lubeco).

So, again, Carlton Forge and Press Forge reported em ssions
totalling 0.9 pounds just a few bl ocks fromthe netal finishers
whose entire industry statewide emtted a fraction of that total
CARB is nmaking no attenpt to ban hex chrone em ssions from Carlton
Forge which is owned by Warren Buffet. But then, that m ght be a
bit nore difficult for CARB

STOP THE BAN

Pl ease note that the nodification of the Emissions Inventory
enabl ed this public comment and it is therefore pertinent for
inclusion in the board's considerations. | reserve the right to

nodi fy this comment if CARB staff anend the emi ssions inventory for
athird tine.

Attachment:

Original File Name:



Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-03-29 15:20:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: JM

Last Name: MEYER

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Proportionality of Metal Finishersto Metal Processors/ Implications for Fugitives
Comment:

Since we now have a new total hex chrone enission nunber we can
exam ne the proportionality between Metal Processors and Meta

Fi ni shers in Parambunt. According to the March 27 nodification of
the Em ssions Inventory, the STATEW DE hex chrome enissions of the
ENTI RE METAL FI NI SHI NG | NDUSTRY in 2019 were 0. 19 pounds. You can
verify this by referring to attachnent 2, page 22, |ower right cel
in the table.

It is helpful to contrast this with the hex chrone em ssions
reported in Paranpbunt, California in 2017 fromjust two sources;
Carlton Forge at 0.6 pounds and Press Forge at 0.3 pounds. That is
just in Paranpbunt. You can verify this yourself by going to CARB's
website here

(https://ww. arb. ca. gov/ car bapps/ pol | uti on-

map/ ?_ga=2. 123164547. 925282913. 1680112885-1134180171. 1680112885#)
and using the pollution mapping tool CARB provides. Please use the
filter criteria on the left and sel ect pollutant = hexaval ent
chromum City = Paranmount, and Year = 2017.

Pl ease keep this in m nd when you hear CARB staff tell you fugitive
em ssions fromnetal finishers were the problemin Paramount. The
em ssi ons were observed from Metal Processors (See |ist here:
http://publicheal th.lacounty. gov/eh/chrom un6/directive. htm of
which only two of the nine Metal Processors were Metal Finishers
(Anapl ex and Lubeco).

So, again, Carlton Forge and Press Forge reported eni ssions
totalling 0.9 pounds just a few bl ocks fromthe netal finishers
whose entire industry statewide emtted a fraction of that total
CARB is nmaking no attenpt to ban hex chrone em ssions from Carlton
Forge which is owned by Warren Buffet. But then, that m ght be a
bit nore difficult for CARB

Pl ease note that the nodification of the Em ssions Inventory
enabl ed this public coment and it is therefore pertinent for
inclusion in the board's considerations. | reserve the right to
nodi fy this comment if CARB staff anend the emi ssions inventory for
athird tine.
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Comment 4 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: WARNING - Compliance is not a success strategy in California
Comment:

CARB' s March nodification of the proposed new chrone plating rule
failed to del ete the ban. The nessage from CARB to busi ness renmins
t he sane. ..

Busi nesses that adopt a conpliance based strategy to do business in
California are not safe. CARB will ban you anyway, and they will do
it with full know edge that the replacenent technol ogy for your
process has not been invented yet. They will do it even if your
site selection process selects a non-residential |ocation. This
warning is applicable to any business that works not only with
chrom um but al so stainless steel

Southern California has the strictest and npbst effective chrone
plating rule in the world already (Rule 1469). Chrone plating firnmns
in Southern California are already in conpliance with Rule 1469 (if
they are not, CARB and AQWD are not effectively enforcing existing
regul ati ons). CARB' s proposed ATCM continues to inpose a ban on

t hese conpliant businesses. They cannot grow and they will be
elimnated with no alternative paths to conply.

Heed this warning if you are considering investnment in California.
Conpliance will not save you.

Attachment:
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Comment 5 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Cancer Risk Falsehood (Please Correct)
Comment:

The staff presentation to the Board on January 27 contai ned two
slides which referred to a "213 in a nmillion" cancer risk from
chrone platers. The "213" value cones from Table F.14(b) in
appendi x F page 28. Table F.14(b) shows the cancer risk fromlarge
hard chrome facilities without controls, and nmaps the cancer risk
using two variabl es, throughput, and proximty.

Considering there are ZERO facilities in California with throughput
at 120, 000,000, and likely ZERO hard chrome facilities operating

wi t hout HEPA controls, and ZERO facilities of anywhere close to
that size that are 5 neters froma residential source, CARB' s
allegation of a "213 in a million" cancer risk fromchrome plating
is a conplete FALSEHOOD. Unfortunately, the LA Tines picked it up
and has published it as a general description of the cancer risk
fromlarge chrome facilities.

| challenge CARB to spend a few nminutes and locate the facility

t hat has the highest cancer risk in the state using Table F.14(b)
(proximty and size) but also in consideration of the HEPA controls
that facility operates with, and tell the public what the rea
truth is about the nmaxi mum cancer risk at the highest risk rea
chrome plating facility in California. The answer will not be 213
inamllion

This comment is not about any nodifications to the rule that were
published on March 27. It is about incorrect cancer risk contained
in CARB materials presented to the board on January 27 and which

i nfluenced the board's feedback to the staff on that date. Page 24

of the presentation states "Controlled Tanks". Table F.14(b)
contains informati on about uncontrolled tanks.
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Comment 6 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: SRIA Cost / Benefit Relationship no longer relevant
Comment:

The SRI A painted the picture that inplenentation of the proposed
ATCM wi | | provide an annual hex chrome em ssion reduction benefit
of 10.15 pounds annually at a cost of $688 MIlion. That works out
to $68 mllion per pound of hex chrome reduced.

Subsequent publishing of the | SOR in Novenber of 2022 and now t he
revi sed em ssions inventory in March of 2023 reveal that there are
only 0.19 pounds of hex chrone actually enitted annually. So, this
is a 53-fold reduction in the benefit for the sanme cost.

Let's assunme for now, that CARB's March 27 em ssion inventory is
correct and that the costs originally assumed in the SRl A have not
changed. W can calculate the benefit at 0.19 pounds per year and
the cost at $688 mllion and determ ne that the cost of the ATCMis
now $3. 621 Billion per pound of hex chrone reduced. Considering al

t he non-chrome pl ating sources and eni ssions whi ch have not been
addressed by CARB yet, California is |ooking at an absolutely
crushing economic hit to cone in the range of nmore than $100
Billion.

How does the Department of Finance feel about this proposal now?
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Comment 7 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Technology Reviews
Comment:

CARB has not defined what a technology reviewis. Wiat is CARB' s
definition of a technology review? What criteria would be used to
ascertain that an alternative technology is viable in terns of
capability, reliability, nmarket acceptance, econonics, and
environnent ? (not a conprehensive list of criteria).

Who woul d be the participants in a technol ogy review? W can see
who participated in the technol ogy review which led to where we are
on Page 230 of the ISOR | suggest that reviews of materials and
processes which keep transport aircraft airworthy should be

wei ght ed towards scientists and engi neers. The LA Tines published
an article on Jan 27 in which an environmental and comunity
justice advocate and attorney is quoted as saying "W would be
working with the industry and the military to actually identify new
coatings. That's precedent setting”. Indeed it is.

CARB does not seemto realize that hexaval ent chrome is used in a
variety of chemical solutions to process parts constructed of a
wi de range of base materials and alloys (some ferrous and sone

non-ferrous) for a wide range of applications. There will not be a
si ngul ar magi c technology that will replace hex chronme across al
applications at the sane tinme. Change will occur increnentally
process by process. Change will not occur facility type by facility

type. CARB's references to technol ogy reviews in the posted
materials are little nore than a punt. A dangerous punt if you rely
on conmercial aircraft for transportation

CARB points to an apparent comment by Boeing that a 2039 phase- out
date is OK with Boeing so long as there are technol ogy reviews.
Boei ng has reason to be confident they can overwhel m CARB in a
technol ogy review, however, we have not seen any concurrence by
Lockheed, Raytheon, Airbus, Parker, Honeywell, Northrup, DOD, the
FAA or anyone else with the requisite technical expertise. Mny of
the supply chains supporting these entities have already |eft
California.

At what point leading into 2039 will CARB relax the ban when a
t echnol ogi cal substitute is not found?
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Comment 8 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: CARB has grossly misinformed the public
Comment:

Now t hat we can see the corrected em ssion inventory...

On page 37 of this presentation here
(https://w2. arb. ca. gov/sites/defaul t/fil es/2022-

06/ Chr one%20Publ i c%20Wor kshop%206. 9. 22_9. 30am pdf)

CARB defined |large functional platers as "hard chrone platers W
Add-On Control s".

On page 38, they show that Large functional platers (defined above)
have a cancer risk of 213 in a mllion

In the posted appendi x F, Table F.14(b) CARB shows that a cancer
risk of 213 in a mllionis derived froma facility assumed to be 0
nmeters froma receptor with throughput of 120,000,000 anp hours and
an enmission rate at the ATCMIlimt of 0.0015. The em ssion rate of
0.0015 is not the emission rate of a facility with Add-On Controls.
Large chrone platers in California have HEPA systens as required by
the Air Districts. There is no such facility in California with
120, 000, 000 anp / hours |l ocated O neters froma residentia
receptor, w thout a HEPA system Zero.

The highest risk facility has a throughput of 116,500, 000, is

| ocated 40 neters froma residential receptor, and has a HEPA
system The HEPA systemefficiency of that facility is unknown by
this witer but CARB's posted materials contain two statenents
about HEPA control efficiency. Table 1 of the emi ssion inventory
states 0.0000588, and Table 2 of the em ssion inventory states
0.000588. Using these values, we can calculate that facility has a
cancer risk between 6 in a mllion (Table 1 HEPA efficiency) or 60
in a

mllion (Table 2 HEPA efficiency). (As an aside, yes it would be
hel pful if CARB would correct this previously identified

di screpancy between the two HEPA efficiency nunbers in their posted
material s).

Page 39 of the presentation is highly inaccurate in severa
respects as we can now determ ne fromreview of the emnission
inventory just released by CARB. Yet this seenms to be the basis for
statements in the | SOR and SRI A and nmade to the board on January
27.

The presentation referenced above was nmade to a public workshop on
June 9, 2022 and was (I amsure) troubling to the public and



environnental justice comunities who viewed it. They were

m si nf or ned.

The advocates for this rule have been m sinforned. The nedia have
been m sinfornmed. An industry has been danaged. Large chrone

pl aters with HEPA controls have been damaged

CARB. What is your response?
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Comment 9 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: BobbiProposed

Last Name: Burns

Email Address: bobbiburns@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation: Global Plating Inc

Subject: Proposed Ban on Hex Chrome ATCM
Comment:

Contenpt prior to investigation is the best way to sumari ze the

| atest revisions made to the proposed anendnent to the ATCM CARB' s
presentation from June 2022 stated that "Chrone Pl ating enissions
account for less than 1% in the State of California. The slides
presented to the public showed our |Industry responsible for 10 | bs
annual |y of Hex Chrone. Now in March 2023, CARB has stated we are
.19 percent and approximately 1 |b annually. The CARB Board and
public have been m s-informed. Several journalists have published
articles with the inaccurate data quoted directly from CARB' s
presentations. Qur |Industry has been prejudicially singled out and
t he proposed BAN renders our assets to CARB's favorite word "ZERO'

It is CARB Staff's opinion that there is no safe |evel therefore
none of the proposed options to add nore controls to achieve an
even | ower enmission is worth discussing. This proposed BAN has been
generated by an attenpt to cal mthe enotional outcry of

di sadvant aged comunities. Communities that are nostly affected by
nmobi |l e sources of pollution that we all contend with. Comunities

t hat have been built around industrial areas due to poor city

pl anni ng and greedy | and devel opers.

| see ny nei ghborhood over the |ast three years devel opi ng

t housands of homes, not | owincome housing, very expensive high
rise type honmes right in the center of the industrial area, between
two freeways in Frenont, CA. This mxture is problematic and when
government officials introduce flawed data, there is panic and
outrage by all parties affected. | am enbarrassed and di sappoi nted
that CARB has not renpved the BAN fromthis proposed rule, nostly
because CARB Staff knows the truth about the em ssions in our

I ndustry. The fact that CARB would use our Industry for a politica
glory is a shane. | urge CARB to keep this amendnent an emni ssion
base rule, not a ban. Please do not abandoned decades progress in
the road to lowering enmissions by terminating an entire industry,
an Industry that has invested in the ATCM and has proven there is a
way to keep Chrone Plating in this State
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Comment 10 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: Art

Last Name: Holman

Email Address: art@shermsplating.com
Affiliation: Sherm's Custom Plating

Subject: Incorrect data
Comment:

The CARB board has a responsibility to hold staff accountable for
accurate data to base this rule making process that will affect the
lives of thousands of people here in the state and beyond. To date
the emi ssion rate data that's been shared have been fl awed,
therefor it is inpossible for the board to nake an educated
decision on this very aggressive rule.

Using staff's table I11.1 as an exanple, why are we even | ooki ng at
estimated em ssion rates? Local air districts have actual reported
anp hours and enission rates as required by Iaw. CARB staff nust

i nput the correct data to conprise a true representative sanple of
i ndustry enissions, only then woul d the board have the infornmation
required to nake a decision that will inmpact so nmany |ives.

The first working group neeting was held Sept. 11, 2020, and stil
we are being presented with flawed em ssion rate nunbers. Initia
data submitted by staff for this rule was the Chrone Pl ating
Industry as a whole enmtted 10.15 | bs. of hexaval ent chrone

annual ly. That information was shared with the public and created
an outcry within comunities and environmental groups. Now in the
15-day comment period, data is shared and emission rates are 0.19

I bs. annual ly, but the damage has al ready been done.

CARB Board nenbers must hold staff accountable to provide accurate
i nformati on regarding em ssion rates before a decision is made that
will affect so many lives and jobs here in California. As a CEO of
a conpany, you would require your staff to present accurate data
for the basis of naking a decision that will inpact your business
livelihood and that of your enployees. Inaccuracies would not be
tol erated, but CARB staff faces no consequences for reporting these
i naccuracies or failing to provide requested infornmation to

st akehol ders.

| urge the Board to delay this rul emaki ng process until such tine
as the true enission nunbers have been cal cul ated usi ng accurate
anp hrs. and source test enission rates as reported to local Air
Districts.

Respectful |y,
Art Hol man

Sherm s Custom Pl ati ng
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Comment 11 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: Terence

Last Name: McGuinness

Email Address: terrym@allcleanhaz.com
Affiliation:

Subject: CHROME BAN IN CALIFORNIA
Comment:

Since the inmplenentati on of RCRA, which is the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976. | have provided Hazar dous
Wast e Managenent services to the comrercial, industrial, and
mlitary sectors of California since 1977.

| have the honor to sit on the Board for the National Association
of Surface Finishers and the Metal Finishing Association of
Northern California.

Over the last 46 years | have seen nmany changes in the continuing
effort of our regulatory comunity to elininate Industrial growth
in the State of California.

This ban will imediately and negatively inpact operations for nany
fam | y-owned snall businesses.
This ban will present decorative and functional Chrome 6 plating

facilities with unreasonabl e choi ces.

* Close their operations inmediately.

» Those costs will start at the | ow end of $375,000.00 to over 1
mllion dollars, depending on the size of the facility.

» The current cost for disposal alone of a 1000 gal Chromic Acid
Bath is $7,500.00. This cost does not include the nanagenment of
surroundi ng support equi pnment of the process.

* When a facility is forced to close, it will cause these hard

wor ki ng Americans to |ose their jobs and their famly's
l'ivelihoods.

e O invest significant dollars over three years to conply with new
CARB emission rules, and ultimately close their operations on the
January 1, 2027 the proposed ban date.

«|If a facility operator is not properly financially prepared for
such an event, the cost will then need to be absorbed into the

St ates Superfund budget. Anot her burden passed on to all our
hard-wor ki ng California Anmericans.

* Please don't think that this ban is going to stop Chrone Pl ating.
it will sinply just go underground with no environmental controls.
This BAN is a painfully irresponsible idea, and your Staff should
be enmbarrassed to have even brought this flawed data before the
Boar d.
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Comment 12 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: Aaron

Last Name: Plechaty

Email Address: aplechaty @el ectro-coatings.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Destroying an industry is not the answer ...
Comment:

The plating industry is asking and | ooking for cooperation in the
overal |l picture of what you are looking at. Fromwhat | can tell
the ruling that is looking to take place is without all the data,
and with the full scope of everything in play here. It seens,

of fhand, that to nake a proper ruling you would want to col |l ect al
the data (I know the industry is providing a netric ton of it), to
conpil e and fact check before you just toss your hat in the ring
haphazardly. You are |ooking to destroy an industry that while they
operate with chrone (they operate safely and within all paraneters
al | agencies inpose on them) nmakes up a whopping 1% of all Hex
Chrone emissions in the entire state. 1% Thene parks put out nore
em ssi ons.

Pl ease consider review ng the enissions standards and rul es,
revising themto allow the thousands of individuals who have and
continue put their entire lives work into the states econony vs
just flipping a switch and shutting themall down w thout review ng
and working with these fanmlies you are playing with - wthout the
full review needed - to force to shut down. We, the industry, work
hard day in and day to neet or exceed the state em ssions
standards. Review them Shutting these shops down may reduce a tiny
bit of the em ssions, but that work will go to the states with | ess
restrictions and just anplify the nations em ssions. There is

m ddl e ground, as stated above, review the em ssions standards -
work with the industry, not against it and see the future that we
can create together.
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Comment 13 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: Tracey

Last Name: Coss

Email Address: traceycoss@scpci.com
Affiliation:

Subject: ATCM for hex chrome
Comment:

| urge the California Air Resources Board [ CARB] to NOT nove
forward with the proposed anendnent to the Airborne Toxic Control
Measure for Chrom um El ectropl ati ng and Chrom ¢ Aci d Anodi zi ng
Qperations [CrVI ATCM, and instead to revise the ATCMto provide
em ssion control measures that will be effective in further
reduci ng the negligible ambunt of air enissions of hexaval ent
chromumfromnmetal finishing facilities, recognize the extrenely
negati ve consequences of proposed bans, and provide a reasoned,
sci ence- based approach and eni ssion-based rul e noving forward.

The proposed ban on CrVI plating fails to acknow edge the

i mportance of this segment of manufacturing in California, the
significant emi ssion reductions the industry has achieved to date
and can obtain through further em ssion reduction efforts, and the
increase in enissions (fromcomercial trucks transporting products

for &Vl plating) that will result from plating operati ons novi ng
to other states and countries with less, if any, em ssion
requi renents. Further, bans will |eak significant businesses and

associ ated jobs away from California!

CrVI plating facility em ssions have been significantly reduced
over the years to the extent that chrome netal finishing conprises
significantly less than 1% of total annual CrVI emnissions for the
entire state. No other state or country has CrVlI emission limts
anywhere near the | evel of protections already established in
California. CARB should acknow edge that protection of the
environnent is best achieved in California by working WTH

i ndustry.

| urge CARB to renove the ban, correct the data, SAVE JOBS, and
prevent business from closing down and/or |eaving the state.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-04-10 13:58:41

No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: For the Record
Comment:

The attached was sent to CARB staff, diff and Chang, via USPS
certified mail, return receipt requested and via email. A receipt
was returned for the Chang letter. Ciff acknow edged by enail that
he had passed it to staff. This posting is to nake the CARB board
aware of it.

The materials posted in this 15 day period show that the |argest
and (according to CARB) the riskiest chrome platers in the state
have cancer risks well below 10 in a nmillion considering proxinmty
and control systemefficiency. Yet CARB is trunpeting to the
public, to the EJ conmunities, and to the nedia that the cancer
risk is 213 ina mllion

W11l the CARB board see through the deceptions? or will the CARB
board tie itself to the CARB staff and join the deceptions?

CARB credibility is on the line. Quite honestly, it is noteworthy
that this has been allowed to persist this far.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/128-chromeatcm2023-
AGMBZI0uV2Y EXVMw.pdf
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Comment 15 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: Steve

Last Name: Oliveira

Email Address; info@bbcmachine.com
Affiliation:

Subject: proposed ban
Comment:

Qur custoners, our enployees, our fellow platers urge CARB to
reconsi der the bans on decorative hexaval ent chrom um pl ating, hard
hexaval ent chrom um pl ating, and chrom c acid anodi zi ng. The bans

woul d provide little, if any, environnental benefits, will not
decrease custoner denands for hexaval ent chrom um pl ating and
anodi zing, will inpose undue econonic hardships on California
plating shops, and will likely result in a net increase in

hexaval ent chrom um em ssi ons.

An emi ssions-based rule could continue the surface finishing

i ndustry's |long-standing record to reduce hexaval ent chromnmi um
em ssi ons wi thout inmposing significant econonic hardshi ps on
California plating conpanies and the conmunities that they serve
wi th good paying jobs and financial contributions to Iocal

busi nesses.

We urge the committee to focus on the facts and overall inmpacts a
decision to ban this industry in California will honestly have. An
i ndustry that has contributed to its success, been a |oyal partner
and provi ded many opportunities to it's purveyors does not deserve
to be cancell ed based on inconplete or specul ative data. A ban is
not the answer in the overall goal of reducing em ssions as it wll
just shift el sewhere.
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Comment 16 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Use of Hex Chrome REDUCES Ambient Hex Chrome
Comment:

Pl ease refer to the attached photo of a Cal Fire S70 Helicopter
which is maintained in flight worthy condition via the use of
hexaval ent chromi um plating. This helicopter fights fires. The
fires it extinguishes enmt FAR nore hexaval ent chronme than the
entire chrome plating industry in California.

Rul es adopted by CARB wi |l have consequences.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/131-chromeatcm2023-
BmVTNAdgADUKZQR2.jpg
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Comment 17 for Proposed Amendmentsto the ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: Neil

Last Name: Hammel

Email Address: neil @vcapcd.org
Affiliation: Ventura County APCD

Subject: Correction to Surface Tension Calculation using Stalagmometer
Comment:

The listed surface tension of water at 25 degrees celcius (72.75
dynes/cn) in now appendix 7 is actually the surface tension of

wat er at 20 degrees celcius. The correct surface tension of water
at 25 degrees celcius is 71.99 dynes/cmas noted in the
International Tables of the Surface Tension of Water at

https://srd. nist.gov/JPCRD jpcrd231. pdf and attached. If facilities
use the surface tension calculation as presented in the ATCM their
results will be skewed higher than reality, resulting in greater
eni ssions of hexchrome. Thank you.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/132-chromeatcm2023-UzpdNV ciAjRRIQBuU. pdf
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Comment 18 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: Jerry

Last Name: Desmond

Email Address: jerry@desmondlobbyfirm.com
Affiliation: MFASC-MFANC-NASF

Subject: Chromeatcm?2023
Comment:

Attached please find the comments of the the Metal Finishing

Associ ation of Southern California [ MFASC], Metal Finishing

Associ ation of Northern California [ MFANC] and National Association
of Surface Finishers [NASF] regarding the March 27 Notice of Public
Availability of Mdified Text and Availability of Additional
Docurments and Information on the Proposed Amendnments to the

Ai rborne Toxic Control Measure for Chrom um El ectropl ating and
Chrom ¢ Acid Anodi zi ng Operations [ATCM .

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/133-chromeatcm2023-
VDCcAZwBzV2Y HXIcO.paf

Original File Name: CARB CrVI ATCM Letter 4-11-23.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-04-11 13:02:46

No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: James

Last Name: Simonelli

Email Address. james@metal scoalition.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments on ATCM (California Metals Coalition)
Comment:

Pl ease see encl osed coments. Thank you.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/134-chromeatcm2023-
WzgAawFWVV SNwZp.pdf

Origina File Name: CMC_Comments_April11-2023 CARB_ATCM .pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-04-11 14:17:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: Charles

Last Name: Pomeroy

Email Address: cpomeroy @stilespomeroy.com
Affiliation: StilesPomeroy LLP

Subject: Letter to CARB Re Chrome Platers Proposed ATCM w Attachments
Comment:

Pl ease see attached conmuni cati on.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/135-chromeatcm?2023-
AF9UY FFjAn8CMAgm.pdf

Origina File Name: (23.4.11) Letter to CARB Re Chrome Platers Proposed ATCM w Att.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-04-11 16:27:53

No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: Jerry

Last Name: Desmond

Email Address: Jerry @desmondlobbyfirm.com
Affiliation: MFASC-MFANC-NASF

Subject: Chromeatcm?2023
Comment:

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/136-chromeatcm2023-
UTIAZWNwAZzJIX DgNg.pdf

Origina File Name: CARB CrVI ATCM Letter Enc 2-10-23 web.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-04-11 16:54.08

No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-1.

First Name: James

Last Name: Goehring

Email Address: jrgjrgus@outlook.com
Affiliation: Manager

Subject: Proposed ATCM amendments
Comment:

During the public hearing in January CARB heard from many smart
peopl e who have worked with and around Cr6 for decades with no
problem | inplore the Board to listen to their voices and nake
use of their expertise. The risk is nmanageable and as a regul atory
agency that is CARB s job;

to manage and not propose bans for political purposes. Please do
what's best for the majority of Californian's and not what woul d
benefit only the wishes of a small special interest group. Please
reject the proposed regul ations.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-04-11 17:19:24

No Duplicates.



Comment 1 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-2.

First Name: Ted

Last Name: Ventresca

Email Address; tventresca@chemeon.com

Affiliation. CHEMEON Surface Technology / MFACA

Subject: Amendment to ATCM
Comment:

By Ted Ventrescsa President/COO CHEMEON Surface Technol ogy

Due to tinme limtation for in person conments at the January 27th
neeting, CHEMEON representative, M. Frank Aguilar was unable to
present the followi ng on behal f of CHEMEON

CHEMEON i s a proud nenber of the Metal Finishing Association of
California and is regarded as a global expert in the alternative
chemistries used to repl ace hexaval ent chrone as a conversion
coating on light netals and as a replacenent for sodi um

di chromate/ dilute chrone as an anodic seal. Qur conpany mnission and
vision align with the CARB goal to reduce and ultinately renove the
known carci nogen, hexaval ent chrone.

Over the past year, we have foll owed the Proposed Anendrments to the
ATCM by CARB. W agree with the Metal Finishing Association that

t he recomendati ons and proposals put forth by CARB will have a
severe inpact on the metal finishing industry, the conmuniti es,
peopl e, and busi nesses of the state who rely on the essential work
bei ng done by the netal finishing industry, and unfortunately, it
woul d not achi eve your adnirable goal regarding the reduction and
ultimate renmoval of hexaval ent chrone.

To truly rid California, the U S., and the world of continued use
of hexaval ent chrome, the root cause of usage nust first be
addressed. And, to be clear, the Metal Finishing Industry of
California is not the root cause.

The root cause of the continued use of hexaval ent chrone for

pl ati ng, finishing, conversion coating, and anodic seals is a
direct result of |egacy specifications that, for over 70 years,
have required the use of hexaval ent chrone by the manufacturers of
t hese parts and products, including many of those used by the U. S
mlitary and the Department of Defense.

Until specifications allow for safer alternatives or renove
hexaval ent chrone fromthe specification conpletely, the chem stry
will still be used.

Wy have sone OEMs been sl ower to change specifications that stil
require the use of hex chrome on certain netal parts? Possibly due
to their internal |egacy systens and -- in sone cases -- |egacy



safety standards that nay need extensive new testing and validation
to deviate or change fromlegacy chem stry. Certainly, the state
and federal governments understand the tine involved in changing,
nodi fyi ng, or noving away from | egacy or outdated procedures.

When CARB and ot her state and federal agenci es address the root
cause of the issue, change becones possible, and sol utions becone
cl ear.

In recent years, the DoD and the autonotive industry have nade
great strides in the elimnation of hexaval ent chrone use at
mlitary bases, depots, and commercial vehicle production. W know
this firsthand because CHEMEON products have provi ded sone of the
safer alternative solutions. Through collaboration with OEMs Prine
Contractors -- and the DOD directly -- we have identified and

devel oped nilitary-specified alternative chemi cals and process
solutions to | egacy hex chrome specifications. Hex chrome usage has
been significantly reduced by the DoD.

How can CARB address the root cause of hexaval ent chrone w t hout
the harmto the state econony and Metal Finishing Industry of
Cal i fornia?

We ask you to consider the following steps for CARB to inplenent in
an effort to truly help end the use of hex chrome for California
and the worl d:

1. In the next six nonths, CARB and SCQAMD researchers wll work
with industry and nmetal finishers to identify all part
specifications or industry coating standards that still call for
t he use of hexaval ent chrone.

2. Take that information and begin collaborative work between the
CEM and Prinme Contractors, safe chem cal solution providers, and
netal finishing and process shops in a unified effort to test,
val i date, and anmend the specifications or to allow process shops in
California and across the U. S the ability for a "deviation" from
the hex chrome specification to alternate safe chem stries |ike
CHEMEON and other Tier 1 chenical manufacturers have created and
are avail able right now

3. CARB and SCQAMD may consider routing the funds slotted to
enforce your proposed updates to the ATCMinstead to support and
i ncentivize collaborations between industry, safer chem ca

manuf acturers, and process facilities to accelerate their work to
identify, test, and inplenment existing alternatives to hexaval ent
chrone.

4. Wrk with the U.S. EPA and other federal agencies to require the
elimnation of hexaval ent chromium at the root cause: the

manuf acturers who continue to require that this product be used
instead of the alternatives that are already on the market.

This approach will not only save jobs, but it will ultimtely save
lives and the California econony.

Pl ease consi der CHEMEON a resource in hel ping you i npl ement
positive chem cal and busi ness sol utions that protect the
environnent, conmunities, and jobs related to the Metal Finishing
I ndustry of California and beyond.

Thank you.



Ted Ventresca

Pr esi dent/ COO

CHEMEON Sur face Technol ogy
Chemreon. coni et cp

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/138-chromeatcm2023-
AGMAbgBkBDpSMV c4.pdf

Original File Name: CHEMEON Public CARB Comment May 2023.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-04-26 20:03:02
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Comment 2 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-2.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Source Test Average for Hard Chrome Platers
Comment:

The revi sed data posted on 4-26-23 refer to an average source test
val ue for hard chrome platers of 5.88E-04. The footnote 3 in table
1 points the reader to the source of that nunber which is Table 2.
Table 2 contains a |line |abeled Hard with Add-On that shows seven
val ues whi ch do conputationally average 5.88E-04. How did CARB

sel ect those seven val ues as representative sanples for the hard
chrome popul ation? | amparticularly curious how the values 0.001
and 0.0013 were selected as they do not appear to be consistent

wi th values that would be the result of HEPA Control System source
tests. If they were not from HEPA control systenms, can CARB why

t hey have chosen to create an average froma sanple in which 28% of
hard chrome platers do not have HEPA controls. Is that
representational. Wiy didn't CARB sinply use actual source test
values fromall the facilities? Does CARB have source test data
fromall the facilities for which this rule is being proposed? If
not, why not? Has CARB asked the air districts for the data
necessary for this rule? Did the air districts conply with CARB' s
requests? Has CARB chosen to omit sone source test data which it
has in its' possession fromthe average? If CARB has onmtted data
fromany particular facility fromthe average, why? Since a key

el ement of this rule making is the analysis of BACT, how did CARB
reach a concl usi on about BACT efficiency? Dos CARB understand the
efficiency of HEPA' s? Cearly they have had sone difficulty in
appl yi ng and conmuni cating the efficiency in this proposed rule.
CARB st aff proposes a ban, purportedly because em ssions are too
hi gh even with BACT, so they should have done sone studyi ng of BACT
ef ficiency. Observation of the em ssions inventory and the changes
to the emi ssions data to this point suggest that CARB staff did not
understand BACT efficiency to this point in the process. Wat is
the rationale for a ban in |ight of the HEPA efficiencies of each
of the HEPA controlled facilities in California? | subnitted ny
HEPA source test result to CARB at CARB' s request prior to the rule
proposal . CARB has not used ny source test result to show the
efficiency of ny facility. Rather, it has used the nuch higher
"average" that it has arbitrarily conputed. CARB did not use ny
source test data to conpute the average. My data has been ignored.
My data woul d have reduced the average. My system was source tested
in 2019. What was the time period of the source tests CARB used in
the average they show here? My systemtested at 0.000023. The
average that CARB has used and applied to nme and all the other hard
chrone facilities in this inventory is 25 TIMES H GHER t han ny
actual test. Qoviously, inclusion of nmy data woul d have affected

t hat average. So, what was the logic that CARB used to excl ude ny



data? Did the |ogic used have anything to do with CARB s objectives
for this rule nmaking?

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-04-26 22:14:47

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-2.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Environmental Analysis needs to be changed
Comment:

In the Environnmental Analysis section of the docunents rel eased

| ast night, CARB staff states, DI RECT QUOTE "Since these val ues
were not used in the evaluation of environnental inpacts in the
Draft EA, staff has determined that these changes would not require
new or nodified conpliance responses and would not result in any
new reasonably foreseeabl e significant environnental inpacts or
substantially increase the severity of an already identified
environnental inpact in he Draft EA. "

Ww, we are tal king about CARB's estinate of ACTUAL emi ssion

| evel s. Not baseline emssion |levels, not pernmitted emni ssion

| evel s, we are tal king about CARB' s estimate of ACTUAL emi ssion
| evel s so keep that in mind and re-read the quote above.

CARB is saying that they don't need to change the environnental
anal ysis due to a change in ACTUAL eni ssions "since these val ues
were not used in the evaluation of environnental inpacts in the
Draft EA." in the first place!

Did you know that the State can ignore actual current environnental
condi ti ons when preparing an Environmental Analysis? | didn't. But
CARB adnmits here that they paid no attention to ACTUAL em ssions
when they prepared the Draft Environmental Analysis so they don't
have to react when the estimate of ACTUAL em ssions changes (in
this case by 50%!

Does CARB think this is |egal?
Do any other attorneys out there think this is legal?

Every day of ny life | learn sonething new | am/learning so nuch
about environnmentalism

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-04-27 14:21:00

No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-2.

First Name: Jim
Last Name: Meyer
Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com

Affiliation:

Subject: Source Test Data Submitted

Comment:

For the record - | submitted source test information for Aviation
Repair Sol utions, Inc. to Eugene Rubin on Novenber 11, 2021 via
emai | . The data is not shown on either Table 1 next to nmy facility

(or any other) and it is not shown on Table 2.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-04-28 14:15:11

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-2.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Edit of previous questions to CARB re amended source test average
Comment:

Because we have observed sone slippery behavior from CARB during
this rule making I want to edit ny earlier comment in this 15-2
conment period to make clear that | am asking a question which
expect CARB to answer. In nmy haste, | onitted sone question marks
and a key word.

So, when | said this..

"I'f they were not from HEPA control systens, can CARB why

t hey have chosen to create an average froma sanple in which 28%
of

hard chrome platers do not have HEPA controls. Is that
representational ."

I meant this..

"If they were not from HEPA control systens, can CARB expl ain why
t hey have chosen to create an average froma sanple in which 28%
of

hard chrome platers do not have HEPA control s? Is that
representational ? Pl ease explain and show your work."

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-04-29 16:19:53

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-2.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Fugitive Emissions Cancer Risk Estimate
Comment:

A key accusation nade by CARB against the netal finishing industry
is that fugitive enissions may be equally or even nore dangerous to
the public than stack emi ssions. | have previously comented on the
fiction that cancer risk fromstack em ssions equals 213 in a
mllion fromlarge chrone plating facilities. Now, it is time to
examne the fiction that fugitive em ssion cancer risks can range
to 1,000 chances in a nmillion

The section quoted below is taken directly from Pages F-49 and F-50
of CARB's posted naterial s.

BEG NNI NG OF QUOTE

"Based on the assunptions and nodel setup described above, staff
esti mated potential cancer risks ranging fromone chance per
mllion to greater than 1,000 chances per mllion

4. Concl usion

Staff recognizes that this is a high-level directional analysis and
is not intended to definitively estinmate fugitive em ssions rates
fromspecific chrome plating facilities. Neverthel ess, the
assunptions nade are reasonable and this analysis provides

i nformati on regardi ng what the potential cancer risks fromfugitive
em ssions mght be. Based on these results, it is reasonable to
concl ude that fugitive em ssions of hexaval ent chrom um from chromne
plating facilities are likely to contribute to cancer risks in
conmuni ties surrounding such facilities."

END OF QUOTE

The quote specifically states that "The assunptions nade are
reasonabl e". You can be the judge. The entire nodel is described on
pages F-45 to F-51

As you can see in the first sentence, CARB is describing the cancer
ri sk nodel and the data they used to generate their estimate. It is
a conpl ex nodel, and they describe it over several pages. As with
all nodels, it is sensitive to the assunptions nade and it is
particularly sensitive to the initial data inputs. In this case,
CARB does not distinguish thenselves. They first attenpt to answer
t he question "how rmuch hex chronme is enitted froman uncontrolled
tank?" Surprisingly, CARB does not quote any el ectrochem ca

science to answer this question. There is no reference to any

sci ence that shows what ampunt of hex chrome woul d be di spersed
during a plating operation. Are we to believe that in 100 years of
chrone plating, no scientist or chem cal engineer has ever
docunented (or conputed) the anpunt of hex chrome m st that cones
fromuncontrolled tanks? Are we also to believe CARB and/or AQWD in
over 30 years of regulating chrome plating tanks have never done
any math to conpute hex chrone em ssions fromuncontrolled tanks?



CARB shoul d answer these questions because wi thout answers a
reasonabl e person coul d conclude that established scientific facts
did not support CARB' s pre-ordai ned concl usions and had to be

di sm ssed

So, in the absence of science fact, here is the nethod they used to
deduce that uncontrolled tanks produce 1 ng per anp hour of hex
chrone em ssions. They assuned that em ssions are a function of two
variables: 1) The arbitrary rule limt for fune
suppressant-control |l ed tanks, and 2) The top-end of the

manuf acturers stated control efficiency of fune suppressants. Both
vari abl es happen to equal 0.1. So, dividing one into the other CARB
assesses that the physical chem cal electroplating process produces
1 ng per anp hour (0.1 / 0.1 = 1.0). There it is, feed it into the
cancer risk nodel. Sonme of you are getting the drift here. You can
already see that if there was any actual enission science behind
the suppressant rule limt of 0.1, CARB could (or would, or should)
have used it. You night also question how they decided to use 99%
efficiency as their fune suppressant val ue when they coul d have
used 95% The answer to that is sinple, the 99% assunption drives a
hi gher risk value and supports the desired answer to this "study".
But wait, perhaps | amtoo hasty in attributing to nalice that

whi ch can be explained in other ways, it is possible that a sumer
intern perforned this analysis and that perhaps the deficiency is a
sinmple lack of quality assurance, audit function, and managemnent

oversight. | can't say.
Since | believe there are certain science facts relating to
physi cal processes in nature, | don't buy into using the equation

on page F-46 (and shown below) as the basis for the starting point
to estimate fugitives. Neither should you.

"Uncontroll ed tank em ssions = 0.01 (ng / anp hr) / (1-0.99)" =1
ng per anp hr

But let's give the intern the benefit of the doubt because maybe he
only had a couple of hours to produce sone data to back up the
concl usi ons about fugitives that he was told to create.

QUESTI ON FOR CARB - WHAT | S THE HEX CHROVE EM SSI ON RATE FROM
UNCONTROLLED TANKS? You have been regul ating these tanks for
decades. Please cite scientific papers or AQWD studies to answer.
Wait, there is another troubling aspect to this. Because once we
cal cul ate uncontrol l ed tank em ssions, we nust figure out what
percent of the emi ssions get past the control systens. CARB was
able to locate a US EPA manual about hoods from 1986. They wi ped
the dust fromit, sneezed a couple of tines, and ignored the fact
that it pre-dated even their first chrome ATCM back in 1988. Now,
36 years later, they chose to construct an estinmate of hood capture
efficiency by examining it. The book said capture efficiency ranged
from50%to 100% Yes, that is a wide range. Yes, that range

i ncl udes 100% - even in 1986. But the intern, or whoever wote this
section, or whoever reviewed the work, makes the follow ng

st at ement.

QUOTI NG

"The plating industry uses a different style of hood, but |acking
better information about its performance, staff chose to evaluate
fugitive em ssions using a range of capture efficiency from 85
percent to 95 percent."

END QUOTE

Are you kidding ne? |s CARB so unaware that the source tests that
the air districts require, and that we pay $20,000 to execute, have
rul es about hood capture efficiency? Really? Is CARB aware t hat
this very proposed rule | am comenting on, requires 100% hood
capture efficiency by virtue of CARB finally adopting AQVWD Rul e
1469? Hey CARB, this is howit works. The air districts review and
approve our test protocols prior to the test. Then they nonitor the



test while it is performed. During the test, they observe the sl ot
velocities, and we record them W nust performvideo taped snmoke
tests as confirmation that they capture 100% Only then, once 100%
capture is assured, the HEPA source test is conducted. Follow ng
that, for the next few years until the next source test is
performed, we are required to maintain the mninmumslot velocities
and perform ongoing video taped snbke tests to assure that we are
al ways achi eving a 100% capture rate. W nust keep ongoi ng records
of all this. Inspectors conme and review our records and the snoke
test videos.

The 1,000 chances in a mllion-cancer risk assertion fromfugitive
em ssions is garbage. It is garbage because the two input variables
to your cancer risk nodel are shown to be garbage.

Here is my question for CARB - Is this a case of sinple ignorance
by CARB? Maybe combined with a | ack of nanagenment oversight, poor
qual ity assurance, maybe no audit function? O is it malicious?

I know it will be tenpting for you to sinply declare that this
coment is out-of-bounds. That it is not relevant to the fact that
you sinply changed the deci mal point on your conputed average of a
few source tests. But here is the situation. W are tal ki ng about
truth and the lack of truth and where CARB stands with respect to
the truth about emi ssions. CARB wants to portray itself as the
premier air pollution regulator in the world. To be the | eader you
nmust have credibility. To have credibility, you rmust enbrace truth.
At this point, it is obvious, South Coast AQWD is the world's
premer air regulator. |If you do not enbrace the truth, you wll
lose credibility in your other work, which, as | understand it,

i nvol ves saving the worl d.

Pl ease note also, that on April 14, 2023, two weeks prior to CARB
rel ease of the corrected source test nunbers on April 27, | alerted
Steven Ciff, PhD and Edie Chang to this issue in advance with a
heads-up as fol | ows:

BEG N QUOTE

"SC AQWD Rul e 1469 requires ongoi ng snmoke test validation and
periodic nmonitoring of slot velocities to assure the push/pulls are
capturing 100% W validate this in our source tests. Despite that,
the CARB estimate is sonmewhere between 85% and 95% according to
your text and the footnoted source is a tech nanual from 1986.

The assunption and nath that was used to get to the 1 ng / anmp hour
tank rate is suspect since the rule lint used to start that
equation is arbitrary to start with."

END QUOTE

By all appearances, CARB has chosen not to correct the record
regarding the critical elenent of fugitive enissions.
Attachment:
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Comment 7 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-2.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: The "Do Nothing" Alternative
Comment:

The result of the State's business case for this rule proposal is
found in the SRIA on page SRIA 2. It shows that rule inplenentation
wi Il achieve a cunul ative benefit of 132 pounds of potentia

em ssi ons over the next 20 years. The backup year by year savings
that drive this nunber are found in Table 2.3 on page SRI A 23. You

will need to total the values across the rows of Table 2.3 and
multiply by the years represented and add themat the bottom |f
you do that math, you will be rewarded. The nunbers will add up and

support CARB's assertion of a 132 pound reduction in potentia
chrone eni ssions over the next 20 years. It is inportant to note
that the baseline CARB uses to support this calculation is set at
10. 15 pounds per year.

CARB' s re-conputation of the actual em ssions by chrome platers was
recently made available on April 26. It tells us in Table VI.1 on
page 21 of the 15 day 2nd rel ease that actual industry em ssions
fromall sources are 1.05 pounds per year (see the |ower right
corner of the table). If we ook to the left by two colums on the
same table we can see that CARB is still using the 10.15 pound
annual baseline. If the baseline is 10.15 and the actual em ssion
is 1.05, then the difference between these values is 9.1 pounds.
So, we are getting 9.1 pounds of chrone reduction per year already.
If we extend our current savings for the next 20 years, we wll
achi eve 182 pounds of benefit.

It is possible to put this on a table for easier understanding..

ATCM
Do Not hi ng
Reduced Potential Hex Chrone 132 | bs. 182
| bs.
Cost to the California Econony $ 688 MIlion $
0

CARB data and | ogic support the case that doi ng absol utely nothing
is preferable to the proposed ATCMwith a ban

Thi s anal ysis was enabled by the flawed assunptions and faulty
logic that CARB (with cooperation fromthe California Departnent of
Fi nance) has enpl oyed regularly throughout this rul emaking. It
shoul d be apparent to the reader that CARB s estimate of actua

i ndustry em ssions proves a ban is not necessary.
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Comment 8 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-2.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Source Test Averages not used in Baseline?
Comment:

SRIA 1.6, pages 14-16 describe the construction of CARB' s baseline
for this rule. CARB has stated that the annual baseline is 10.15
pounds per year. On page SRIA 15, the |ast sentence of the third
par agraph states, and | quote:

"Consi deri ng BASELI NE EM SSI ONS CALCULATI ONS WERE BASED ON SOURCE
TESTI NG | NFORVATION i n 2019 or earlier, outside of the pandemc
timeframe, staff estimates that emissions will remain the same in
future years in the baseline scenario”.

Again, the SRIA states that the "BASELI NE EM SSI ONS CALCULATI ONS
WERE BASED ON SOURCE TESTI NG | NFORMATI ON'.

But this is not true.

As clearly shown on the third version of the still incorrect Table
1, the conputation of the baseline in Columm 6 is:

"(permtted annual throughput) X (2007 em ssion factor) =
(Potential to emt) = 10.15 pounds"”

Do you see any reference to source test information in that
formula? | do not.

Because of this explicit statement "BASELI NE EM SSI ONS CALCULATI ONS
WERE BASED ON SOURCE TESTI NG | NFORMATI ON', Al ong with our
reasonabl e expectation that computation of a baseline should

i ncorporate consideration of actual conditions, the netal finishing
conmunity had an expectation that the third correction of Table 1
woul d i ncorporate a conprehensive review of the entire data set and
t he conputations and assunptions used within it. W expected
two-way conmuni cation froma staff concerned about accuracy and
truth, but communication was not forthcoming. Staff chose to nodify
only a single value which they have | abeled as the "average" hard
chrome source test result. The nodified val ue did have cascadi ng

ef fects, and did change cal cul ated total annual enissions, but the

aggregat e actual em ssion sum (1.05 pounds) is still incorrect and
overstated. It is incorrect due to errors of omission, errors of
assunptions, and logic errors which still exist in the table(s)

(i nclusive of Table 2).

Wy is CARB playing this game wherein they do not engage in
di al ogue with industry on this rule? Wiy are our witten inputs,



provided in these public (and many non-public emails) being
i gnor ed?

Is CARB staff under direction to not work with industry on this
rul e?

Wiy does CARB state that the baseline is conputed based on source
tests, when it clearly is not? Wiy does the baseline exceed actua
em ssions by a factor of 10X?

Has CARB notified the California Departnent of Finance that the
data used to construct the SRI A baseline is not based on actual or
source tested em ssions?

Has the decision to ban chrone plating in California already been
nmade? Were the SRIA, | SOR emissions inventory, health risk
assessment generated to docunent, after the fact, a decision

al ready nmade by the legislature? O CARB? O the governor?

Is there an audit function within the State of California which
revi ews agency procedure, practice, and engagenent with the
public?

Is science in California a political process?

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-05-07 07:57:49
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Comment 9 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-2.

First Name: Art

Last Name: Holman

Email Address: art@shermsplating.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Emission errors
Comment:

I have been in the plating industry for many years and what is
being done to this industry is nothing short of crimnal, | don't
have the ability to check data points on eni ssions as CARB or even
claimto have the time to cal cul ate such emission values if that

i nfornati on was provi ded. However, CARB has not provided accurate
data to stakehol ders on enissions or even the current nunber of
facilities in operation.

Thi s proposed ban is being based of f 2019 pre pandeni c data at
best, which leads to the question as to why we are not using
current em ssion data for accuracy when all of that information is
readi ly avail abl e? Every year we nust submit anp/hr. usage to our

| ocal air resources boards all across the state. How hard can it be
for CARB to have the |l ocal agencies send current year end reports
for 2022 to obtain accurate em ssion data?

| have briefly reviewed just local data provided by CARB staff in
the San Joaquin Valley APCD and the Permitted Annual Throughput
Amp/ Hrs. reported colum is flawed by a huge nunber. Two facilities
that were permitted for a total of 10,500, 000-anmp hrs. in 2019 are
not even in business now That is two facilities out of the six
that have closed and it took about an hour of my time to confirm
Anot her data point that junps out is one decorative facility
permtted for 41,328,000 anp-hrs. and have throughput of that exact
amount? And this is not the only exanple as there are eight
facilities by CARB's nunbers that are running at nmaxi num al | owabl e
permtted nunbers in the decorative colums al one.

My experience in this industry of over 4 decades tells nme this is
highly unlikely; it is nore likely that staff didn't have

t hr oughput em ssion nunbers and plugged in nmaxi mum al | owabl e to
conplete the chart. This causes incorrect data points and el evates
em ssi on val ues across the decorative side of the industry.

| can only surmse that if these emi ssion values are used in the
decorative side, then what kind of errors are being nmade in the
hard chrome and anodi zi ng eni ssion charts? As stakehol ders how do
we know that the input data is correct? CARB staff don't seemto
have to check their work for accuracy as we do as stakeholders. If
we supply incorrect data to a regul atory agency, we are held
accountabl e or fined even for a mathematical m stake.

It has becone obvious that the goal is to push this rule through at
all costs as soon as possible even if the facts don't support
CARB' s claimthat the chrome finishing industry is a major
contributor of hexaval ent chrone emi ssions in the state.

Ti me has cone to pause this draconian rule and reeval uate the

em ssion data with accuracy and integrity before noving forward



wi th any proposed new regul ations, let alone a ban date that wll
severely harmthe finishing industry here in California while

provi di ng no neani ngful reduction of hexaval ent chrone em ssions in
the state.

Si ncerely,

Art Hol man
Sherm s Custom Pl ati ng
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Comment 10 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-2.

First Name: Bobbi

Last Name: Burns

Email Address: bobbiburns@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation: MFANC

Subject: Data still inaccurate
Comment:

The second 15 day conment period allows coment on the mnor

deci mal correction of the Hard Chrone but the I SOR and the SRIA is
still WRONG. Many of us in the netal finishing industry have
guesti oned the data fromthe begi nning. CARB has had access to data
fromthe air districts and yet when | | ook at the emi ssions
inventory | amconfused. It seens |like CARB is nissing a | ot of
data so they are naking up some generic cal cul ations, using
permtted anp/ hrs as the reported throughput and a generic

emi ssions calculation just to fill a blank space. Howis CARB still
noving forward with a vote to BAN without accurate nunbers? It
appears that CARB has had an agenda to BAN the Hex Chronme fromthe
begi nning and then find ways to justify it. CARB is not worKking
with the Industry. The ATCM has reduced enissions over the |ast
decades and can continue to do nore with an enission based rule. |
urge CARB Staff and CARB Board to re-evaluate and correct the data
bef ore thousands of good jobs and businesses are lost in
California.
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Comment 11 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-2.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: No Safe Level
Comment:

According to the Wrld Health Organi zation (WHO), there is no safe
| evel of al cohol consumption for humans. It is a class 1 carcinogen
and contributes to seven different cancers.

See:

https://ww. who. i nt/europe/ news/item 04-01-2023-no-1| evel - of -al cohol -
consunption-is-safe-for-our-

heal t h#: ~: t ext =The%20r i sks¥20and%20har ms%20associ at ed, t hat ¥20does%20not %20af f e
ct %20heal t h.

Yet, California actively pronotes al coholic beverages (w ne)

produced in the State and the governor of California owns a w nery.

The CARB hypocrisy about having to ban chrome platers because there
is no known safe | evel of hexavalent chromumis very hard to

swal low in this context. Apparently, someone in California

gover nment does have the authority to override governnenta

agencies when it comes to the "no safe linmt" argunent.

| always filter ny wine through a HEPA system

Have a ni ce day.
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Comment 12 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-2.

First Name: Charles

Last Name: Pomeroy

Email Address: cpomeroy @stilespomeroy.com
Affiliation: MFACA

Subject: Letter to CARB Re Chrome Platers Proposed ATCM (Second Notice) w Attachments
Comment:

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/151-chromeatcm2023-
WnFQaV EiUW4EY mOd.paf

Origina File Name: (23.5.10) Letter to CARB Re Chrome Platers Proposed ATCM (Second
Notice) w Att..pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-05-10 12:08:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-2.

First Name: Tracey

Last Name: Coss

Email Address: traceycoss@scpci.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Second 15-Day Notice
Comment:

CARB has only addressed the decimal placenment error for Hard Chrone
in this second 15-day conment period. The em ssion nunbers after

t he deci mal place correction are STILL WRONG. Modi fications and
addi ti onal environmental analysis are necessary and required. CARB
is proposing to ban a chemi stry/process w thout good data or rea
evi dence of enission problens. The enissions data remain flawed,

i naccurate, and inconsistent in the record as originally presented,
inthe first 15-day Notice of proposed changes, and in this second
15-day Notice of proposed changes. Wthout correct information, the
concl usi ons drawn by CARB are based on flawed assunptions, which
will potentially lead to | egal challenges.
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Comment 14 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-2.

First Name: Jerry

Last Name: Desmond

Email Address: jerry@desmondlobbyfirm.com
Affiliation: MFANC-MFASC-NASF

Subject: Public Comments
Comment:

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/153-chromeatcm2023-
Vj5QNFYxUWY KUMOD.pdf

Origina File Name: CARB CrVI ATCM Letter 5-10-23.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-05-10 16:47:00
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Comment 15 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-2.

First Name: James

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Marginal Benefit of aban
Comment:

Consi der the marginal benefit to the public of including the
future-dated 2039 ban in the rule. Especially consider that the ban
is subject to "technol ogy reviews" which will require CARB staff
and industry to come to agreenent about factual truths. The ban is
15 years away. There is no inm nent benefit, only the cost of

i ndustry leaving the state and costing jobs in the comunities the
board believes they are protecting. CARB staff and industry do not
agree today that the emi ssions inventory presented by CARB is
factual. The source test average for hard chrone platers, in
reality, is not the 0.000588 ng per anp-hour that CARB has
presented. This is a fact that the board can verify prior to a
vote. The board should insist that CARB staff provide themthe
source test data for all facilities for verification. The board has
a duty to base decisions on facts. If decisions are not based on
verifiable truth, of what value is a technology review? It serves
no purpose except to appear to nmitigate the inpact of a ban which
has a political motivation rather than a factual notivation. A ban
does not spur investnent by small plating firms to invent the

repl acenent for hexaval ent chrone. Each board menmber mnust decide
where her noral axis is with respect to truth. Choose truth. Wy is
there a need for CARB to present untruthful and m sl eading data to
the public in order to enact this rule? Are you a part of it? Wy
are you on the CARB board? Are you a tool of a political patron or
an i ndependent thinker?
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Comment 16 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-2.

First Name: Sylvia

Last Name: Rodriguez

Email Address: sylvia.rodriguez@amexplating.com
Affiliation: MFANC

Subject: Comments to Second Notice
Comment:

Comments are in the file.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/444-chromeatcm2023-
VGZWYwMyVZEEM1RI.pdf

Original File Name: 230511 CARB -Via el ectronic submission.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-05-11 21:24.48

No Duplicates.



Comment 1 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-3.

First Name: CARMEN

Last Name: CAMPBELL

Email Address: lab@anaplexcorp.com
Affiliation:

Subject: NEW AMMENDEND HEX CHROME RULE
Comment:

To whomit nay concern

As a minority part owner of a netal finishing conpany; | appreciate
the community concerns regarding toxics that affect our

environnent. But to be fair the community is the one who works for
facilities like nmetal finishers and sone for over 20 years wi thout
any nedical concerns related to exposure. |Is unfortunate that the

| ack of industry science data know edge hasn't been taken into
consideration in regard to the true inpact the aerospace

manuf acturing industry has in the state of California. The industry
from 2017- present has gone thru many changes that have nodified the
way the industry operates in favor of inproving our environment air
quality. Many have invested hundreds of thousands of dollars in
Best Avail abl e Equi pnent to inprove the environnent. As sone of the
Board nmenbers questioned, why if there are bigger fish in the pond
contributing higher |evels of toxics why are we targeting the | east
contributor? In addition, rules are created to regul ate and nonitor
not meant to band business w thout taken into consideration the
lack of alternatives to sone. Is like COVID, it was new, nearly
took out a governnent, did take out businesses but later with
research and experinments were able to find ways to deal with a
KILLER VI RUS. Thank you for your time and consideration. WE NEED
COVMON SENSE RULES.
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Comment 2 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-3.

First Name: Jerry

Last Name: Desmond

Email Address: jerry@desmondlobbyfirm.com
Affiliation: Metal Finishing Association of CA

Subject: Comments on Third Notice of Availability of Modified Text
Comment:

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/453-chromeatcm2023-
VjVTNABzBTQBWFAz.pdf

Origina File Name: CARB CrVI ATCM Letter 10-20-23.pdf
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Comment 3 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-3.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation: Aviation Repair Solutions, Inc

Subject: CARB eliminates BACT option without analysis of BACT
Comment:

This conmment pertains to the revision of paragraph one of section
93102.4 to elimnate the phrase "except for those facilities that
only operate enclosed hexaval ent chrom um plating tank" (sic). Wth
this change, the rule rejects the final candidate for BACT even

t hough no anal ysis was done or shown to the public to support the
deci si on.

The California Air Resources Board (CARB) is required to followthe
California Health and Safety Code. This is what the health and
safety code has to say about CARB's authority to regulate. CARB is
t o:

"reduce em ssions to the | owest |evel achievable through
application of best available control technology or a nore
effective control nethod, unless the state board or a district
board determni nes, based on an assessnent of risk, that an
alternative | evel of em ssion reduction is adequate or necessary to
prevent an endangerment of public health"

CARB has not proposed a nore effective control method in this
regul ati on. CARB has proposed a ban. Labelled a "phaseout”, it is
an elimnation of the industry. It is a ban. A ban is not a control
net hod. A phase out is not a control nmethod. CARB did not analyze
exi sting or potential BACT. CARB did not propose a BACT. The

el i mnation of encl osed hexaval ent control tanks as a conpliance
option is the last straw. Encl osed hexaval ent chronme plating tanks
were potentially a BACT. But now, with their elimnation, wthout
anal ysis, CARB will be conpletely in violation of the California
Heal th and Safety Code.

A careful reading of the health and safety passage above reveal s
the | aw does offer CARB the option of perfornming a risk assessnent
to establish the necessity of an alternative to BACT, but CARB did
not performa conpliant risk analysis. To assess and conpare risks
in a conpliant fashion, CARB would have had to anal yze BACT and
BACT alternatives. CARB woul d have had to sel ect one of those
alternatives and then analyze the incremental risk that alternative
woul d have created. CARB did not do that. CARB created a risk

anal ysis that was based on an arbitrary emissions linmt that CARB
set. That emissions linit was one half the previous linmt. There is
no presentation of any analysis or conclusion explaining why
exactly one half the previous em ssion linmt was chosen. There is
no anal ysis explaining why zero, a ban, is a necessity considering



the em ssion levels that currently avail able BACT options present.
The tabl e bel ow points this out.

Emi ssi on
Level Comment
2007 ATCM Limt 0. 0015000 This is the
existing rule
2023 ATCM Limt (This Rule) 0. 0007500 This is CARBs
proposed limt
Hard HEPA (Av Repair Sol) 0. 000023032 times BELOWthis

ATCM proposed limt
Hard with Covers (Merlin Tanks) 0.0000041 183 tines BELOWthis
ATCM proposed limt

The Aviation Repair Solutions, Inc. source test shown in the table
was a "Non-Detect" for hex chronme. It reflects the emission rate at
the detection linmit under a very heavy plating anmp hour |oad. It
was a zero em ssion which only shows as a non-zero em ssion rate
because of CARB rul es about detection linmts. The emi ssion rate
shown in the table for enclosed hooded tanks is even |ower and was
also very likely a non-detect for hex chrone. CARB failed to

eval uate these two zero enission control technol ogi es (HEPA and
Encl osed Tanks) as BACT.

CARB does not reveal any discussion of BACT in the rule nmaking
record as is required by law. There is no identification of a BACT
There is no analysis of any BACT em ssion rate or of any candi date
BACT emi ssion rates. The enission inventory shows em ssion rates by
type of enmitter and in sone cases averages them but it does not
show a rate for candi date BACTs. (But since the enclosed tank -
Merlin statistic is alone on the table, we can see its' rate). For
hard chrome, CARB appears to have taken an average of all hard
chrone tests (0.0005588). But, since that is an average of tests
applying to a set of different control technologies, it is invalid
to have been used in replacenent for the | egal BACT requirenent.

The Health Ri sk Assessnent (Appendix F) did not analyze risk
relative to any BACT. Rather, it analyzed the risk associated with
the conpletely arbitrary 0.00075 proposed enission limt. An
emission linmt is not a BACT. Analyzing the risk of alimt is not
the sane as analyzing the risk of a control technology. The
proposed rule materials provide no analysis or supporting rationale
why the halving of the current linit to 0.00075 is or is not
related to any BACT or to any particular |level of public health. It
is just a nunber that is half the previous nunmber. One wonders why
CARB took 2 or 3 years to produce the rule. We can see fromthe
t abl e above that had CARB sel ected a BACT for analysis (either HEPA
or Merlin tank) they could have perforned the risk assessnent with
val ues of 0.000023 or 0.0000041 but they did not. CARB provided no
rati onal e why they perfornmed a risk analysis that assuned em ssion
| evel s woul d be 0.00075 when we can clearly see that much | ower
em ssion rates are possible with current BACT alternatives. CARB
used a value for the risk analysis that is 32 to 183 ti nes higher
than what these two potential BACTs can achieve. They created a
strawman. They created a strawran nunber that, when anal yzed as a
risk proxy would fail and show potential harmto the public. The
tabl es CARB constructed to show potential enission risks are not
constructed with BACT, they are constructed with the strawran
em ssion level. 213 in a nmllion, communicated by CARB staff to the
board, to the nedia, and to the public is a fal se risk.

The em ssion nodel (s) in Appendi x F use the strawran em ssi on
| evel, they do not use BACT. As shown by the table above, the BACT



from encl osed hexaval ent chrone plating tanks is 183 tinmes better
than CARB' S "PI DOVA" nunber. CARB's allegation about 213 in a
mllion cancer risks fromlarge facilities are not based on the
HEPA systens those facilities are already required to use and are
in use, rather they are based on the fal se strawran. How cyni cal
how deceptive, how m sleading to the public is this? How damagi ng
is this to the regulated industry? An industry which has spent
mllions of dollars buying the BACT devices that this governnenta
agency did not even anal yze before declaring theminsufficient.

CARB (in this rule) and the SC AQWD (currently) require facilities
to conduct source tests of HEPA systens (BACT). The test results
nmust be subnmitted to the regulator (air district) for regulatory
review. South Coast facilities have done this for nore than a
decade. So, there is a rich set of data from which CARB coul d have
conducted the legally required anal ysis of BACT. That data exists
at SC AQWD (at least) and likely at several other regulators as
well. CARB did not review or analyze that data. CARB proves this in
the FSOR CARB adnmits asking for the air districts to provide data
and explains that data was not provided by the districts. Industry
was not notified of this but industry is paying the price for the
governnental dysfunction. The fact that one or two districts may
have failed to be in on the conspiracy and a few results were
provided (fourteen out of 110 facilities) adds a little color to
the story but it is still a story of inconpetence at best and

mal evol ence at worst. There is no BACT anal ysis because of

gover nrent al dysfunction

It is even nore daming to consider that industry has paid mllions
of dollars to inplenment control technol ogies that are capabl e of
produci ng zero neasured em ssions and can achi eve "Non-Detect"
under heavy | oad conditions and yet CARB did not analyze them CARB
did this even though the owners of that equi pnent are required by
existing regulations to source test themand turn the data over to
the air districts. CARB didn't use the data turned over to the air
districts. Even nore confounding is that CARB, IN TH S VERY RULE
PROPOSAL, is requiring industry to increase the frequency of source
testing by a factor of 2.5 and to continue turning the data over to
the air districts. For what reason? So that CARB will again, not
use the data to deternmine if their own rule is effective? CARB nay
have unlimted resources with which to pay people to sit around and
not perform anal yses but industry does not have the ability to
wast e nmoney. These source tests cost at |east $15,000 each
considering lost production tine and test fees. It is astounding.

| have made public conment from the begi nning of public coment (ny
only opportunity to provide input) about the deficiency of the CARB
"em ssion inventory" and pointed to the |ack of correct BACT source
test information. CARB staff has ignored me and took this to board
vote with full know edge of this deficiency and | ack of conpliance
with law. | pointed out to CARB that | had provided themwith
source test information about Aviation Repair Solutions, Inc., two
years ago and that it had not been used. CARB s response to ny
comments and to nmy provision of source test data in the FSOCR is
damming. In Master Response 13 CARB states: "industry was not
forthcom ng in providing source test data that could be verified".
This is not a statenent about industry providing data, it is a
statement about CARB's inability to verify based on not being able
to work with SC AQVWD! This CARB response could even be viewed by
the public as CARB stating industry had |ied about data! One could
inmply that the data | provided was sonehow not valid (verifiable)
when in fact, it was the governnent that failed to call another



branch and request verification. CARB was to lazy to pick up a
phone and call SC AQVWD! There is no restriction on our source test
data that prevents AQVWD fromverifying the sumary nunber or a
non-detect! Yet, CARB hides behind this |amest of excuses. In
Mast er Response 11 CARB states: "This included information about
actual throughput and source test data. To date, staff have not
recei ved any verifiable sources test data from nenbers of industry.
Staff has received purported source test results fromspecific
facility owners, but that information was summary in nature, and
when staff requested the source test reports that would allow us to
verify the values, those reports were not provided." They go on to
state in Master Response 11: CARB staff al so requested source test
data fromthe Districts. In response to that request, CARB staff
received verifiable source test data fromthe Districts for 14
facilities. Since that was the data that was available at the tinme
of staff's analysis, that is what was used in determ ning the
source tested emi ssion factors."

That |ast quoted segnment in Master Response 11 is proof that CARB
cared nore about an expedient result than a correct result -
"available at the tine of staff's analysis". Let's also note that
the staff analysis referred to here nust have occurred prior to the
publ i shing of the initial proposed rule and prior to any of the
public coment periods. W know that because we see the use of only
the 14 facilities right fromthe begi nning. No adjustnent was made
as nore data becane available (if it did) and no adjustnent was
made as a result of public comrents even though public conment were
calling the deficiency to CARB' s attention. Truly pathetic behavior
by CARB and by CARB attorneys who shoul d have been doing interna
verifications to assure that CARB was putting truth out to the
public.

Even with the 14 collected source results that the districts did
turn over, CARB did not nake a presentation of BACT alternatives,

or results, or selection of a single BACT enmission |evel from which
a relevant risk assessnent could be nade.

The risk assessnent presented in appendi x F shows the risks the
public would face from an agency that does not follow the | aw and
anal yze BACT and set enission |evels using BACT.

How can a risk assessnment with a falsely inflated strawran baseline
and whi ch features no analysis of risks from BACT be used to prove
necessity? The law is clear. The | aw requires necessity be shown if
CARB is to deviate froma BACT approach

Today the public is breathing 99 tines nore hex chrome enissions in
California than produced by the metal finishing industry. W are
only 1% of em ssions. After this lengthy, costly, two to three year
effort, in which there was virtually no two-way invol verent and
conmuni cati on between the CARB and industry, the conpetence of
which is described above, CARB will elimnate 1% of em ssions in
the State. The other 99% w || remain. Chair Randol ph and Vice Chair
Sandra Berg asked staff about this in one of the CARB neetings.
Randol ph asked, "is it true that netal finishing is only 1% and
Berg asked "what are we doing about the refineries?". Staff
answered that the 1% was consistent with CARB data and that CARB
had i nposed plenty of other requirements on the refineries. (Note:
there is no ban of refineries due to hex chrone). So, | wll ask

t he question, what is the BACT that CARB has apparently found to be
acceptable for the refineries, the cenent plants, the welders, the
forges, etc.? These enitters (99% of the hex chrone enmitters in



the state) are not banned but the sanme toxin is being emtted.
There is no consistency in CARBs behavi or

The State of California needs roads, bridges, buildings, rail, and
aircraft, all of which may require sone enission of hexaval ent
chrom um

There nmay be a staffer/ manager/board nenber at CARB who tries to
renove this comment and claimthat it is out-of-scope to the issue
of "enclosed chrone plating tanks" fromwhich it is derived. That
st af f er/ manager/ board nenber is the very one who shoul d be renoved
if CARB wants to resune being a data and sci ence-based regul at or
Dat a and sci ence-based people don't find excuses for not collecting
appropriate data for analysis. Data and sci ence-based people do not
avoi d analysis. They are not afraid of analysis. Data and

sci ence- based people do not construct strawnan baselines from which
fal se progress can be clained and fal se risks assessed. Data and
sci ence-based people do not construct elaborate ruses filled with
hal f-truths (data could not be verified) to fool the public. Data
and sci ence-based people do not find ways to renove conments |ike
this from public conrent because they are not afraid of analysis.
This comrent is in scope because it questions the renmoval of a BACT
alternative without analysis and in light of a risk assessment that
did not consider BACT and in light of nearly a hundred tines nore
em ssions of the same toxic in the state by entities who have

| esser controls than we do.

I gnorance is one thing. The willful continuation of ignorance
(avoi ding data coll ection and anal ysis) has other names. WIIful
continuation of ignorance in violation of |aw takes things to a
whol e ot her |evel.

It is past the tinme to do your |lawful duty CARB
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Comment 4 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-3.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: What is the specific logic CARB used to bypass the Health and Safety Code?
Comment:

What is the specific |ogic path CARB used to reject enclosed
hexaval ent chrone tanks and HEPA ?

1) Is a "phaseout” (or ban) a "nore effective control nethod"? I|f
yes, what is the control ?

2) Did the CARB perform an assessnent of risk? Wien was it
acconpl i shed? Were are the results of it? Does CARB assert it is
appendi x F?

3) Relative to an alternative |evel of emnission reduction, how was
"adequacy" of HEPA and encl osed tank rejected? Wiat anal ysis was
per f ormed? When was the anal ysis performed? Wen did the rejection
deci sion occur? Was the public or any working group able to
provi de feedback to CARB about the analysis data and net hods?

4) Relative to an alternate |evel of enission reduction, how was
"necessity" established? Was there an anal ysis perforned? What were
the criteria used to determ ne necessity? Wen was the anal ysis
performed? Wien was the decision made?

5) What is the logic that makes it a necessity to ban encl osed
hexaval ent chrone tanks and chrome tanks with HEPA control s but
makes it not a necessity to ban wel ding, thermal spray, machining,
heat treating, cement making, cement destruction, forging,
recycling, refineries, driving cars and trucks (including electric)
with brakes, etc., nmany of which do not require even HEPA?

Pl ease provide a response in the public record (FSOR).
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Comment 5 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-3.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address: jmeyer @aviation-repair.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Verification of Inputs
Comment:

| have stated in public coment that CARB did not use the HEPA
source test data | provided themregardi ng our 2019 Source Test
whi ch was a non-detect for hex chronme enissions.

CARB responded to my comrent by claimng our data could not be
verified (See Response 203 and al so the Master Responses 11 and
13).

It is very inportant for the reader to understand that industry had
a reasonabl e expectation that source test information we were
required by law to turn over to the air districts was available to
CARB. So, why would industry turn source test data over to CARB?
W t hought they had it. The question that should be asked, and

will ask it nowis: Wiy didn't CARB tell industry that they needed
our Source Test Informati on? CARB never reveal ed the |ack of source
test data to industry until publication of the FSOR So, when CARB
states in Master Response 13 that industry "was not forthcom ng in
providing source test data", this is beyond the bounds of what
reasonabl e peopl e woul d consi der as an appropriate response in a
public record. CARB shoul d apol ogi ze to the public and to industry
for this statenent. O, maybe CARB should reveal how and when they
did informindustry of their lack of source test data. | was not
inforned of CARB's |ack of data until the FSOR CARB, in ny

opi nion, was not interested in seeing data that would lead to a

di fferent conclusion than they had al ready reached. This was not an
unbi ased process.

But wait, there is nore, CARB reports in the rul enaking materials
that they did neet with M. Hugh Brown. M. Brown is a | eading
authority on source testing and CARB nmet with hi mbecause he is a
hi ghly respected expert on the topic. CARB should provide the
record of discussion in that neeting. Did CARB inquire about ny
source test? Did CARB ask about HEPA efficiencies Hugh Brown had
observed? If asked, M. Brown could have easily verified our source
test result with CARB because he wote our source test protocol and
personal Iy performed our source test. He is a credible verification
source, a third party, and the individual who signed the report
submitted to AQVWD. So, CARB' s statement that ny subnmittal was not
verifiable is incorrect for two reasons; they could have verified
with AQVD and they coul d have verified with the man who perfornmed
the test, both of whomthey met and conmuni cated with. At the
concl usi on of our source test, M. Brown inforned nme that we had
achi eved a non-detect for hex chrome in our test and our source



test result menorialized that outcone. | hereby grant CARB

perm ssion to view my source test result on hand with SC AQVD for
t he purpose of verifying a non-detect and an enission rate of
0.000023. | also give permssion to SC AQW to show the test to
CARB. Please let ne know if anything else stands in your way.

Lastly, | wonder how many other nenbers of industry and of the
public were faced with the additional barrier to coment that was
i nposed on nme and which is docunented in Response 203. CARB st at es:

"The conmentor did subnmit a document that summarized a nunber of
source test runs from 2009 and 2019. However, this data was
presented in a one-page sunmary created by the comentor. The
conmentor did not provide the source test reports fromthe source
testing conpanies that conducted the tests. As such, CARB staff
could not confirmthe validity of this data. For that reason, the
unsubstanti ated data was not used. CARB staff made no changes to
t he Proposed Anendrments based on the received conments.”

Setting aside CARBs failure to alert me to any problemw th ny

i nput, how many other nmenbers of industry and the public were held
to this standard? Inputs should not be "created by the commenter”,
"the conmmenter did not provide the source test reports", "CARB
staff could not confirmthe validity of the data". Wy did ny
inputs to CARB require third party verification to be consi dered?
Is that fair? Were coments fromthe public alluding to bad snells
near sone facilities thrown out for lack of third party
verifiability?

This is not a comment about the npbst recent change to the proposed
rule. This comment is the first available opportunity to respond
publicly to the | ow bl ow CARB di shed out in the FSOR response

hi ghl i ght ed above. | hope CARB will see a reason to keep this
comment in the record and respond to this comrent in a revised
FSOR. W do want the public record about this rule to be accurate
don't
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Comment 6 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-3.

First Name: David

Last Name: Hill

Email Address: davidhill @electrolizingofla.com
Affiliation: Electrolizing

Subject: HEX Chrome Ban
Comment:

Qur conpany is a chrone plating processing facility in Los Angel es
CA since 1947. W have been processing parts for aerospace, nedical
equi pnrent and military equi prent applications anong others. W are
a necessary and essential business provider for our custoners in
their various industries. Mlitary and commercial aircrafts require
what we process as well as outline how we process. All

envi ronnental and regul atory requirements set forth by the state of
California are the strictest in the nation and therefore required
to be adhered to in order to remain open and processing. The

regul ations currently in place are specifically outlined to ensure
that NO harnful chem cals are being discharged into | ocal waterways
or into the air fromour facility. The county of LA is thoroughly
nonitoring and testing all facilities to ensure current conpliance
for PFAS and hexaval ent chronme restrictions. W are a facility that
has been tested and found to be in full conpliance with no
detriment to our enployees and | ocal environment.

We here at Electrolizing have invested over $1 million to ensure
the safety of our enployees and surrounding comrunity. There is no
suitable alternative that would conply with the specification

requi renents for original equipnent manufacturers in aerospace.

I ndustrial chrome processing is highly regulated to ensure

envi ronnental and personnel safety. Qur processing is situated as
such that we enmit no hexaval ent chromuminto the air at any tine.
We have been a spearhead in the industry for air quality by adding
hi ghly specialized covers and hydrogen gas absorbing filanent in

t hose covers which filter/ resist 100% of the hexaval ent chrom um

What has not been published is what the industry is doing to ensure
that any detrinent to the local population or environnent is
mtigated / elimnated. Advancenents in information that is

avail able as well as requirements that are currently being adhered
to are not mentioned. The article notes that California has the
strictest laws in the country regarding this issue.

Wth the tinme and dollar value invested for health and safety, our
conpany has taken into consideration far nore then what was |isted
or not listed in the article regarding what the industry is doing
to prevent any further detrinment to the air, |andscape and

wat erways. Furthernore, our stance is that we should not be
included in the 2039 ban on hexaval ent chrone use in California
based on the fact that we enmit no hexaval ent chrone funes during
any point in our process. Being classified as an essential business
during COVID we continued to serve our US military and comrercia
air crafts during the pandemic with industry |eading parts to



ensure upnost safety. As a locally femal e owned busi ness, we woul d
be remis to fall under the same classification as the unregul at ed
or nonconpliant conpani es.

Thank you for your consideration,

Susan B. Grant

Owner / Ceneral Manager
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Comment 7 for Proposed Amendmentstothe ATCM for Chromium
Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Oper ations (chromeatcm2023) -
15-3.

First Name: Florence

Last Name: Gharibian

Email Address: florencegharibian@yahoo.com
Affiliation: Del Amo Action Committee

Subject: ATCM Amendments
Comment:

Oct ober 30, 2023

On Cctober 16, 2023. the California Air Resources Board rel eased
the Chronme Plating ATCM Third Notice of Public Availability of
Modi fi ed Text. Anendnents to the Airborne Toxic Control Measure for
Chrom um El ectropl ati ng and Chrom c Acid Anodi zi ng Operations. W
support the proposed anendnents and conmend the staff for the
integrity of this work.

Thi s correspondence provides comrents on the docunent. As
nmentioned, in previous correspondence we were encouraged by the
Board's approval of the ATCM Amendnments. Greg Harris and his staff
nodi fi ed the | anguage to correct granmatical errors and nore
importantly to clarify the language in the docunent.

Fl orence Gnaribian, Chair of the Del Amp Action Committee served as
a Branch Chief in Departnment of Toxic Substances Control

Enf orcenent Program for several years. Anmbi guous | anguage

di m ni shes the ability of inspectors to do the inportant work of
ensuring regulatory requirements are net. It can al so nake
conpliance nore difficult.

As example of clarification of the ATCM Arendnents staff renoved
the word "only" and renoved the phrase "except for the requirenments
set in 93102.4" to clarify the applicability requirenments for
facilities that have encl osed hexaval ent chrom um pl ating tank(s).
This nodi fication was necessary and strengthens the ASTM The

nodi fication nakes it clear that chrom umplating tanks are subject
to that section's requirenents for facilities that use hexaval ent
chromum Cearly the enclosure of hexaval ent chrom um pl ating
tank(s) is necessary and significantly reduces air em ssions of

t hi s dangerous chemi cal

Thank You for providing an opportunity to coment,

Fl orence Gnhari bian, Chair Board of Directors

Del Amp Action Committee

Cynt hi a Babi ch, Director

Del Ampb Action Conmmittee
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