STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

July 20, 2007

Mr. David Conroy, Chief

Air Programs Branch

Office of Ecosystem Protection
U.S. EPA, EPA New England
One Congress Street, Suite 1100
Mail Code CAB

Boston MA 02114-2023

Re: Revision of Connecticut’s State Implementation Plan for Air Quality
for Consent Orders

D
Dear Mr.}t‘){roy:

By this correspondence, pursuant to 40 CFR 51.102, Connecticut formally requesis
United States Environmental Protection Agency (“BPA”) revise Connecticut’s State
* Implementation Plan (“SIP”) for Air Quality as explained in this letter and enclosed
supporting materials. This revision will incorporate new Consent Orders into
Connecticut’s SIP and make such revision federally enforceable.

The proposed revision to the SIP was subject to public hearing procedures to satisfy the
requirements of 40 CFR 51.102. Evidence of the public hearing is enclosed as follows:

» [Exhibit 1, public notice of hearing and certifications of publication;

e Exhibit 2, letters to directors of air quality in affected states, public libraries,
EPA, and regulated sources; '

o Ixhibit 3, delegation of hearing officer, hearing certification and hearing report;
and '

o EXxhibit 4, new Consent Orders and SIP narratives.

( Printed on Reeycled Paper }
79 Elm Street * Hartford, CT 06106 - 5127
An Equal Gpportunity Employer




Mir. Conroy page 2

Please do not hesitate to contact Blizabeth McAuliffe, Environmental Analyst, at (860)
424-3702 should you or your staff have any questions or comments regarding thig matter.

Sincerely yours,

dwlq 8o, 8007 (e na /?'52\"-

Date / Axnne Gobin
Chief
Bureau of Air Management

Enclosures
cc:  Ms. Anne Amold, U.S. EPA, EPA New England
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

Notice of Intent to Revise the State Implementation Plan for Air Quality

The Commissioner of Environmental Protection hereby gives notice of a public hearing as part of a State
[mplementation Plan revision proceeding. These revisions will be subsmitted to the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) for their review and approval as a revision to the State Implementation Plan
(SIP) for air quality as required by the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 (CAA). The public hearing
will address State Orders for the following: '

Curtis Packagilrl.g,-,r Corporation " Consent Order No. 8270

Sumitomo Bakelite North America, Inc. Consent Order No. 8245
Cyro Industries Consent Order No. 8268

The purpose of this revision is to allow manufacturing operations to implernent Reasonably Available
Control Technology through a compliance plan or an alternative compliance plan for volatile organic
compound emissions pursuant to Section 22a-174-32 of the Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies.

All interested persons are invited to comment on the proposed SIP revision. Comments should be
submitted to the Department of Environmental Protection, Bureau of Air Management, Compliance and
Field Operations Division, 79 Elm Street, Hartford, Connecticut 06106-5127. All comments should be-
directed to the atiention of Shannon Rittner and must be received by 4:30, Friday, June 29th, 2007.

In addition to accepting written comments, the Department will also hold a public hearing as described
below. Persons appearing at this public hearing are requested to submit a written copy of their statement.
However, oral comments will also be made a part of the hearing record and are welcome.

PUBLIC HEARING

Friday, June 29, 2007
10:00 A.M.

Holcombe Room
Department of Environmental Protection
79 Elm Street, 5th Floor
Hartford, Connecticut

Copies of the proposed orders described above are available for public inspection during normal business
hours and may be obtained from Shannon Rittner of the Bureau of Air Management, Compliance and
Field Operations Division, 5" Floor, 79 Elm Street, Hartford, CT. An additional copy is also available for
review at the Government Information Service Desk {Balcony level) at the Connecticut State Library,
Hartford, Torrington Public Library, Bridgeport Public Library and New London Public Library. = For
further information, contact Elizabeth McAfiliffe of the Bureau of Air Management at (860) 424.3702,

The DEP is an affirmative action/equal opportunity employer, providing programs and services in a fair
and impartial manner. In conformance with the ADA, DEP makes every effort to provide equally
effective services for persons with disabilities. Individuals with disabilities who need information in an
alternative format, to_allow them to benefit and/or participate in the agency’s programs and services,

{ Printed on Recycled Paper)
79 Elm Street = Hartford, CT 06106 - 5127
An Egual Opportunicy. Employer



should call TDD (860)-424-3000 and make their request to the receptionist. ~ Requests for
accommodations to attend meetings and/or educational programs, sponsored by the DEP, must be made at
least two weeks prior to the program date.

These requests may be made directly to Marcia Z. Bonitto, ADA Coordinator, via e-mail:
Marcia.Bonitto@po state.ct.us

This notice is required pursuant to 40 Code of Federal Regulations Part 51,

Mac, 15, 2007 RraocManello

Date | o Gina Mc€arthy
Comumissioner
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Affidavit of Publication

State of Connecticut
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

Chris Salmi, Assistant Director
Department of Environmental Protection
Office of Air Quality Management

401 E. Staie Street, 7th Floor

P.O. Box 418

Trenton, New Jersey 08625-0418

Re: Propoesed Revision of Connecticut’s State Implementation Plan -
Reasonable Available Control Technology for volatile organic compound emissions

Dear Mr, Salmi:

In accordance with the provisions of T itle 40 Code of Federal Regulations Section 51.102, the enclosed
notice for public hearing and associated materials are being forwarded for your information.

The hearing notice concerns a revision to the State Implementation Plan to request that the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) allow manufacturing operations to implement Reasonably
Available Controi Technology through a compliance plan or an alternative compliance plan for volatile
organic compound emissions pursuant to Section 22a-174-32 of the Regulations of Connecticut State

Agencies.

Please feel free to comment on this information or contact me at (860) 424-3702 if you have any
questions.

Sincerely,
Of ~ 1 ~ oo} G@W o - ﬁm
Date Gary @lose, Qi:‘ector

Engineering & BEnforcement Division

Bureau of Air Management

Enclosures
cc: Elizabeth McAuliffe, CT DEP

{ Printed on Recycled Paper)
79 Elm Street ®  Hartlord, CT 06106 - 5127
An Egual Opportunity Employer



STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

Barbara A. Kwetz, Director

Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Waste Prevention

Division of Planning and Evaluation

One Winter Street, 8th Floor

Boston, Massachusetts 02108

Re:  Proposed Revision of Connecticut’s State Implementation Plan -
Reasonable Available Control Technology for volatile organic compound emissions

Dear Ms. Kwetz:

In accordance with the provisions of Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations Section 51.102, the enclosed
notice for public hearing and associated materials are being forwarded for your information.

The hearing notice concemns a revision to the State Implementation Plan to request that the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) allow manufacturing operations to implement Reasonably
Available Control Technology through a compliance plan or an alternative compliance plan for volatile
organic compound emissions pursuant to Section 22a-174-32 of the Regulations of Connecticut State

Agencies.

Please feel free to comment on this information or contact me at (860) 424.3702 if you have any
questions.

Sincerely,
05 = F - doo} c,;ow,f A ﬁ@ﬂ.{,
Date Gar y@ose (Director

Engineering & Enforcement Division
Bureau of Air Management Enclosures

ce: Elizabeth McAuliffe, CT DEP

{ Printed on Recycled Paper) ] |
7% Elin Street = Hartford, CT 06106 - 5127 |
An Egqual Opportunity Emplover f



STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

David Shaw, Director

New York Depariment of BEunvironmental Conservailon
Division of Air Resources

625 Broadway

Albany, New York 12233-3251

Re:  Proposed Revision of Connecticut’s State Implementation Plan -
Reasonable Available Control Technology for volatile organic compound emissions

Dear Mr. Shaw:

In accordance with the provisions of Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations Section 51.102, the enclosed
notice for public hearing and associated materials are being forwarded for your information,

The hearing notice concerns a revision to the State Implementation Plan to request that the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) allow manufacturing operations to implement Reasonably
Available Contro! Technology through a compliance plan or an alternative compliance plan for volatile
organic compound emissions pursuant to Section 22a-174-32 of the Regulations of Connecticut State

Agencies.

Please feel free to comment on this information or contact me at (860) 424-3702 if you have any
gquestions.

Sincerely,

05~ 11 ~ 2ou? Clon,, 4. ﬁ«‘m
Date Ga,ry se ]é}iector

Enpineering & Enforcement Division
Bureau of Air Management

Enclosures

oo Elizabeth McAuliffe, CT DEP

{ Printed on Recycled Paper)
79 Elm Street * Hartford, CT 06106 - 5127
An Egual Opportunity Employer



~ STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

Stephen Majkut, Chiefl

Rhode Island Dept. of Environmental Management
Office of Air Resources

235 Promenade Streei

Providence, Rhode [sland 02908-5767

Re; Proposed Revision of Connecticut’s State Implementation Plan -
Reasonable Available Control Technology for volatile organic compound emissions

Dear Mr. Majlout:

In accordance with the provisions of Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations Section 51.102, the enclosed
notice for public hearing and associated materials arve being forwarded for your information,

The hearing notice concerns a revision to the State Implementation Plan to request that the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) allow manufacturing operations to implement Reasonably
Available Control Technology through a compliance plan or an alternative compliance plan for volatile
organic compound emissions pursuant to Section 22a-174-32 of the Regulations of Connecticut State

Agencies.

Please feel free to comiment on this information or contact me at (860) 424-3702 if you have any
questions.

Sincerely,

05 ~ It = deool Coae 4. R

Date Gary Rose,Director
Enginéering & Enforcement Division
Bureau of Air Management

Enclosures

ce: Elizabeth McAuliffe, CT DEP

{ Printed on Recycled Paper)
79 Eim Street ® Hartford, CT 06106 -5127
An Egual Opportunity Emplover




| STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

May 18, 2007
Ms. Marcia Stuart
New London Public Library

63 Huntington Street
New London, CT 06320

Dear Ms. Staart,

I T request your assistance in making the enclosed notice and associated materials available for
public inspection from May 29", 2007, through June 29", 2007, The materials contain
information concerning a proposed revision fo the State Implementation Plan to request that EPA
allow manufacturing operations to implement Reasonably Available Control Technology through
a compliance plan or an alternative compliance plan for volatile organic compound emissions
pursuant to Section 22a-174-32 of the Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies.

The Department will submit the revision to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency for review
and approval as a revision to the State Implementation Plan pursuant to the Clean Air Act
Amendments of 1990. After June 29", 2007, you may dispose of the materials as you see fit.

Please call me at (860) 424-3458 if you have any questions. Thank you for your assistance in this
matter. '

Cordially,
&VM% Yz dfah%zt

Elizabeth McAulitfe
Environmental Analyst
Bureau of Air Management

Enclosure

( Printed on Recycled Paper )
79 Elm Street * Hartford, CT 06106 - 5127
An Egqual Opportunity Employer
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

TP

May 18, 2007

Collection Management Unit
Attention: Connecticut Documents
Connecticut State Library

231 Capitol Avenue

Hariford, CT 06106

I request your assistance in making the enclosed notice and associated materials available for
public inspection from May 29", 2007, through June 29", 2007. The malerials contain
information concerning a proposed revision to the State Tmplementation Plan to request that EPA
allow manufacturing operations to implement Reasonably Available Control Technology through
a compiiance plan or an alternative compliance plan for volatile organic compound emissions
pursuant to Section 22a-174-32 of the Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies.

The Department will submit the revision to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency for review
and approval as a revision to the State Implementation Plan pursuant to the Clean Air Act
Amendments of 1990, After June 29", 2007, you may dispose of the materials as you see fit.

Piease call me at (860) 424-3458 if you have any questions. Thank you for your assistance in this
malter,

Cordially,

%‘ZLKZL,;%ZQ

Elizabeth McAuliffe
Environmental Analyst
Bureau of Air Management

Enclosure

( Printed en Recycled Paper )
7¢ Elm Street = . Hartford, CT 06106 - 5127
An Egqual Opportunity Emplover




STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

May 18, 2007

Ms. Karen Waorrall
Torrington Public Library
12 Daycoetan Place
Torrington, CT 06790

Dear Ms. Worrall,

I request your assistance in making the enclosed notice and associated materials available for
public inspection from May 29", 2007, through June 29", 2007, The materials contain
information concerning a proposed revision to the State Implementation Plan to request that EPA
allow manufacturing eperations to implement Reasonably Available Control Technology through
a compliance plan or an alterpative compliance plar for volatile organic compound emissions
pursuant to Section 22a-174-32 of the Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies.

The Department will submit the revision to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency for review
and approval as a revision to the State Implementation Plan pursuant to the Clean Air Act
Amendments of 1990. After June 29", 2007, you may dispose of the materials as you see fit.

Please call me at (860) 424-3458 if you have any questions. Thank you for your assistance in this
matiter. :

Cordially,

"L Ie k),
anane -

izabeth McAuliffe
Environmental Analyst
Bureau of Air Management

Enclosure

( Printed on Recycled Paper) ' ;
7% Elm Street s  Hartford, CT 06106 - 5127 |
An Equal Qpportunity Employer



| STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

May 18, 2007
Ms. Astoria Ridley
Reference Librarian
New Haven Free Public Library
Ives Branch
133 Elm Strest
New Haven, CT 06510

Dear Ms. Ridley,

I request your assistance in making the enclosed notice and associated materials available for
public inspection from May 29%, 2007, through June 29" 2007. The materials contain
information concerning a proposed revision to the State Implementation Plan to request that EPA
allow manufacturing operations to implement Reasonably Available Control Technology through
a compliance plan or an alternative compliance plan for volatile organic compound emissions
pursuant to Section 22a-174-32 of the Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies.

The Department will submit the revision to the U.S. Euavironmental Protection Agency for review
and approval as a revision to the State Implementation Plan pursuant to the Clean Air Act
Amendments of 1990. After June 29", 2007, you may dispose of the materials as you see fit.

Please call me at (860) 424-3458 if you have any questions. Thank you for your assistance in this
matter.

Cordially,

%ﬁ;,ﬂmﬁ{ Mﬂw%_»
Elizabeth McAuliffe
Environmental Analyst

Boreau of Air Management

Enclosure

( Printed on Recycled Paper )
79 Eim Street * IHartford, CT 06106 - 5127
An LEqual Opportunity Employer




STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PRCTECTION

May 18, 2007
Ms. Sylvia Boyd
Reference Librarian
Bridgeport Public Library
925 Broad Street
Bridgeport, CT 06604

Dear Ms. Boyd,

1 request your assistance in making the enclosed notice and associated materials available for
public inspection from May 29", 2007, through June 29", 2007, The materials contain
information concerning a proposed revision to the State Implementation Plan to request that EPA
allow manufacturing operations to implement Reasonably Available Control Technology through
a compliance plan or an alternative compliance plan for volatile organic compound emissions
pursuant to Section 22a-174-32 of the Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies.

The Department will submit the revision to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency for review
and approval as a revision to the State Implementation Plan pursuant to the Clean Air Act
Amendments of 1990. After June 29", 2007, you may dispose of the materials as you see fit.

Please call me at (860) 424-3458 if you have any questions. Thank you for your assistance in this
matter.

Cordially,

S g de ?’%d’@!ﬁ%
Elizabeth McAuliffe

Environmental Analyst
Bureau of Air Management

Enclosure

( Printed on Recycled Paper )
79 Elm Street * Harlford, €T 06106 - 5127
An Equal Opportunity Employer




STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

Robert W. Varney
Regional Administrator
United States Environmental P:oleeuan Apency

Region I, EPA New England
One Congress Street, Suite 1100
Boston, Massachusetts 02114-2023

Re: Pmposed Revision of Connectwut s State Imple.rnentatmn Plan -
Reasonably Available Control Technology for volatile organic compound emissions

Dear Mr. Vamey:

In accordance with the provisions of Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations Section 51.102, the
enclosed notice for public hearing and associated materials are being forwarded for your

information.
The hearing notice concerns a revision to the State Implementation Plan to request that the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) allow manufacturing operations to implement

Reasonably Available Control Technology through a compliance plan or an alternative
compliance plan for volatile organic compound emissions pur suant to Section 22a-174-32 of the

Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies.

Please feel free to comment on this information or contact me at (860) 424-3026 if you have any
questions.

Sincerely yours,

,/y’}ﬁtf’ J‘;/ w)fm"? (;!: ML e / }02\

Ddte (j Anne R. Gobin, Chief
Bureau of Air Management

Enclosures
cc: David Conroy, Air Programs Branch Chief

{ Printed on Recycled Paper)
79 Elm Street ® Hactford, CT 06106 - 5127
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

Brian Carra

Environmental Health & Safety Manager
Sumitomo Bakelite North America, Tnc,
24 Mill Street

Manchester, CT 06040

Re: Proposed Revision of Connecticut’s State Implementation Plan -
Reasonable Available Control Technology for volatile organic compound emissions

Dear Mr. Carra:

In accordance with the provisions of Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations Section 51.102, the enclosed
notice for public hearing and associated materials are being forwarded for your information.

The hearing notice concerns a revision to the State Implementation Plan to request that the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) allow manufacturing operations to implement Reasonably
Available Control Technology through a compliance plan or an aiternative compliance plan for volatile
arganic compound emissions pursnant to Section 22a-174-32 of the Regulations of Conmnecticut State

Agencies.
Please feel free to commenti on this information or contact me at {800) 424-3702 if you have any
questions.

Sincerely,
Q)‘MU{-& %M?A,%

Elizabeth McAuliffe

Environmental Analyst

Engineering & Enforcement Division
Bureau of Air Management

Enclosures

( Printed on Recycled Paper )
79 Elm Street * Hartford, CT 06106 - 5127
An Egqual Opportunity Employer




STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

William F. Peck

Semor Vice President

Curtis Packaging Corporation
44 Berkshire Rd.

Newton, CT 06482

Re: Proposed Revision of Connecticut’s State Implementation Plan -
Reasonable Available Control Technology for volatile organic compound emissions

Dear Mr. Peck:

In accordance with the provisions of Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations Section 51.102, the enclosed
notice for public hearing and associated materials are being forwarded for your information.

The hearing notice concerns a revision to the State Implementation Plan to request that the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) allow manufacturing operations to implement Reasonably
Available Control Technology through a compliance plan or an aliernative compliance plan for volatile
organic compound emissions pursuant to Section 22a-174-32 of the Regulations of Connecticut State

Agencies.

Please feel free to comment on this information or contact me at (860) 424-3702 if you have any
questions.

Sincerely,
%M% oty
Elizabeth McAuliffe

Environmental Analyst
Engineering & Enforcement Division
Burean of AirManagement

Enclosures

( Printed on Recycled Paper }
79 Elm Street * Hartford, CT 06106 - 5127
An Equal Opportunity Emplover




STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

Mr. Edward M. Olson

Plant Manager

CYRO Industries

South Cherry Street
Wallingford, Connecticut 06492

Re:  Proposed Revision of Connecticut’s State Implementation Plan -
Reasonable Available Control Technology for volatile organic compound emissions

Dear Mr.Olson:

In accordance with the provisions of Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations Section 51.102, the enclosed
notice for public hearing and associated materials are being forwarded for your information.

The hearing notice concerns a revision to the State Implementation Plan to request that the U.S,
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) allow manufacturing operations to implement Reascnably
Available Conirol Technology through a compliance plan or an alternative compliance plan for volatile
organic compound emissions pursuant to Section 22a-174-32 of the Regnlations of Commecticut State

Agencies,

Please feel free to comment on this information or contact me at (360) 424-3702 if you have any
questions.

Sincerely,

Ukt il .

Blizabeth McAuliffe

Environmental Analyst

Engineering & Enforcement Division
Bureau of Air Management

Enclosures

( Printed on Recycled Paper )
79 BElm Street ¢ Hartford, CT 06106 - 5127
An Egual Opportunity Employver
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DELEGATION OF HEARING OFFICER

In accordance with the provisions of section 22a-2 of the Connecticut General Statutes,
Elizabeth McAuliffe of the Bureau of Air Management is hereby appointed as Hearing Officer.
The purpose of this delegation is to allow said Officer to conduct a hearing on June 29th, 2007
and to render a proposed decision regarding a proposed revision of the State Implementation
Plan (STP) for air quality required by the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 (CAA). This SIP
- revision will be submitted to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) for review and

approval pursuant to CAA. :

The purpose of this revision is to allow manufacturing operations to implement Reasonably
Available Control Technology through a compliance plan or an alternative compliance plan for
volatile organic compound emissions pursuant to Section 22a-174-32 of the Regulations of
Connecticut State Agencies.

Mg 15 2007] - e Manella
Date ! : i ,Gina Mc(ﬁai)thy :
o ' Commissioner



HEARING CERTIFICATION

This is to certify that in accordance with the provisions of Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations Part
51.102, the following actions occurred:

L.

On May 29, 2007, the Department of Environmental Protection (Department) caused to be
published a notice of intent to revise the State Tmplementation Plan for Air Quality (SIP). This
proposed SIP revision includes Trading Agreements and Orders and Consent Orders that: The
purpose of this revision is to allow manufacturing operations to implement Reasonably Available
Control Technology through a compliance plan or an alternative compliance plan for volatile
organic compound emissions pursuant to Section 22a-174-32 of the Regulations of Connecticut
State Agencies.

In accordancs with such notice, materials related to the public hearing were available for
inspection and review in each Air Quality Control Region in the State of Connecticut;

Tn accordance with such notice, the Department held a public hearing on June 29, 2007, at the
offices of the Department at 79 Elm Street, Hartford CT;

Copies of the proposed SIP revision were mailed and received, prior to or on May 29,2007, by
the Directors of the air pollution control agencies in New York, New Jersey, Massachusetts and
Rhode Island;

Copies of the proposed SIP revision were mailed and received on May 29, 2007, by the Oifice of
Fcosystem Protection, EPA New England.

“The public notice was published as follows:

Newspaper IA CR Date

Connectiqu‘t Post 43 . May 29, 2007
New London Day | 41 | May 29, 2607
The Register Citizen 44 |  May 29, 2007
Hartford Courant 42 May 29, 2007

1 Je Jor (hyebett £ 3) :sz:um%ﬁ

Date } ¥ Elizabeth I. H. McAuliffe
“Environmental Analyst 111
Bureau of Air Management



Hearing Report

Hearing Date: June 29, 2007
Hearing Officer: Elizabeth McAuliffe

Revision to:
The Connectlcut State Implementation Plan for Air Quality concerning the
following Consent Orders.

Curtis Packaging Corporation Consent Order No. 8270
Sumitomo Bakelite North America, Inc. Consent Order No. 8245
Cyro Industries Consent Order No. 8268

I. Summary

On May 29, 2007, the Commecticut Department of Environmental Protection
(Department} published a notice of intent to revise the State Implementation Plan (SIP)
for air quality through Orders and Modifications. The purpose of this revision is to allow
manufacturing operations to implement Reasonably Available Control Technology
through a compliance plan or an alternative compliance plan for volatile organic
compound emissions pursuant to Section 22a-174-32 of the Regulations of Connecticut
State Agencies.

The proposed SIP revision was the subject of a public hearing held on Friday, June 29,
2007, in the Holcombe Room at 79 Elm Street, Hartford, Connecticut. The Department
delegated hearing officer was Elizabeth McAuliffe. In attendance at the hearing were
Elizabeth McAuliffe of the Department, Steve Franke from Cyro Industries, Thomas
Armstrong for Curtis Packaging and Brian Cane for Sumitomo Bakelite North America,
Inc. There were no oral comments at the hearing. Written comments were accepted until
4:30 PM, June 29, 2007. '

This hearing report includes a summary of written comments on the proposed SIP
revision, the Departiment’s response to the comments and any recormmended changes to
the proposed SIP revision. A transcription of the hearing and copies of the written
comments received are available from the Department upon request. |

II. Written Comments
Written comments were received by the Department on the proposed SIP revision as

identified as A. B and C. as follows:

o

A, Comment dated June 28, 2007, concerning Cyro Industries, Curtis Packaging and
Sumitomo Bakelite North America, Inc., Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
contact: Anne Arnold, 617-918-1046. EPA previously had the opportunity to review and
comment on drafts of each of these orders. EPA has reviewed the proposed orders and
has found that all of their previous comments have been adequately addressed. These




orders should be submitted to EPA as source specific SIP revisions pursuant to Section
22a-174-32 of the Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies.

Response to Comment A: Based upon this comment submitted to the Department
concerning the proposed SIP reviston, I recommend such orders be submitted by the
Commissioner of Environmental Protection to the Administrator of EPA as a revision to
the Connecticut SIP for Air Quality.

B. Comment dated June 28, 2007, concerning 8270, for Curtis Packaging, Reid and
Riege contact: Thomas Armstrong (860) 278-1150. The company wishes to inform the
hearing officer that new presses have been installed with lower emitting printing
technologies. As of March 2007, the printing equipment inventory included two Rapida
Model 130A-7 presses and one Rapida Model 130A-8. The presses listed in the Order
are those that were in operation at the time of drafting the Alternate Compliance Plan
submitted to DEP on December 17, 2002.

Response to Comment B: Based upon this comment submitted to the Department
concerning the propdsed SIP revision for Order 8270, I recommend that Order 8270 be
incorporated into the SIP as originalty issued on May 1, 2007. Subsequently, the
Department plans to change consent order language in paragraph A.2 of Order 8270 to
generally cover all sheet-fed offset lithographic printing presses owned and operated by
Curtis. The new or revised Order 8270 must then be reviewed and approved as part of the

SIP.

C. Comment dated June 28, 2007, concerning 8270, for Curtis Packaging, Reid and
Riege contact: Thomas Armstrong (860) 278-1150. It is recommended that under the
heading “Consent Order No. 8270 in the SIP description that the third sentence be
deleted and the following inserted, “In 2002, the facility commenced reformulation by
replacing alcohol additives in fountain solutions with non-alcohol additives and
conventional oil-based inks with UV cured inks and eliminated high VOC containing
cleaning solvents seeking to achieve the requirements of the firal Control Technique
Guidelines (CTG) issued by EPA for lithographic printing on October 5, 2006.”
Additional clarification is sought as noted in 1talized text that follows, “...3. Use of UV
cured inks as opposed to conventional oil-based inks,” !

Response to Comment C: Based upon this comment submitted to the Department
concerning the proposed SIP revision for Order 8270, I recommend that the SIP
Description be ¢hanged accordingty s the information was verified by the Department to
be accurate and true. Attached is the revised SIP Description. The changes are stmply for
clarification purposes and do not materially impact the emissions reductions achieved in
the order and do not impact the enforceability of Order 8270,




. Oral Comment

There were no oral comments received by the Department on the proposed SIP revision.

1V. Conclusion

Based upon the comments submitted to the Department and the responses addressed in
this hearing report, I recommend the proposed SIP revision be submitted by the
Commissioner of Environmental Protection to the EPA Administrator as a revision to the
Connecticut State Implementation Plan for Air Quality, along with the above mentioned
change to the SIP narrative indicated in response C.

'l’ i1 }ZﬁO"] | ‘%ﬂkﬁ 9. Y. p2. e leff,
Datel | Elizalfth 1. H. McAuliffe /8

Hearing Officer
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SIP Description — Curtis Packaging Corporation — Consent Order 8270

SIP Description of Enforceable Operating Conditions

On May 1, 2007, the Commissioner of the Department of Environmental Protection
issued Consent Order No. 8270 to Curtis Packaging Corporation. The order established
enforceable operating procedures for the control of volatile organic compound (VOC)
emissions from the facility.

This SIP action is proposed to satisfy the requirements of Section 22a-174-32(¢e)(6) of the
Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies (Regulations). Specifically, Consent Order
No. 8270 is being presented to the Administrator for approval in accordance with the
provisions of 42 U.S.C. 7401-7671, et seq.

Consent Order No. 8270:

Curtis Packaging Corporation manufactures custom designed paperboard and cardboard
packaging for their customers. The associated process equipment consists of three sheet-
feed offset lithographic printing presses; Harris L.V .F, Rapida Model 130A-7 and Press
No. 29. In 2002, the facility commenced reformulation by replacing alcohol additives in
fountain solutions with non-alcohol additives and conventional oil-based inks with UV
cured inks and eliminated high VOC containing cleaning solvents seeking to achieve the
requirements of the final Control Technique Guidelines (CTG) issued by EPA for
lithographic printing on October 5, 2006. The VOC reduction achieved, however,
appeared not to be greater than implementing add-on controls or a program of
reformulations as required by Section 22a-174-32(e)(4) of the Regulations.
Consequently, the facility requested the issuance of an order to implement an Altematwe
Compliance Plan in accordance with Section 22a-174-32(e)(6) of the Regulations,
claiming that additional VOC emission reductions achieved by installing air polution
conirol equipment were technically and economically infeasible. The Department
approved the facility's claim that the installation of additional emission control equipment
was technically and economically infeasible and negotnted the issuance of Consent
Order No. 8270.

Consent Order No. 8270 limits operations at Curtis Packaging Corporanon as follows:
1. The fountain solutions should contain no alcohol additive;
2. The VOC concentration in the fountain solution shall be 5.0% or less by weight,
as applied;
3. Use UV cured inks as opposed,to conventional oil-based inks;
4. Cleaning solution is limited to 30% by weight VOC or a VOC composite partlal
pressure of 10mmHg or less at 20 degrees Celsius;
- Submit a plan to test the fountain solution VOC composition; and
6. The facility shall make and keep as specified in the order to demonsirate
compliance with the material content limits and the approved test plan of this

“



order.

The above material content limits comply with the lithographic printing CTG, which
asserts that a 70% VOC emissions reduction can potentially be achieved through such
reformulation efforts.

In conclusion, this action is proposed to implement an Alternative Compliance Plan for
RACT for VOC emissions pursuant to Section 22a-174-32(g)(6) of the Regulations and
42 U.S.C. 7401-7671, et seq.

g



SIP Description —~ CYRO Industries — Consent Order 8268

SIP Description of Enforceable Operating Conditions

On February 28, 2007, the Commissioner of the Department of Environmental Protection
issued Consent Order No. 8268 to CYRO Industries. The order established enforceable
operating conditions for the control of Volatile Organic Compound (VOC) emissions

. from the facility.

This SIP action is proposed to satisfy the requirements of Section 22a-174- 32(e)(6) of the
Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies. Specifically, Consent Order No. 8268 is
being presented to the Administrator for approval in accordance with the provisions of 42

U.S.C. 7401-7671, et seq.

Consent Order No. B268:

CYRO Industries, a wholly owned subsidiary of Degussa Corporation, manufacturers
extruded polymer pellets that can be shaped and/or molded by end users into various
products. VOC emitting process equipment is described as; raw material storage
tanks/vessels, monomer preparation, polymer production extrusion lines, grafted rubber
preparation, - solvent recovery operations, dye preparation, post color operations,
miscellaneous small, fossil-fuel fired process and space heating units, Equipment leaks
and fugitive emissions. ' :

The facility was formerly owned and operated by American Cyanamid. When American
Cyanamid owned the facility, actual emissions of VOCs from the facility exceeded 100
 tons per vear, which triggered applicability of Subsection 222-174-20(es) of the
- Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies. Consequently, the Department issued State
Order No. 8012 to implement Reasonably Available Control Technology (RACT) for
VOCs. State Order No. 8012 required American Cyanamid to install emissions control
equipment capable of achieving an 85% reduction of uncontrolled VOC emissions from
select pieces of equipment. Additionally, State Order No. 8012, capped VOC emissions
from those pieces of equipment that were not ducted to emission control equipment..

CYRO Industries took ownership of the facility in May of 2005, at which time, it was
determined that CYRO was subject to RACT for VOCs pursuant to Section 22a-174-32
of the RCSA. CYRO submitted a compliance plan to implement RACT for VOCs. In
the plan, CYRO requested the approval of an Alternative Compliance Plan pursuant to
Subsection 22a-174-32(e)(6) of the RCSA. CYRO asserted that RACT for its equipment
had already been determined for the emission units when the Department 1ssued State
Order No. 8012 to American Cyanamid. CYRO aiso asserted that further control of VOC
emissions from the facility would be technically and economically infeasible and
‘unnecessary sirice the facility is also subject to the National Emissions Standards for .
Hazardous Air Pollutants from amino/phenolic resin process. Aftter reviewing CYRO



Industries' compliance plan and the case file for State Order No. 8012, the Department of
Environmental Protection drafted and issued Consent Order No. 8268.

Consent Order No. 8268 updates the equipment and processes described in State Order
No. 8012 and ensures that uncontrolled VOC emissions are reduced by no less than 85%.
Additionally, Consent Order 8268 requires record keeping and periodic emissions testing
to demonstrate cornpliance with the requirement to reduce uncontrolled emissions by

85%.

In conclusion, this action is proposed to implement an Alternative Compliance Plan for
RACT for VOC emissions pursuant to Section 22a-174-32(e)(6) of the Regulations and
42 U.S.C. 7401-7671, et seq.



SIP Description — Sumitomo Bakelite North America, Inc. — Consent Order 8245

SIP Descrintion of Enforcaable_O{)erating Conditions

On October 11, 2006, the Gommissioner of the Department of Environmental Protection
issued Consent Order No. 8245 to Sumitomo Bakelite North America, Inc. The order
gstablished enforceable operating conditions for the control of Volatile Organic
Compounds Emissions from the facility.

This SIP action is proposed to satisfy the requirements of Section 22a-174-32(e)(6) of the
Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies. Specifically, Consent Order No. 8245 is
being presented to the Administrator for approval in accordance with the provisions of 42

U.S.C. 7401-7671, et seq.

Consent Ordes No, 82435:

Sumitomo Bakelite, formerly Vyncolit North American, Inc., manufactures fiberglass
impregnated and resinous pellets that can be shaped or molded by end users into various
products. Affected Process equipment is described as process lines; GLP1, GLP2, EXTI,
EXT2; EXT3, EXT 4 and DAP. The facility attempted to meet the requirements for
Reasonably Avaiiable Control Technology (RACT) for volatile organic compounds
(VOC) by reformulating its existing products to reduce the amount of VOC emitted per
unit of production by 76%. However, the 76% reduction was insufficient to meet
presumptive RACT or the requirements of Section 22a-174-32(e)(2) of the Regulations
of Connecticut State Agencies (Regulations). Consequently, the facility requested the
issuance of an order to implement an Alternative Compliance Plan in accordance with
Section 22a-174-32(e){(6) of the Regulations, claiming that additional VOC emission
reductions achieved by installing air poliution control equipment were technically and
economically infeasible. The Department approved the facility's claim that the
installation of additional emission control equipment was technically and economically
infeasible and n'egoti_ated the issuance of Consent Order No. 8245,

Consent Order No. 8245 [imits operations at Sumitomo Bakelite North American, Inc. as
follows: /
1. Actual emissions of VOC shall not exceed 45 tons during any pertod of 12

consecutive months;
2. Monthly emissions of VOC shall not exceed 8, 889 pounds during any calendar

month;
3. Except for during the blendmg p1ocess only non-VOC and/or exempt VOC

materials shall be used in process lines EXT2Z and EXT3;

4. The vapor pressure of all materials used during the blending process shall be less
than or equal to 1.0mm Hg at 18.5 degrees Celsius;

5. Only non-VOC and /or exempt VOC products may be used in the m'muf'actme of

DAT products;



6. Only non-VOC and /or exempt VOC products may be used in process line EXTI;

7. Emissions of VOC from new, non-extruded products shail not exceed 0.006
pounds of VOC/pound of non-extruded product produced;

8. The facility shall continually investigate and apprise the Department of the
feasibility of onfy using nn-VOC and/or exempt VOC materials in all phases of
the production of non-extruded products, except the blending phase;

9. The facility shall make and keep records as specified in the order to demonstrate
compliance with the material content and emissions limits of the order; and

10. The facility shall submit annual reports verifying the determination of emissions
factors used to record annual emissions from the Facility.

The operating limits, emission limits, and material VOC content limits of the order serve
to ensure that Sumitomo Bakelite North American maintains the 76% reduction in the
VOC emissions per pound of product manufactured, which was achieved through its

material reformulation efforts.

In contlusion, this action is proposed to implement an Alternative Compliance Plan for
RACT for VOC emissions pursuant to Section 22a-174-32(e)(6) of the Regulations and
42 US.C.7401-7671, et seq. - '



DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

STATE OF CONNECTICUT

STATE OF CONNECTICUT )
) .
V8. ). CONSENT ORDER NO. 8245
)
SUMITOMO BAKELITE NORTH AMERICA, INC.)
CONSENT ORDER
A With the agreement of Sumitomo Bakelite North American, Inc. ("Respondent”) the

Commissioner of Environmental Protection ("Commissioner”) finds the following:

L.

[

The Respondent is a corporation doing business in the manufacturing of thermoset
molding compounds at 24 Mill Street, Manchester, Connecticut ("facility”).

At the facility, the Respondent maintains and operates the following VOC emitting
equipment: Process lines “GLP1,” “GLP2,” “EXT1,” “EXT2,” “EXT3,” “EXT4" and
GGDAP-!? N

a. All of the above VOC emitting equipment, except for the EXTI process line, uses
Volatile Organic Compounds (“VOC”) to manufacture those molding compounds
referenced in paragraph A.1 of this Consent Order.

b. Line EXT4 operates in accordance with New Source Review Permit No. 097-0049,

Pursuant to Section 22a-174-32 of the Regulations of the Connecticut Sate Agencies
{"“Regulations™), subject premises with potential VOC emissions greater than fifty (50) -
tons per year are subject to the provisions in Section 22a-174-32 of the Regulations.

In 2002, Rogers Corporation, the former owner, reported that actual and potential
emissions of VOC from the facility were greater than 50 tons for calendar years 1996 and
1997; therefore the facility is subject to the provisions of Section 22a-174-32 of the
Regulations. :

Pursuant to Section 22a-174-32(e) of the Regulations, the Respondent is required to
reduce the facility’s VOC emissions by implementing one of the Reasonably Available
Control Technology (“RACT”) methods specified in Sections 22a-174-32(e)(1)-(6) of the -
Regulations.

( Printed on Recycled Paper) .
79 Elm Street *. Hartford. CT 06106 - 35127
An Egual Oppeortunity Emplover



Consent Order No. 8245

[\

Sumitomo Bakelite North America, Inc.

0. Pursuant to Section 22a-174-32(e)6) of the Regulations, Rogers Corpor'ation submitted a
VOC RACT Compliance Plan, specifically, an Alternative Compliance Plan (“ACP”)
dated QOctober 17, 2002,

a. On July 7, 2003, the Respondent revised the plan referenced in paragraph A.6 of this
Consent Order and resubmitted it for the Commissioner’s review and approval.

b. The revised VOC RACT plan has been reviewed and is hereby approved by the
Commissioner with the conditions specified in paragraph B of this Consent Order.

7. According to Respondent's ACP:

a. In January 2002, Respondent reformulated and reduced the facility’s VOC emissions by
76% from the baseline year of 1990.

b. The installation of additional control equipment is technically or economically
infeasible.

c. RACT for the facility should reflect the VOC emissions reduction from reformulating.

B. The Commissioner, acting under Sections 22a-6, 22a-171, 22a-174, 22a-177, and 22a-178 of the
Connecticut General Statutes, orders the Respondent as follows:

1. Upon issuance of this Consent Order, Respondent shall limit the total emission of VOCs from
the DAP, GLP1, GLP2, EXTI, EXT2, EXT3 and EXT4 lines to less than forty-five _(45) tons

per year:

a. Notwithstanding paragraph B.1.b of this Consent Order, the maximum annual VOC
emissions shall be based on any consecutive twelve (12) month time period and shall be
determined by adding each month’s VOC emissions to that of the previous eleven (11)
months.

b. Total maximum monthly VOC emissions from the DAP, GLP1, GLP2, EXTI, EXT2,
EXT3 and EXT4 lines shall not exceed eight thousand and eight hundred and eighty-
nine (8,889) pounds, which is 1.2 times the average allowable monthly VOC emissions
of seven thousand and five hundred (7,500) pounds.

2. Except for in the process of blending product batches, the Respondent shall only use “non-VOC
solvents,” which term hereinafter means “0%” VOC, or solvents that contain only exempt
VOCs to manufacture those compounds that are extruded in process lines EXT2 and EXT3. The

- Respondent shall keep a list of those compounds and record the product names, product
ingredients including the solvents used and the date of manufacture when producing these -
extruded compounds. '



Sumitomo Bakelite North America, Inc. 3 Consent Order No. 8245

In the process of blending product batches, the Respondent shall use only VOC solvents with a
vapor pressure less than or equal to 1.0 mmig at 18.5 degrees Celsius.

The Respondent shall use acetone, other exempt VOC solvents or solvents that do not contain
VOCs in the manufacturing of DAP products. Exempt VOC compounds are defined as those
compounds explicitly excluded from the definition of “VOC” in 40 CFR 51.100(s).

. The Respondent shall not use any VOC solvents in the EXT1 line.

Within thirty (30) days from issuance of this Consent Order, the Respondent shall submit, to be
added to this Consent Order as an Addendum, a list of those compounds that were not
reformulated. The compounds included on this list will be considered “existing products” for
purpose of this Consent Ordér. Each of these product compounds should list the pounds of VOC
emitted per pound of product. Any product that is not an “existing product” but is later
manufactured by the Respondent will be considered a “new product” for purposes of this

Consent Order.

. Except for the process of blending product batches, the Respondent shall investigate the
feasibility of using non-VOC solvents in the manufacturing of any new, non-extruded products
developed subsequent to the effective date of this Consent Order. Where it 1s technically and
economically feasible, the Respondent shall use non-VOC solvents to manufacture new, non-

extruded products at the facility.

. The Respondent shall keep records documenting the investigation referenced in paragraph B.6
of this Consent Order for any new, non-extruded products manufactured at the facility. The
Respondent may use VOC solvent(s) to manufacture new, non-extruded products provided that
the VOC emitted is less than 0.006 pounds of VOC per pound of product, '

Except for in the process of batch blending, for any new, non-extruded products demonstrating
the need to use VOC solvents that will emit VOC emissions greater than 0.006 pounds of VOC
per pound of product, the Respondent shall submit a report detailing the technical and economic
issues of using non-VOC solvent(s) to the Department and the FPA and obtain the
Commissioner’s and the Administrator’s written approval prior to the use of such solvent(s).

. Within thirty (30) days from issuance of this Consent Order, the Respondent shall submit for the

“Commissioner’s and EPA’s review and written approval detailed methodology for determining
product based emission factors. Any change to the approved emission factors methodology that
is expected to increase emissions must be approved by the Commissioner and EPA in writing
prior to such change.




Sumitomd Bakelite North America, Inc. 4 Consent Order No, 8245

9. Record Keeping.

a. In accordance with §22a-174-32(g) of the Regulations, the Respondent shall make
and keep such records that are necessary to reliably calculate actual monthly and
annual emissions for the subjected lines in order to demonstrate compliance with
paragraphs B.1.a and B.1.b of this Consent Order. Such records shall be created for
each calendar month and each consecutive 12-month period by keeping the following
daily information, segregated by process line, in 1-8 below:

Description of solvent, including name and density (#/gal).
Volume of solvent used in gallons. '

VOC content by weight (# VOC/gal) of solvent used.

Water and exempt VOC content by weight of material used.
Non-volatile content by volume and by weight of material used.
Quantity of products in pounds.

VOC ermissions in pounds and tons.

Product name and production date.

I R

b. On or before December 31 of each year and in accordance with the approved method
referenced in paragraph B.8 of this Consent Order, the Respondent shall review and
verify all emission factors used, including for new products, to calculate the facility’s
VOC emissions. The Respondent shall keep records documenting the review and
study for each derived emission factor,

c. Respondent shall keep each record required by this Consent Order at the premisé for
five years after the date that such record is made and shall make these records
available to the Commissioner and/or EPA upon request.

10. Reporting Requirements. Respondent shall submit to the Commissioner an annual VOC
emissions summary report using records made in accordance with paragraph B.9. of this
Consent Order. The report shall contain the annual emission of VOCs, expressed in tons per
year. The emissions shall be reported for each and every month and each and every consecutive
12-month period, which ended during the previous calendar yeat, expressed as a twelve-month
aggregate, The report shall be submitied to the Commissioner on or before March 1% of every
calendar year. The reports shall be sent to the: o '

DEP Bureau of Air Management
Compliance Analysis and Coordination Unit
79 Elm Street, 5 floor

Hartford, CT 06106-5127

11. Full compliance. Respondent shall not be considered in full compliance with this Consent
Order until all actions required by this Consent Order have been completed as approved and to
the Commissicner’s satisfaction.
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12.

13.

14.

Approvals. Respondent shall use best efforts to submit to-the Commissioner all documents
required by this Consent Order in a complete and approvable form. If the Commissioner notifies
Respondent that any document or other action is deficient, and does not approve it with
conditions or modifications, it is deemed disapproved, and Respondent shall correct the
deficiencies and resubmit it within the time specified by the Commissioner or, if no time is
specified by the Commissioner, within 30 days of the Commissioner's notice of deficiencies. In
approving any document or other action under this Consent Order, the Commissioner may
approve the document or other action as submitted or performed or with such conditions or
modifications as the Commissioner deems necessary to carry out the purposes of this Consent
Order. Nothing in this paragraph shall excuse noncompliance or delay. '

Definitions. As used in this Consent Order, "Commissioner” means the Commissioner or a
representalive of the Commissioner.

Dates. The date of “issuance” of this Consent Order is the date the Consent Order is deposited
in the U.S. mail or personally delivered, whichever is earlier. The date of submission (o the
Commissioner of any document required by this Consent Order shall be the date such document
is received by the Commissioner. The date of any notice by the Commissioner under this
Consent Order, including but not Hmited to notice of approval or disapproval of any document
or other action, shall be the date such notice is deposited in the U.S. mail or is personally
delivered, whichever is earlier. Except as otherwise specified in this Consent Order, the word
"day" as used in this Consent Order means calendar day. Any document or action which is
required by this Consent Order to be submitted or performed by a date which falls on a

| Saturday, Sunday or a Connecticut or federal holiday shall be submitted or performed by the

i5.

16.

next day which is not a Saturday, Sunday or Connecticut or federal holiday.

Certification of documents. Any document, including but not limited to any notice, which is
required to be submifted to the Commissioner under this Consent Order shall be signed by
Respondent or, if Respondent is not an individual, by Respondent’s chief executive officer or a
duly authorized representative of such officer, as those terms are defined in §22a-430-3(b}(2) of
the Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies, and by the individual(s) responsible for actually
preparing such document, and Respondent or Respondent’s chief executive officer and each
such individual shall certify in writing as follows: "I have personally examined and am familiar
with the information submitted in this docurnent and all attachmenits thereto, and I certify, based
on reasonable investigation, including my inquiry of those individuals responsible for obtaining
the information, that the submitted information is true, accurate and complete to the best of my
knowledge and belief. I understand that any false statement made in the submitted information
is punishable as a criminal offense under §53a-157b of the Connecticut General Statutes and any

other applicable law."

Noncompliance. This Consent Order is a final order of the Commissioner with respect to the
matters addressed herein, and is nonappealable and immediately enforceable. Failure to comply
with this Consent Order may subject Respondent to an injunction and penalties.
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17

18.

19.

21,

24,

False statements. Any false statement in any information submitted pursuant to this Consent
Order is punishable as a criminal offense under §53a-157b of the Connecticut General Statutes

and any other applicable law.

Notice of transfer; liability of Respondent. Until Respondent has fully complied with this
Consent Order, Respondent shall notify the Commissioner in writing no later than 15 days after
transferring all or any portion of the facility, the operations, the site or the business which is the
subject of this Consent Order or after obtaining a new mailing or location address. Respondent’s
obligations under this Consent Order shall not be affected by the passage of title to any property

to any other person or municipality.

Commissioner's powers. BExcept as provided hereinabove with respect to payment of civil
penalties, nothing in this Consent Order shall affect the Commissioner's authority to institute -
any proceeding or take any other action to prevent or abate violations of law, prevent or abate
pollution, recover costs and natural resource damages, and to impose penalties for past, present,
or future violations of law. If at any time the Commissioner determines that the actions taken by
Respondents pursuant to this Consent Order have not successfully corrected all violations, fully
characterized the extent or degree of amy pollution, or successfully abated or prevented
pollution, the Commissioner may institute any proceeding to require Respondents to undertake
further investigation or further action to prevent or abate violations or pollution.

. Respondent’s obligations under law. Nothing in this Consent Order shall relieve Respondent of

other obligations under applicable federal, state and local law.

No assurance by Commissioner. No provisi'on of this Consent Order and no action or inaction
by the Commissioner shall be construed to constitute an assurance by the Commissioner that the
actions taken by Respondent pursuant to this Consent Order will result in compliance and abate

pollution.

. Access to site. Any representative of the Department of Environmental Protection and the U.S.

Environmental Protection Agency may enter the facility without prior notice for the purposes of
monitoring and enforcing the actions required or allowed by this Consent Order.

. No effect on rights of other persons. This Consent Order neither creates nor affects any rights of

persons or municipalities that are not parties to this. Consent Order.

Notice to Commissioner of changes. Within 15 days of the date Respondent become aware of a
change in any information submitted to the Commissioner under this Consent Order, or that any
such information was inaccurate or misleading or that any relevant information was omitted,
Respondent shall submit the correct or omitted information to the Commissioner.

. Notification of noncompliance. In the event that Respondent becomes aware that it did not or

may not comply, or did not or may not comply on time, with any requirement of this Consent
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26.

Order or of any document required hereunder, Respondent shall immediately notify by
telephone the individual identified in the next paragraph and shall take all reasonable steps to
ensure that any noncompliance or delay is avoided or, if unavoidable, is minimized to the
greatest extent possible. Within five (5) days of the initial notice, Respondent shall submit in
writing the date, time, and duration of the noncompliance and the reasons for the noncompliance
or delay and propose, for the review and written approval of the Commissioner, dates by which
compliance will be achieved, and Respondent shall comply with any dates which may be
approved in writing by the Commissioner. Notification by Respondent shall not excuse
noncompliance or delay, and the Commissioner's approval of any compliance dates proposed
shall not excuse noncompliance or delay unless specifically so stated by the Commissioner in
writing. Any written approval of noncompliance by the Commissioner pursuant to the terms of
this order shall operate solely as a matter of state law.

Submission of documents. Any document required to be submitted to the Commissioner under
this Consent Order, unless otherwise specified in this Consent Order or in writing by the

Commissioner, shall be directed to:

Compliance Analysis and Coordination Unit
Department of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Air Management

79 Elm Street

Hartford, Connecticut 06106-5127
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Respondent consents to the issuance of this Consent Order without further notice.

Sumitomo Bakelite North America, Inc.

Signature:

Type Name: |BARBARA A. OLSON

Type Title:  DIRECTOR MANUFACTURING &TECHNOLOGY
Date: Q«fz_,oé, :

Issued as a final order of the Commissioner of Environmental Protection.

A\ﬂ/f\/ %C% ][ 26
ﬂ Gina McCarthy Date
Commissioner

CITY OF MANCHESTER

LAND RECORDS .

MAILED CERTIFIED MAIL,
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
Certified Document No. =___




STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

STATE OF CONNECTICUT

AND CONSENT ORDER NO. 8268

— e e et e

CYRO INDUSTRIES

CONSENT ORDER

A With the agreement of CYRO Industries (*Respondent”} the
Commissioner of FEnvironmental Protection ("Commissioner") finds
the following:

1. Regpondent is a wholly owned subsidiary of Degussa
Corporation that produces acrylid¢ polymer materials at South
Cherry Street in Wallingford, Connecticut (“facility®).

2. The Respondent hag operated the facility since November 2005.
3. ‘At the facility, the Respondent operates the following

processes: '

A, Raw Material Storage Tanks/Vessels

B. Monomer Preparation

C. Polymer Production

D. G@Grafted Rubber Preparation

E. Soclvent Recovery Operations

F. Dye Preparation

G. ©Post Celor Operations

H. Eguipment leaks and fugitive emigsions

4. Respondent formerly operated the facility as a joint venture
with Cytec Industries. At that time Cytec Industries was
responsible for environmental compliance assurance activities
at the facilitvy.

5. Cytec Industries acquired the facility in 1994 from American
Cyvanamid Company. '

6. In or arvound 1986, aAmerican Cyanamid operated egquipment at
the facility that emitted greater than 100 tons of volatile
organic compounds.

7. Section 22a-174-20(ee) of the Regulations of Connecticut.
State Agenciles {("RCSA") requilred American (yanamid to
implement "Reasonably Available Control Technology" ("RACT")
for volatile organic compound ("VOC") emissions. In
‘accordance with Section 22a-174-20(ee) of the RCSA, the
Department issued Order #8012, which specified RACT for VOC
emisgions from American Cyanamid's facility.

{ Printed on Recycled Paper) =
79 Elm Street ° Hartford, CT 06i06- 3127
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

When Cytec Industries acqguired the facility, it continued to
operate the same emissions units that were subject to the RACT
requirements of Order #8012. Similarly, the emissions units
that are now operated by the Respondent were subjeclt to the
RACT requirements cof Order {#8012.

Pursuant to the memorandum entitled "Once-in/Always-in"
Requirement for Applicability (dated August 23, 1990 and
issued by the U.5. Environmental Protection Agency), once
emissions from an emission unit exceed the applicability
cutoff fer a particular VOC regulation {e.g. Section 22a-174-
20{ee) of the RCSA) that emission unit is always subject to
the control requirements of the regulation.

The emissions units, which were formerly owned and operated by
American Cyanamid, that are currently owned and operated by
the Respondent, are subject to RACT for VOC emissions in
accordance with Section 22a-174-20(ee) of the RCSA. However,
the Respondent 1s not a party to Consent Order #8012 and is
therefcre not subject to the requirements of Consent Order
#8012. '

On November 18, 1993, Section 22a-174-20(ee) of the RCSA was
amended to state that sources subject to RACT in accordance

with Section 22a-174-20(ee) shall implement RACT pursuant to
Section 22a-174-32 of the RCSA.

The Regpondent must implement RACT for VOC emissions, 1in
accordance with Section 222-174-32 of the RCSA from those
emission units that were formerly owned by American Cyvanamid.

Tc ensure that the State of Connecticut maintains its progress
towards attainment of the Natiocnal Ambient Air Quality
Standards for Ozcne, the level of VOC emission control
determined as RACT for the Regpondent must be at least as
stringent as the level of VOC emission control reguired of

S American Cyanamid.

In accordance with Subsection 22a-174-32{(d) of the RCSA, the
Respondent submitted a VOC RACT Compliance Plan describing its
production processes, lts emission units, the associated
uncontrolled emissions and a proposgsal to use a VOC capture and
recovery device, an activated carbon adsorption unit, to
control emissions of VOC.
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B. The Commissioner, acting under Sections 22a-6, 22a-171, 22a-174,
22a-177, and 22a-178 of the Connecticut General Statutes, orders

the Respondent as follows:

1.

FhdD QT w

The Respondent shall not place, store, or hold in any
statlonary storage vessel with a capacity between 100 gallons
and 10,000 gallons, any volatile organic compounds with a
vapor pressure of 0.40 pounds per square inch or greater under.
actual storage conditions unless such vessel is either:

a. Equipped with a permanent submerged fill pilpe with a -
discharge point eighteen inches or less from the bottom of
the storage vegsel, or

b. Equipped with a pressure/vacuum conservation vent to
minimize evaporation of tank contents.

The Regpondent shall not place, store, or hold in any
stationary storage vessel with a capacity egual to or greater
than 10,000 gallons, any volatile organic compounds with a
vapor pressure of .40 pounds per sguare inch or greater under
actual storage conditions unless such wvessel is either:

a. Eguipped with a vapor recovery system that collects all
volatile organic compound vapors and gases discharged from
the - tank and a wvapor return or dispogal system that is
designed to process such vapors sco as to reduce their
emisgsion to the atmosphere by at least 95% by weight.

L. Other eguipment capable of achieving emissions reductions
equivalent tc thosge required in accordance with Paragraph
R.2.a of this Consent Order '

At all times, the Respondent shall operate and maintain a vVOC
capture and recovery device or devices, which shall
continually achieve, at least, an 85% reduction in
uncontrolled emissions from the followlng processes:

Monomer Preparation -

Polymer Production

Grafted Rubber Preparation

Solvent Recovery Operationg

Dyve Preparation

Post Color COperation

The Respondent ghall not allow VOC emissions freom the VOC
capturs and recovery device(sg) to exceed 10% of the mass of
VOC entering the control system.

Leak Detection and Repair (LDAR): Notwithstanding, the
provisions of PRaragraph 22a-174-~20(x) (2) of the RCSA and
Subparagraph 22a-174-20(x) (13) (A) of the RCSA, the Respondent
shall perform LDAR activities in accordance with either '
Subsections 22a-174-20{x) (3) - 228-174-20(x) {13) (F} of the
RCSA or applicable TDAR standards set forth in Parts 61 or 63
of Title 40 of the Ccde of Federal Regulations; whichever is
more stringent. '
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5. Operations and Maintenance Plan: Within ninety {90) days
after the issuance of this consent order, the Respondent shall
submit, for the Commissicner's review and written approval, an

"Operations and Maintenance Plan for the equipment reguired in
Paragraph B.2 of this consent order and the VOC capture and
recovery devices required in Paragraph B.3 of this consent
order. Such plan ghall include, but not ke limited to the
following: Operating procedures, parameters to be monitored
to Iindicate compliance with the requirements of Paragraphs B.2
and B.3 of this Consent Order, acceptable ranges of wvalues for
the parameters to be monitcred, the monitoring freguency, a
description of the schedule of adsorption medla regeneration
or solvent recovery cvcles, a schedule of periodic maintenance
eventg, and operator training. The Respondent shalil cperate
and maintain the VOC capture and recovery devices required in
Paragraphs B.2 and B.3 in accordance with the approved

' Operaticns and Mailntenance Plan and Paragraphs B.2 and B.3 of
this Consent Order. Prior to implementing any change tc the
Operations and Maintenance Plan that may ihcrease emissions or
reduce the overall control efficiency of the devices required
in Paragraphs B.2 and B.3, the Respondent shall submit such
changes to the Commigsioner and the US EPA, in writing, and
obtain written approval from both the Commissioner and the US

EPA.

6. Emissions Calculation Methodology: Within ninety (90) days
after the date of issuance of this Consent Order, the
Respondent sghall submit a detailed emission calculation
document which shall describe the methods used to calculate
actual emissions from all the VCC-Emitting processes operated
at the facility. The emisgssions calculation document shall be
subject to the review and written approval of the
Commissicner. The document ghall provide references for any
emissions models used, the data inputs for any such model, a
listing of emissions factors used, and the sourcesg of any
emissions factors used. The Respondent shall calculate and
record emissiong in accordance with the emissions calculation
document approved by the Commissioner and the US EPA. The
Respondent shall not alter the method of calculating emissions
until the Respondent submits the alteration to the
Commissgioner and the US EPZ, in writing, and obtains the
Commissioner's and the US EPA's approval of the alteration in

writing.

7. Record Keeping and Reporting. The Regpondent shall make and
keep records of the following:

A, All manufacturer's literature, operating manuals, and
warranty information pertaining to VOC capture and
recovery device(s),

B. Material Safety Data Sheets for all raw materials that
result in the emission of Volatile Organic Ceompounds
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A log of all maintenance and repair events performed on
VO capture and recovery devices specified in Paragraphs
B.2 and B.3, which shall include: a description of the
event, the date the event occurred, and a list of parts
repalred and or replaced during the event.

In accordance with the fregquency specified in the
Operations and Maintenance Plan that is approved in
accordance with Paragraph B.5 of this Congent Order, the
Respondent shall record all control device operating
parameters specified in the Operations and Maintenance
Plan.

211 pericds of operations during which the control device
operating parameters deviate from the acceptable ranges
in the Respondents' approved Operationg and Maintenance
plan while the processes described in Paragraph A.3 are
operating.

Control device gperating hours, including date and time.
Such records shall also distinguish between pericds of
solvent adsorption and adgorption media regeneration.

An up-to-date diagram of the facility indicating the
emission units that are directly controlled by "the VOC
capture and recovery devices specified in Paragraphs B.2
and B.3.

For the purposes of determining actual monthly and annual
emisgions of VOC from this facility, the monthly guantity
of each virgin, VOC-containing raw material and the
monthly gquantity of each recycled/recovered raw material
added to the processes described in Paragraph B.3

The Respondent shall make and keep records of LDAR
activities in accordance with the LDAR provisiohs
prescribed in Paragraph B.4 of this order.

On or before the 15 day of each month, for each of the
processes described in Paragraph B.3 of this consent
order, the Respondent shall calculate and record the

following:

i. total emissions of VOC discharged during the
previous calendar month,

ii. the total emissions of VOC discharged during thes
period of twelve-consecutive months ending with
the previous month. '

The Respondent shali maintain all records required by this
consent order for a period of no less than 5 years from the

date

of recording and shall make such records available to the

Commisgioner or the US EPA upon request.
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8. Emissiong testing. The Respondent shall perform stack

emisgiong testing to evaluate the performance of the VOC
capture and recovery device(s)regquired pursuant to Paragraph
B.3 of this Consent Order in accordance with Secticn 22a-174-5
of the RCSA and the following:

a.

Within 180 days of the date of issuance of this consent
order, the Respondent ghall submit an Intent-to-Tesgt
(ITT) package consisting of an ITT form (Form . AE404) and
a test protecol describing the performance of emissions

‘testing to evaluate the performance of the VOC caplture

and recovery device(s) to ensure compliance with
Paragragh B.3. The test protocol shall be consistent
with the Bureau's Emissicon Source Test Guideline
specifying the test methedology to be foliowed and the
conditions under which the facility and VOC capture and
recovery device(s) will be operated. The protocol shall
provide a detaililed analysis of the product types and
corresponding preduction rates that result in the
maximum hourly VOC emigsilong from the processes
described in Paragraph B.3. EHEmissiong testing shall be
performed using products and production rates that
correspond to no lesge than 90% of the maximum hourly VOC
emissions from each process. All proposed test methods
must comply with appropriate Federal test methods or
other methods acceptable te the Commisgioner and the US
EPA. The ITT package must demonstrate compliance with
applicable requirements of the Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) Title 40 Parts 51, 60 and 61. The
Bureau and the US EPA must approve any propoesged test
methods that deviabte from thosgse specified in thess
regulations prior to stack testing. All gsampling ports
shall be installed and located in compliance with 40 CFR
Part 60 Appendix A, Method 1. Final plans showing the
location of all sampling ports shall be submitted with
the ITT package.

The Respondent shall. respond to any inguiry or notice of

deficiency from the Commissioner or her agent regarding
the ITT package within thirty (30} days of the
Respondent's receipt of said notice.

Not more than ninety (90) days after receiving the
approval of the Commissioner or her designee regarding
the ITT package, the Respondent shall complete emissions
testing in accordance with the approved ITT package.

The Respondent shall contact the Bureau of Alr
Management's Source Monitoring Group to schedule a date
and time that would allow the Commigsioner or her
designee to witness the emissions Leslts.

Not more than gsixty (60} days after the completion of
the emissions tests, the Respondent shall submit a
written report providing the resulis of the emlssions

tests.
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10.

11.

e, Respondent shall respond to any ingquiry or notice of
deficliency from the Commissioner or her agent regarding
the report within fifteen (15) days of the Regpondent's
receipt of said notice.

f. Respondent shall repeat emissionsg testing, such that no
less than two programs of emissions testing are
performed during each span of five consecutive calendar
vears from the date of the initial test performed in
accordance with this order. The Resgpondent shall allow,
at least, 730 days between the conduct of each program
of emissions tests. At least 120 dayg prior to the
anticipated due date of the test, the Respondent shall
submit an ITT packages that conforms to the regquirements
of Subparagraph B.5.a. Regarding the performance of
repeat emigslon testing, the Regpondent shall act in
accordance with Subparagraphs B.5.b-B.5.e of this
consent order with respect to the submission of each ITT
Package pursuant to this subparagraph.

Replacement of Cthe VOC capture and recovery device{g): The
Respondent shall notify the Department in writing of plans to
replace VOC capture and recovery device({s) not less than 180 days
prior to the date planned for the replacement, unless such
replacement is due to a catastrophic failure or the control system
is destroyed by some act other than negligent operaticn. The
replacement shall not occur unless the Respondent demonstrates, to
the Commissioner's satisfaction, that the design of the replacement
gystem should result in emisgsiong reductions that are at least
eguivalent to the requirements of Paragraphs B.3 of this consent

order.

Emigsion Contrcl and/or Monitoring System Malfunctionsg: In the
event of a malfunction of the VOC capture and recovery device(s) or
any associated parametric monitoring systems, the Respondent shall
comply with the provisions of Section 22a-174-7 of the RCSA.

Full Compliance. Respondent shall not be considered in full

compliance with this Consgent Order until all actiong recuired by
this Consent Crder have been completed as approved and to the
Commissioner’s satisfaction.
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12.

13.

14.

15.

Approvals. Respondent shall use best efforts to submit te the
Cormigssioner all documents reguired by this Consent Order in a
compiete and approvable form. If the Commissioner nctifies
Respondent that any document or other action is deficient, and does
not approve it with conditions or modifications, it is deemed
disapproved, and Respondent shall correct the deficiencies and
resubmit it within the time specified by the Commissioner ox, i1f no
time is specified by the Commissioner, within 30 days of the
Commissioner's notice of deficilencies. In approving &ny document
or other action under this Consent Order, the Commissioner may
approve the document or other action as submitted or performed or
with such conditions or modifications as the Commissioner deems
necegsary to carry out the purposes of this Consent Order. Nothing
in this paragraph shall excuse noncompliance or delay.

Definitions. As used in this Consent Order, "Commissioner" means
the Commissioner or a representative of the Commissioner. The date
of “issuance” of this Consent Order ig the date the Consent Crder
is deposited in the U.S. maill cr persconally delivered, whichever isg

earlier.

Dates. The date of submission Lo the Commizsioner of any document
required by this Consent Order shall be the date such document is
received by the Commissioner. The date of any notice by the 7
Commiggioner under this Consent Order, including but not limited to
notice of approval or disapproval of any document or other acticn,
shall be the date such notice is deposited in the U.S. mail or is
perscnally delivered, whichever is earlier. Except as otherwise
specified in this Consent Order, the word "day" as used in this
Congent COrder means calendar day. Any document or action which isg
required by thig Consent Order to be submitted or performed by a
date which falls on a Saturday, Sunday or a Connecticut cr federal
holiday shall be submitted or performed by the next day which is
not a Saturday, Sunday or Connecticut or federal holiday.

Certification of documents. Any document, incliuding but not
limited to any notice, which is required to be submitted to the
Commissioner under this Consent Order shall be signed by Respendent
or, if Respondent is not an -individual, by Respondent’s chief
executive officer or a duly authorized representative of such
officer, ag those terms are defined in §22a-430-3 (b) (2) of the
Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies, and by the individual (s)
responsible for actually preparing such document, and Respondent or
Respondent’s chief executive officer and each such individual shall
certify in writing as follows:

"T have personally examined and am familiar with the
information submitted in this document and all attachments
thereto, and I certify, based on reasonable investigaticn,
including my inguiry of those individuals respensible for
obtaining the information, that the submitted information is
true, accurate and complete to the best of my knowledge and
belief. I understand that any false statement made in the
submitted information is punishable as a criminal offense
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16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

under §53a-157b of the Connecticut General Statutes and any
other applicable law."

Noncompliance. This Consent Order is a final order of the
Commissioner with respect to the matters addressed herein, and is
nonappealable and immediately enforceable. Failure to comply with
this Consent Order may subject Respondent to an injunction and

penalties.

' False statements. Any false sgtatement in any information submitted

pursuant to this Consent Order is punishable as a criminal offense
under §53a-157b of the Connecticut General Statutes and any other

applicable law.

Notice of transfer; liability of Respondent. Until Respondent has
fully complled with this Consent Order, Respondent ghall notify the
Commissiocner in writing no later than 15 days after transferring
2ll or any portion of the facility, the operations, the gite or the
business which i1g the subiject of this Consent Order or after
cbhtaining ‘a new mailing or location address. Respondent’'s
cbligations under this Congent Order shall not be affected by the
passage of title to any property to any other person or
municipality.

Commissioner's powers. Nothing in this Consent Crder shall affect
the Commissioner's authority to institute any proceeding or take
any other action to prevent or abate violations of law, prevent or
abate pollution, recover costs and natural resource damages, and to
impose penalties for past, present, or future violations of law.

Tf at any time the Commissioner determines that the actions taken
by Respondent pursuant to this Consent Order have not guccegsfully
corrected all violationg, fully characterized the extent or degree
of any pelluticn, or successfully abated or prevented pollution,
the Commissioner may institute any proceeding to reguire Respondent
to undertake further investigation or further action Lo prevent or

abate Violations or pollution.

Respondent's obligations under law. Nothing in this Consent Order
shall relieve Respondent of other obligations under appllcable
federal, state and local law.

No assurance by Commissioner. No provision of this Consent Order

‘and no actlon or inaction by the Commissioner shall be construed to

constitute an assurance by the Commissioner that the actions taken
by Respondent pursuant to this Consent Order will result in
compliance or abate pollution.

Access to facility. Any representative of the Department of
Environmental Protection and the Envirocnmental Protection Agency
may enter the fac1llty withHout prior notice for the purposes of
monitoring and enforcing the actions required or allowed by this

Consent Order.
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23.

24.

25.

26.

No effect on rights of other perscns. This Consent Crder neither
creates nor affects any rights of persons or municipalities that
are not parties to this Consent Order.

Notice to Commigsioner of changes. Within 15 dayvs of the date
Respondent becomes aware of a change in any information submitted
to the Commissioner under this Conmsent Order, or that any such
information was inaccurate or misgleading or that any relevant
information was omitted, Respondent shall submit the correct or
omitted information to the Commissioner.

Notification of noncompliance. In the event that Respondent
becomes aware that it did not or may not comply, or did not or may
not comply on time, with any requirement of this Consent Order or
of any document reguired hereunder, Respondent shall immediately
notify by telephone the individual identified in the next paragraph
and ghall take all reascnable steps to ensure that any
noncompliance or delay is avoided or, if unavoidable, is minimized
to the greatest extent possible. Within five (5) days of the
initial notice, Respondent shall submit in writing the date, time,
and duration of the noncompliance and the reasons for the
noncompliance or delay and propose, for the review and written
approval of the Commissioner, dates by which compliance will be
achieved, and Respondent shall comply with any dates which may be
approved in writing by the Commissioner. Notification by
Respondent shall not excuse noncompliance or delay, and the
Commissioner's approval cf any compliance dates proposed shall not
excuse noncompliance or delay unless specifically so stated by the
Commissioner in writing. Any writlLen approval of ncncompliance by
the Commissioner pursuant to the terms of this order shall operate
solely: ag a matter of state law.

Submigsion of documents. Any document required to be submitted to
the Commissicner under this Consent Order shall, unless otherwise
spacified in this Comsent Order or in writing by the Commissioner,
be directed to:

: Supervisor
Department of Environmental Protection
BUREAU OF AIR MANAGEMENT
Compliance Analysis Ceoordination Unit
79 Elm Street
Hartford, Connectilicut 06106-5127
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Respondent consents to the issuance of this Consent Order without further
notice. The undersigned certifies that he/she is fully authorized to
enter into this Consent Order and to legally bind the Respondent to the
terms and conditions of the Consent Order.

CYRO Industries

- BY: /53%4;%%§&pbmmw/

LTDEARD A OS5

(Print Name)

PLAnT pAAG-2/2
{(Title)

NN SN
Date

Iss d as a final order of the Commissioner of Environmental Protection.

M‘f% Y

dina McCarthy Date
“ommissioner

TOWN OF WALLINGFORD LAND RECORD
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

STATE OF CONNECTICUT ) ORDER NO. 8270
) .
vs. )
)
CURTIS PACKAGING CORPORATION )
CONSENT ORDER

A. With the agreement of Curtis Packaging Corporation ("Respondent”), the Commissioner of Environmental
Protection ("Commissioner") finds the following:

L.

The Respondent manufactures custom designed paperboard and cardboard packaging at 44 Berkshire Road,
Newtown, Connecticut (“facility”).

At the facility, the Respondent maintains and operates three (3) Sheet-fed Offset Lithographic Printing
Presses (“‘printing presses”), a Varimat Press No. 29, a Rapida Model 130A-7 and a Harris Model LVE-
121. The Varimat Press No. 29 was constructed and began operating in March 2004. The Rapida Model
130A-7 press was constructed and began operating in 1999. The Harris Model LVF-121 press was

constructed and began operating in 1980.

The presses use ultra-violet cured (“UV”) inks, fountain solutions and cleaning solvents. The inks, fountain
solutions and cleaning solvenis contain volatile organic compounds (“VOC”). :

Pursuant to Section 22a-174-32 of the Regulations of the Connecticut Saie Agencies (“Regulations”),
subject premises with potential VOC emissions greater than fifty (50) tons per year are subject to the
provisions in Section 22a-174-32 of the Regulations. '

In 2002, the Respondent reported that the facility had actnal YOC emissions greater than fifty (50) tons per
year since December 31, 1995; therefore the Respondent is subject to the provisions of Section 22a-174-32

of the Regulations.

Pursuant to Section 22a-174-32(¢) of the Regulations, the Respondent is required to recluce the facility’s
VOC emissions by implementing one of the Reasonably Available Control Technology methods specified

in Sections 22a-174-32(e)(1)-(6) of the Regulations.

Pursuant to Section 22a-174-32(e)(6) of the Regulations, the Respondent submitted a VOC RACT
Compliance Plan, specifically, an Alternative Compliance Plan (“ACP”) on December 17, 2002. On Jure
28, 20006, the Respondent submitted a supplemental plan for the Commissioner’s review and approval.

‘The December 17, 2002 VOC RACT plan and supplemental plan have been reviewed ancf are hereby

approved by the Commissioner with the conditions specified in paragraph B of this Consent Order.

( Printed on Recycled Paper)
79 Elm Street ¢ Harlford, CT 06106 - 5127
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9. According to the Respondent’s plans:

a. In June 2002, the Respondent reformulated by replacing afcohol additives in fountain solutions with
non-alcohol additives and conventional oil-based inks with UV cured inks and eliminated high VOC
containing cleaning solvents at the facility.

b. As aresult of the above reformulating efforts, the facility’s VOC emissions were reduced from 61.2
tons per year to 12.3 tons per year.

¢. The installation of additional control equipment is technically or economically infeasible.

d. RACT for the facility should reflect the VOC emissions reduction that resulted from reformulating.

B. The Commissioner, acting under Sections 22a-0, 22a-171, 22a-174, 22a-177 and 22a-178 of the Connecticut
General Statutes, orders the Respondent as follows:

- .

1. Fountain Selution and Inks Requirements: The Respondent shall:

a.

C.

Use only alcohol substitute fountain solution on the printing presses. For purpose of this Consent
Order, “alcohol substitute” means any non-alcohol additive that contains VOCs and is used in the

fountain solution.

Limit the VOC concentration in the alcohol substitute fountain sotution, to 5% or less by weight, -
as applied.

Use UV cured inks or inks with a VOC content of 1% or less by weight.

2. Cleaning Solution Requirements: The Respondent shall:

d.

b.

Transport and store the cléaning solutions in tightly covered containers.

Place cleaning rags used in conjunction with the cleaning solutions in tightly covered containers
for collection and proper disposal or recycling.

Use cleaning solution containing no more than 30% VOC, by Weight, or having a VOC
compostte partial pressure of 10 mmHg or less at 20°C (68°F).

3. Testing and Record Keeping Requirements: The Respondent shall:

a.

¥

Submit within thirty (30) days of issuance of this Consent Order for the Commissioner’s and
EPA’s review and approval, a plan for testing to determine the VOC content, as applied, of all
fountain solutions, currently in use. The test plan shall include the methodology by which the
fountain solution is to be tested, a schedule for periodically testing the fountain solutions
currently in use, procedures of ensuring continual compliance with the VOC content limits of
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paragraph B.1.b of this consent order, and procedures for testing new fountain solution
formulations.

b. Conduct fountain solution tests in accordance with the approved test plan referenced in paragraph
B.3.a of this Consent Order.

¢. In accordance with Section 22a-174-32(g) of the Regulations, the Respondent shall make and
keep such records that are necessary to reliably calculate actual monthly and annual solvent usage
and VOC emissions at the facility. Records shall be made available to representatives of the
Department or EPA upon request. Such records shall be created for each calendar month and 12-

month period by keeping the following daily records:

i Identity, formulation (as determined by the manufacturer’s formulation data), VOC
content and quantity for each VOC containing material used, including but not limited to
isopropyl alcohol substitutes, fountain solution, inks and cleaning solution(s).

ii. = The percent of VOC by weight in thé fountain solution, as applied, whenever a new batch
of fountain solution is mixed or additives are added to an existing batch of the fountain

solution.

d. Make and keep records of each fountain solution test performed in accordance with paragraph
B.3.b of this Consent Order. Such records shall demonstrate compliance with paragraph B.1.b of

this Consent Order.

e. Keep each record required by this Consent Order at the premise for five years after the date that -
such record is made and make these records available to the Commissioner and/or EPA upon

request.

4. Pullcompliance. Respondent shall not be considered in full compliance with this Consent Order until ail
actions required by this Consent Order have been completed as approved and to the Commissioner’s
satisfaction. '

5. Approvals. Respondent shall use best efforts to submit to the Commissioner all documents required by
this Consent Order in a complete and approvable form. If the Commissioner notifies Respondent that
any document or other action is deficient, and does not approve it with conditions or modifications, it is
deemed disapproved, and Respondent shall correct the deficiencies and resubmit it within the time
specified by the Commissioner or, if no time is specified by the Commissioner, within 30 days of the
Commissioner's notice of deficiencies. In approving any document or other action under this Consent
Order, the Commissioner may approve the document or other action as submitted or performed or with
such conditions or modifications as the CSmmissioner deems necessary to carry out the purposes of this
Consent Order. Nothing in this paragraph shall excuse noncompliance or delay.

6. Definitions. As used in this Consent Order, "Commissioner” means the Commissioner or a
representative of the Commissioner.
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7. Dates. The date of “issuance” of this Consent Order is the date the Consent Order is deposited in the

U.S. mail or personally delivered, whichever is earlier. The date of*submission to the Commissioner of
any document required by this Consent Order shall be the date such decument is received by the

- Commissioner. The date of any notice by the Commissioner under this Consent Order, including but not

limited to notice of approval or disapproval of any document or other action, shall be the date such
notice is deposited in the U.S. mail or is personally delivered, whichever is earfier. Except as otherwise
specitfied in this Consent Order, the word "day" as used in this Consent Order means calendar day. Any
document or action which is required by this Consent Order to be submitted or performed by a date
which falls on a Saturday, Sunday or a Connecticut or federal holiday shall be submitted or performed by
the next day which is not a Saturday, Sunday or Connecticut or federal holiday.

Certification of documents. Any document, including but not limited to any notice, which is required to
be submitted to the Commissioner under this Consent Order shall be signed by Respondent or, if
Respondent is not an-individual, by Respondent’s chief executive officer or a duly authorized

representative of such officer, as those terms are defined in §22a-430-3(b)(2) of the Regulations of

Connecticut State Agencies, and by the individual(s) responsible for actually preparing such document,
and Respondent or Respondent s ch1ef executive officer and gach such individual shall certify in writing

as follows:

"I have personally examined and am familiar with the information submitted in this document and all
attachments thereto, and I certify, based on reasonable investigation, including my inquiry of those

~ individuals responsible for obtaining the information, that the submitted information is true, accurate and

10.

11

12.

complete to the best of my knowledge and belief. Iunderstand that any false statement made in the
submitted information is punishable as a criminal offense under §53a-157b of the Connecticut General

Statutes and any other applicable law."

Noncompliance. This Consent Order is a final order of the Commissioner with respect to the matters
addressed herein, and is nonappealable and 1mmed1ately enforceable. Failure to comply with thls

Consent Order may subject Respondent to an injunction and penalties.

False, Statements. Any false statement in any information submitted pursuant to this Consent Order is
punishable as a criminal offense under §53a-157b of the Connecticut General Statutes and any other

applicable law.

Nﬂnae.oitta.usfﬂ,jabﬂﬁgz_ofﬂespondem Until Respondent has fully complied with this Consent Order,

Respondent shall notify the Commissioner in writing no later than 15 days after transferring all or any
portion of the facility, the operations, the site or the business which is the subject of this Consent Order -
or after obtaining a new mailing or location address. Respondent’s obligations under this Consent Order
shall not be affected by the passage of title to any property to any other person or municipality.

Commissioner's powers. Except as provided hereinabove with respect to payment of civil penalties,
nothing in this Consent Order shall affect the Commissioner's authority to institute any proceeding or
talce any other action to prevent or abate violations of law, prevent or abate pollution, recover costs and
natural resource damages, and to impose penalties for past, present, or future violations of law. If at any
time the Commissioner determines that the actions taken by Respondent pursuant to this Consent Order
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13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

have not successfully corrected all violations, fully characterized the extent or degree of any pollution, or
successfully abated or prevented pollution, the Commissioner may institute any preceeding to require
Respondent to undertake further investigation or further action to prevent or abate violations or

pollution.

Respondent's ohligations under Jaw. Nothing in this Consent Order shall relieve Respondent of other

obligations under applicable federal, state and local law.

No assurance by Commissioner. No provision of this Consent Order and no action or inaction by the

Commissioner shall be construed to constitute an assurance by the Commissioner that the actions taken
by Respondent pursuant to this Consent Order will result in compliance.

Access to site. Any representative of the Department of Environmental Protection may enter the facility
without prior notice for the purposes of monitoring and enforcing the actions reqmred or allowed by this

Consent Order.,

hlo_cﬂ&cl_on_ﬂg!ﬂs_aﬂotbﬂnpmm This Consent Order neither creates nor affects any rights of persons

or municipalities that are not parties-to this Consent Order.

Notice to Commissioner of changes. Within 15 days of the date Respondent becomés aware of a change

in any information submitted to the Commissioner under this Consent Order, or that any such
information was inaccurate or misleading or that any relevant information was omitted, Respondent shall
submit the correct or omitted information to the Commissioner.

Naotification of noncaompliance. In the event that Respondent becomes aware that it did not or may not

comply, or did not or may not comply on time, with any requirement of this Consent Order or of any
document required hereunder, Respondent shall immediately notify by telephone the individual
identified in the next paragraph and shall take all reasonable steps to ensure that any noncompliance or
delay is avoided or, if unavoidable, is minimized to the greatest extent possible. Within five (5) days of
the initial notice, Respondent shall submit in writing the date, time, and duration of the noncompliance
and the reasons for the noncompliance or delay and propose, for the review and written approval of the
Commissioner, dates by which compliance will be achieved, and Respondent shall comply with any
dates which may be approved in writing by the Commissioner. Notification by Respondent shall not
excuse noncompliance or delay, and the Commissioner's approval of any compliance dates proposed
shall not excuse noncompliance or delay unless specifically so stated by the Commissioner in writing.

Submission of dociiments. Any document required to be submitted to the Commissioner under this
Consent Order shall, unless otherwise specified in writing by the Commissioner, be directed to:

Mr. Seng Phouthakoun
Department of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Air Management
Compliance and Field Operations Division

79 Elm Street
Hartford, Connecticut 06106-5127
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—

20. lanand_meraleblhly Respondents shall be jointly and severally liable for compliance with this
Consent Order.

Respondent consents to the issuance of this Consent Order without further notice.

Curtis Packaging Corporation

Siaure: (UL s VYA
Type Name: %/r'// cdet /i?&/c
Type Title:  \Jes020 Jic / %sz/g,u/
~Date: ﬂ/é@/ yd 2007

Issued as a final order of the Commissioner of Environmental Protection.
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