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“Complainant shall serve on the respondent [to an administrative penalty assessment
proceeding], or a representative authorized to receive service on the respondent’s behalf, a
copy of the signed original of the complaint, together with a copy of [the Consolidated
Rules].” Id. § 22.5(b)(1)(i).

“Where respondent is a domestic or foreign corporation . . . complainant shall serve an
officer, partner, a managing or general agent, or any other person authorized by
appointment or by Federal or State law to receive service of process.”

Id. § 22.5(b)(1)(ii)(A).

“Service shall be made personally, by certified mail with return receipt requested, or by
any reliable commercial delivery service that provides written verification of delivery.”
1d § 22.5(b)(1)().

“Service of the complaint is complete when the return receipt is signed.” Id. §22.7(c).
“Person includes any individual, partnership, association, corporation, and any trustee,
assignee, receiver or legal successor thereof; any organized group of persons whether
incorporated or not . . ..” Id. § 22.3(a).

The Consolidated Rules contemplate that “a corporation may designate under Federal or
State law either an individual or an entity such as a corporation as its agent for service of
process.” In re Peace Indus. Group (USA) Inc., CAA Appeal No. 16-01, 2016 EPA App.
LEXIS 56 at *34 (EAB Dec. 22, 2016) (Final Decision). Thus. Complainant “may serve a
corporation by sending the complaint . . . to the respondent's agent for service of process,
typically by mailing it to the address of record designated for that purpose.” Id. at 35
(ctting In re Jonway Motorcycle (USA) Co., Lid., CAA Appeal No. 14-03, at 8 n.13, 2014

EPA App. LEXIS 45 (EAB Nov. 14, 2014) (Default Order and Final Decision)).
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52.

shall be ordered unless the requested relief is clearly inconsistent with the record
of the proceeding or the Act.” /d. § 22.17(c).
d. “Any penalty assessed in the default order shall become due and payable by
respondent without further proceedings 30 days after the de»fault order becomes
final under § 22.27(c).” Id. § 22.17(d).
Complainant commenced this penalty assessment proceeding in accordance with
40 C.F.R. §§ 22.3, 22.13(a), and 22.14, when it filed the Complaint with the Hearing
Clerk on October 19, 2017.
Service of the complaint was complete on October 20, 2017, and no later than October 24,
2017.40 C.F.R. § 22.7(c); Peace Im?us. Group, at ¥43. Proof of service was made by
filing of the properly executed receipts with the Court on October 23, 2017 (one receipt)
and on October 26, 2017 (two receipts).
Spartan has not filed an answer to the Complaint as of the date of this Motion and
Complainant has not received one. The answer was due 30 days after service of the
Complaint. 40 C.F.R. § 22.15(a). Here, service was completed on October 20, 2017 and
again on October 24, 2017. Consequently, any answer was due no later than November
27,2017.
The facts above provide the Presiding Officer with an ample‘basis to find that default has
occurred based on Spartan’s failure to file a timely answer to the Complaint. 40 C.F.R.
§ 22.17(a). Complainant therefore moves the Presiding Officer to find that default has
occurred, and cbnsequently issue a default order akin to the Proposed Order at the close of

this Motion.
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Request for a Civil Penalty

“Where the motion [for a default order] requests the assessment of a penalty or the

imposition of other relief against a defaulting party, the movant must specify the penalty
or other relief sought and state the legal and factual grounds for the relief requested.”
40 C.F.R. § 22.17(b).
The Consolidated Rules authorize assessment of a penalty in the event of a default.

§ 22.27(b). Section 22.27(b) reads, in pertinent part, “If the respondent has defaulted, the
Presiding Officer shall not assess a penalty greater than that proposed in the . . . motion for
default....”
“The relief proposed in the complaint or the motion for default shall be ordered unless the
requested relief is clearly inconsistent with the record of the proceeding or the Act.”
Id. § 22.17(c).
This Motion specifies the penalties sought and the legal and factual grounds for these
penalties. Id. § 22.17(b). The requested relief is consistent with the record of this
proceeding and the CAA, so the Presiding Officer shall order the relief requested.
Id. § 22.17(c). Issuance of the Default Order requested here would resolve all outstanding
issues and claims in this proceeding, and would therefore constitute an initial decision. /d.
The penalties assessed by this initial decision would become due and payable by
Respondents without further proceedings 30 days after such decision becomes a final

order under 40 C.F.R. §§ 22.27(c), 22.17(c) and (d).
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penalty target figure. This figure is the preliminary deterrence amount, but with the
gravity component adjusted to reflect the violator’s degree of willfulness or negligence,
degree of cooperation or non-cooperation, and history of noncompliance. Finally, the
initial penalty target figure can be adjusted to account for unique factors, and such
adjustments yield the adjusted penalty target figure.

In cases involving uncertified vehicles or engines, the economic benefit component
reflects the benefit from delayed cost or avoided cost of compliance and is often calculated
using a “Rule of Thumb” estimate. Penalty Policy at 2-8. However, in cases involving the
sale of emission control defeat devices, a more appropriate calculation of economic
benefit, referred to as “beyond BEN benefit” or BBB, reﬂecté the benefits to a violator
“from business transactions that would not have occurred but for the illegal conduct . . . .”
Penalty Policy at 7. In such cases the economic benefit is based on the net profits made
from the improper transactions, i.e., the profits from the sale of illegal devices. /d. at 7.
To determine the gravity component, a base gravity figure is calculated according to
horsepower, then multiplied to reflect egregiousness (using a factor of 1 for minor
violations, 3.25 for moderate violations, or 6.5 for major violations), further increased by
0 —30% for failure to remediate, scaled down according to the number of vehicles, and
adjusted to reflect business size. Id. at 11-15.

As stated above, the CAA also requires EPA to consider “the effect of the penalty on the
violator’s ability to continue in business.” CAA §205(c)(2); 42 U.S.C. § 7524(c)(2). This
statutory factor is often referred to as a violator’s “ability to pay.” Penalty Policy at 27.
EPA has the burden of proof to show that it considered each of the CAA statutory factors.

Penalty Policy at 27, n. 13 (citing In re New Waterbury Ltd. 5 E.A.D. 529 (EAB 1994));
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65.

see also, Environmental Protection Agency Guidance on Evaluating a Violator’s Ability
to Pay a Civil Penalty in an Administrative Enforcement Action (Jun. 29, 2015) (“ATP

Policy™) at 2-3 (citing In re New Waterbury Lid., 5 E.A.D. at 538) available at

https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-06/documents/atp-penalty-evaluate-
2015.pdf (last visited February 6, 2018). EPA does not need to introduce specific evidence

as part of its prima facie case to show that a respondent has the ability to pay a penalty.

ATP Policy at 3 (quoting In re New Waterbury Ltd.). Rather, the EPA must show that it

considered each statutory factor and that the recommended penalty is supported by its
analysis of those factors. In re New Waterbury, 5 E.A.D. at 538. Furthermore, where the
EPA has limited information about the respondent’s financial condition when the
complaint is filed, “a respondent’s ability to pay may be presumed until it is put at issue
by a respondent.” ATP Policy at 3-4 (quoting In re New Waterbury Ltd., 5 E.A.D. at 541).
For purposes of this Motion, the facts alleged in the Complaint are deemed to be admitted
because default has occurred. 40 C.F.R. § 22.17(a). Based upon Spartan’s response to an
EPA information request, the Complaint alleges that Spartan manufactured, sold, offered
to sell or installed at least 5,000 Spartan Phalanx Flash Consoles (“Subject Components”)
that disable, defeat or render inoperative devices or elements of design installed on or in
Ford diesel model F250, 350, 450, and 550 pick-up trucks, which devices or elements of
design were installed in compliance with Title II of the CAA. Complaint 49 37-52. This
subjects Spartan to a civil penalty of not more than $3,750 for each Subject Component

that Spartan sold or introduced into commerce. Complaint 4 43.
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Factual Grounds for the Requested Civil Penalty
66. The requested civil penalty here is $4,154,805. Below is a narrative description of how
this amount was calculated.

Economic Benefit

67.  The economic benefit in this matter is based on Spartan’s estimated profit from sale of
products similar to the Subject Components. Use of profit to estimate economic benefit is
merited because sale of violative products would not have occurred but for the illegal
conduct. Penalty Policy at 7. Complainant does not have information on Spartan’s actual
profits earned by the sale of the Subject Components. Therefore, Complainant is using the
best estimate of profits currently available. Specifically, during Complainant’s
unsuccessful attempts to secure ability to pay documentation from Spartan (as described

more fully in paragraph 77, below), Spartan asserted that a reasonable estimate of its profit

was [N o ¢ross salcs, NN of ooss sales, and
— of gross sales for calendar years 2013, 2014 and 2015

respectively. App. 19. Thus, the total profit for all three years was _, and the
total grosAs sales for all three years was ||| |Gz Using this profit estimate the
Complainant calculated an average profit margin for these three years, in percent, as
_. Complainant then applied this’ percentage profit to
revenue information for the Subject Components obtained from Spartan’s response to an
EPA information request. Specifically, from January 2011 to April 2013 Spartan took in a

total of [l in revenue from selling [Jlij Subject Components. App. 20-26.°

> The Subject Components are listed as “Console Tuner 6.4D”; “Console Tuner 6.7D (where “D”
“indicates “dealer” pricing); “Console Tuner (or “Tuner”) 6.4R” (where “R” indicates “retail
pricing”); “Console Tuner 6.7R”; and “Packages.”
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estimate of a 350 horsepower vehicle (e.g., base power of the 2008 and newer model year

Ford F250 diesel truck series) results in a base per-vehicle penalty of $3,850. ¢

HP $/HP Total
First 10 HP | $80 $800
Second 90 HP $20 $1,800
Next 250 HP $5 $1,250
Base Per-Vehicle $3,850
Penalty
71. The base per-vehicle penalty is then adjusted to reflect the egregiousness of the violations.

As alleged in the Complaint, testing of a Ford diesel truck with a Subject Component
installed in accordance with Spartan’s instructions and operating in “race mode” caused
emission of oxides of nitrogen (“NOx”) to increase over 30,000 percent (300-fold),
emissions of non-methane hydrocarbons (“NMHCs”) to increase over 100,000 percent
(1,000-fold), and emissions of particulate matter (“PM”) to increase over 3,700 percent
(37-fold). Complaint § 48; App. 32-38 at 38. Thus, a 6.5-fold increase to the base per-
vehicle amount for “major” violations is appropriate given the massive potential excess
emissions EPA has documented. This results in a base per-vehicle amount adjusted for

gravity of $3,850 x 6.5 = $25,025.

6 Since the actual original equipment manufacturer horsepower ratings of some of the affected
vehicles is up to 14% higher than that used in Complainant’s calculation (i.e. 400 horsepower)
(App. 27), and because Spartan’s Subject Components are designed to increase horsepower of
the affected vehicles by up to 50% (i.e. an increase of up to 175 horsepower) (App. 30-31),
Complainant is being conservative in calculating the gravity component.
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October 24, 2017
Shipper A43F82
Page 1 of 1

i...N: DAVID ALEXANDER
PHONE : (202)564-2109

—IVERY NOTIFICATIC..

INQUIRY FROM: EPA HQ
1200 PENNSYLVANIA AVE NW FLR 1
WASHINGTON DC 20460

SHIPMENT TO: MATTHEW GEOUGE
SPARTAN DIESEL TECHNOLOGIES,
107 EDUCATION DR
FLAT ROCK NC 28731

ipper Number . ... A43F82 Trackmg ldentte aton Number 1ZA43F82A292471530

Accorc to our records 1 parcel was delivered on 10/24/17 at 10:10 A.M., and left at your
CUSTOMER'S FRONT DESK. The shipment was received by LEE as follows:

XA | PASIRIITES

NUMBE R NG e s Fip s

S 3 CAASRBIADGD L T S SR TN

PZB1ACB:000A0000

App. 009



























Tracking: UPS hitps: wwwapps.ug

fotl

,@' Proof of Delivery e G

Dear Custumer

Trns nstice seues @y Drnot of deliver, o the shapyment isted b
Tracking Number:
Service:

Special instructions:
Weight
Shipped/Billed On:
Delivered On: G

Delivered To: SN RSO T
Received By: LRI
Left At: BTN

TNET VOUTOT ZaANR U8 TS GLDC TGN, 106 veta
S ceraly

135

Tracking tesshs procag

App. 018

m Web [racking processPODTRequester &L

I 302018 125 PM






Annc Wick. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
June 13,2013

Enclosure E

Sales by Item Summaries for 2011, 2012, and 2013

App. 020









3:52 PM

08/11/13
Accrual Basis

Pants
Dealer Pricing

4" Exhaust 6.4-D
AFE Delate Pipe-D
AFE Delete Pipe 6.7 D
AFE Fuli Exhaust 6.7 D
Console Tuner 6.4.D
Consote Tuner 6.7 D

Total Dealer Pricing

Spartan Diesel Technologies.LLC

Sales by Iltem Summary
January through December 2012

Amount

App. 023

Jan - Dec 12

% of Sajes

Avg Price

Page 1






3:51 PM Spartan Diesel Technologies,LLC

06/11/13 Sales by item Summary
Accruat Basis January through April 2013
Jan - Apr 13 ) ) o
Qy Amount % of Sales )  Avg Price

Pans
Dealer Pricing

4" Exhaust 6.4.D
AFE Delete Pipe-D
AFE Delete Pipe 6.7 D
AFE Full Exhaust 6.7 D
Console Tuner 6.4-D
Consoie Tuner 6.7 D

Totai Dealor Pricing

Page

App. 025













































6.  Before July 2016, | made several oral requests to Spartan’s counsel that Spartan submit
documentation of ability to pay a penalty.

7. Onluly 14,2016, I followed up on my oral requests for financial information in an email
to counsel and stated, in pertinent part, “We look forward to . . . receipt . . . of the past
three filed tax returns . .. .” App. 42.

8. 1 further followed up on my oral requests for financial information in another email to
Spartan’s counsel on July 27, 2016, and stated, in pertinent part, " . . . | hope the
requested financial information for Spartan is not far behind.”” App. 43.

9. On September 2, 2016, I made another oral request for financial information to Spartan’s
counsel. I memorialized my oral request in a contemporaneous note to the case file.

App. 44. That note to the file also memorializes Spartan’s counsel’s statements regarding
the limited documentation that Spartan had available.'

10. On September 16, 2016, Spartan’s counsel responded by email to my September 2, 2016
request for information. Counsel’s email contained estimates of Spartan's gross sales and
profits for calendar years 2013, 2014 and 20135, and was stated to be “pending delivery of
more formal documentation (i.e. tax returns).” App. 45. However, no formal
documentation of any kind has been submitted to EPA to date. Spartan’s counsel also
attached a declaration by Matthew Geouge containing statements regarding the
interrelationship between several entities owned by Mr. Geouge, but did not bear upon
Spartan’s ability to pay. App. 46. The declaration was signed by Matthew Geouge as

“President” of Spartan.

' The note to the file also contains arguably sensitive information that is outside the scope of this matter. Thus,
App. 45 is redacted to preserve Spartan’s privacy. An unredacted copy can be made available to the Presiding
Officer under seal if required.

App.040



11.

3.

15.

On June 5, 2017, | emailed Spartan’s counsel to confirm that I had “again requested
telephonically, [sic] any ability-to-pay documentation and evidence that Mr. Geouge
wishes that EPA consider in our pending enforcement case . . . .”" App. 47.

On July 5, 2017, I emailed Spartan’s counsel to confirm that | “haven’t received a
response from you or your client regarding the request . . . ™ for ability to pay
documentation. App. 48.

On October 5, 2017, EPA received an email from Spartan’s new counsel alleging that
“Spartan Diesel tech [sic] has ceased to exist as an entity.” App. 49.2

On October 13,2017, I emailed Spartan’s new counsel to “again request that Spartan . . .
provide probative evidence of inability to pay a penalty” with an attachment listing the
documentation that would be useful. (App.50). I also advised that ability to pay
information could be presented during the alternative dispute resolution phase which |
expected would occur after filing the Complaint in this matter. Id.

It appears that Spartan is now unrepresented (App. 53-54). My multiple additional

attempts to reach Spartan (i.e. Matthew Geouge) have not been successful. App. 52.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed

bav1d E. Alexander

* The email arguably contains a settlement offer. Although it was not claimed as such, it is outside the scope of this
matter. Thus, App. 49 is redacted in deference to Spartan, who is now unrepresented by counsel. An unredacted
copy can be made available to the Presiding Officer under seal if required.

App.041



From: .
To: A o

Subject: Spartan extended toling agreement
Date: Thursday, July 14, 2016 6:43:00 PM
Attachments: el bl Ly e A

Rick,

Thank vou for a productive discussion this evering. Attached please find an bxzended Totling

Agreement 1o altow us 1o resolve these wsues, Thank you for your cooberation in that regard.

We look torward to hearing your client's thoughts on his business going forward. and receipt
of his certified description regarding the relationship of his corporations and business entities.
loans and payments between the companies. and the past three filed tax returns for

Spdrian Diesel Technologies, LLC

Hiook forward to the possibility of meetng vou in August,
avid

David L. Alexander, Attorrey
LS Dnvironmental Protection Agency
A Enforcement Division (Mailcode 22472 A)
1200 Pennaylvanis Ave, (WIC Seuth R 1111 81
W wron, DO 20044
telephone: (2002) 564 2109

S dnder.davis 1a.g0v

App. 042















rid

L | L —
From: Alexander, David
Sent: Monday, June 05, 2017 6:00 PM
N Rothman, Rick R.
Ce: Alexander, David
ibject: Ability to pay by Spartan and Mr. Geouge
Rick

This is a first written confirmation that | have again requested telephonically, any ability-to-pay a penalty dochentathﬂ
anc  ridence that Mr. Geouge wishes that EPA consider in our pending enforcement case to reduce the penalty
calculated under our Vehicle and Engine/defeat device penalty policy.

the :toreceive something from you this week.
Thank you,
David

David E. Alexander, Attorney
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Air Enforcement Division (Mailcode 2242-A)
120C  :nnsylvania Ave. (WJC South Rm. 1111 B)
Washington. DC 20044

e: S )

exander.d; . pa.gov

App. 047






To: Dait
Su t: wpartan Liesel Tedh
Date: Thursday, October 0%, 2017 4:44:20 PM

Mr. Alexander.

I reviewed the proposed settlement and passed it along to my client.

Spartan Diesel tech has ceased to exist as an entity. Mr. Geouge has only kept the corporate
filings cur with the North Carolina Sceretary of State pending the outcome of these
negotiations. Under the terms of the tolling agreement his understanding is that he needed to
keep the corporation legally in cxistence. Spartan Diesel no longer has any emplovees or any
assets. This is almost exclusively due to the company ceasing operations when they received
the noti of violation. No income and high overhead soon translates to no assets and no

sloyees. If the goal of the EPA was to shutter the business. that goal has been met. I that
was not the goal. it has ne  less been the result.

f vou would like. T can send yvou the hist of
action to collect outstandi its from both Mr. (ieo
oint, most of his assets have peen tradec ro s

fitors who arc currently taking
and Spartar Niesel Tech. At this
credit

y Clent says he may ... .ble to horrow $3,000 to $7.500. 1

Thanks.

Jack 1 .vda

Jack A. Lvda

Attorney -at-Law
The Lvda Law Firm
308 Martin I uther King Jr Bivd

Hendersonville. NC 28702

App. 049



From: Alragngo

To: < |

Cc: Keul, Meote: Aexangder, Dagu

Subject: Spartan Diesel Technologies; Clean Air Act violations and ability to pay penaity
Date: Friday, October 13, 2017 6:58:57 PM

Attachments: SRATAR ALY 10 ay Lnatcnns, (onm PKZ T

Dear Mr._ Lyda,

- - § \ hent
Thank you for your email dated October 5, 2017, T am writing to again request that your chent,
. il vy g 14y o that
Spartan Diesel Technologies, LLC, provide probative evidence of inability to pay a penalty. Tothat
)

1 { = St by Rt YIS T C LN WY A
end please see the attached letter which spelis out the documentation that < nended To suppor? «

ciaim of inability to pay.

Please also be advised that. since the Fourth Extended Tolling Agreerment expires on Ocrtoher 27
2017, and since we have been unable to obtain evidence pertiment to aniity 1o pay from your ciient,
Ihave been instructed to initiate witn the £PA’s Office of Administrative caw judges [OALTY an
administrative enforcement action in shis matter. | anticipate tiling that action next week Afrer ar
answer is filed, the OALI customarily offers alternative dispute resolution, dunng whick an abiiity
to pay a penalty may be demonsirated. Therefore, would you kindlv send me a statement of
representation executed by your client, and advise whether vou can accept process on s hohait

Thank you,

David £. Alexander, Attorney

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Air Enforcement Division (Mailcode 2242 A
1200 Pennsylvania Ave. (WIC South Rm 1111 8)
Washington. DC 20044

telephone: (202) 564- 7109

email; alexander. david@epa.gov

From: jack Lyda [mailto:jack@jackivda com)
Sent: Thursday, October 05, 2017 4:43 PM

To: Alexander, David <Alexander David@epa.gov.
Subject: Spartan Diese! Tech

Mr. Alexander,

I reviewed the proposed settlement and passed it along to my client.

App. 050



Spartan Diesel  :h has ceased to exist as an entity. Mr. Geouge has only kept the corporate
filings current with the North Carolina Secretary of State pending the outcome of these
negotiations. Under the terms of the tolling agreement his understanding is that he needed to
keep the corporation legally in existence. Spartan Diesel no longer has any cmployees or any
assets. This is almost exclusively due to the company ceasing operations when they received
the notice of violation. No income and high overhead soon translates to no assets and no
employees. 11 the goal of the EPA was to shutter the business. that goal has been met. 1 that
was not the goal. it has neverless been the result.

It you would like. I can send you the list of
creauurs who are currently taking action to collect outstanding debts from both Mr. Geouge
and _artan Diese. . .ch. At this point. most of his assets have been traded away to satisty
¢ rs.
the ink is ¢

my client says he may be able to borrow $5.000 to $7.500. | GGG

Thanks,

Jack 1 vda

Jack A. Lyda

Attornes -at-1 aw
The L.vda Law Firm
208 Martin f.uther King Jr Bivd
Hendersonville. NC' 28792
Phone: (828) 697-7491
Facsimile: (828)697-0123

I-Mail:

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTIC __.. The tvpewritten signature included with this c-mail is not
el nic ¢ ature within the n ning of Electronic Si itures in Global and National
ammerce Act or any other law of similar import, incl  ng without limitation. the Uniform

Flectre  : Transactions Act. as the same may be enacted ir v State. Thisemail Oy
attachs s hereto. is intended only for use by the addressee(s) named herein and may contain
legally privileged andsor confidential information. Any review. retransmission. dissemination
or other use of. or taking of any action in reliance upon. this information by persons or entities

App. 051



From: Alexander. Davig

Yo:

Cc:

Subject: ~e. apantan complamt filed and served; respondent representation
Date: Tuesday, October 31, 2017 1:58:00 PM

Mr. Lyda,
Tharik vou kindly tor vour replv.
David

David B Alexander, Attorney

LS. Lnvironmental Protection Agency

Air Entorcement Division (Mailcode 2242 Aj
1200 Pennsvivania Ave. {WJC South R 11118)
Washington, DC 20044

telephone: {2021 5642100

email alexander david@epa.gov

From: Jack Lyda [mailto;jack@jacklyda.com]

Sent: Tuesday, Qctober 21, 2017 1116 AM

To: Alexander, David <Alexander David@epa.gov>

Ce: lack Lyda <jack@jackiyda.com>: Kaui, Meetu <Kaul Meetu@epa.gov:
Subject: Re: Spartan comrplamt filed and served: respondent representanion

“is the (828) 782-0188. | quite frequently get the "mailbox is
tor several years now. The email address | have for him is
It worked when | emailed him a copy of the draft settfement

agicuinenl you proviaed. As far as [ know it still does.

Thanks.

Jack 1.y da

On Tue, Oct 3102017 at 10:37 AM. Alexander. David Twrote:
Dear My Lyda,
Thanks for t onse, below. Heft g ness ror Mr. Geouge 3 the wumber

that con . uUp a5 being tor Spartan Diesel Technologies LLC 0 a googie search, 4 you haws an

Gropotn.

email address, or another phone number for him 1'd be grateiul it yoird provide eiher

We also tt tanuml  oprovided by a genth 10 at Patrior Diagnontic systems, tech supnort, who
said M1, Geouge er  aen but we should try hirm g W did not get through
and could not leave a s sage because the voice mailbox at the number was 1l

When you reply, * woutd aporeciate 1t if you'd reply to “all”,

eometude my colicapue Meot Kaah

App. 052










































Type Onginal

Sec. Party DEERE & COMPANY . JOHNSTON, 1A
Debtor SPARTAN DIESEL TECHNOLQGIES. LLC and OTHERS
F: Jo. 20140047565F
F Nith SECRETARY OF STATE/UCC DIVISION, RALEIGH. NC
Date Filed 2014-05-20
Latest Info Received 06/03/14
Collatera} Fqurpment and procerds
Type Onginal
y CATERPILLAR FINANGIAL SERVICES CORPORATION NASHVIL.E TH
Debtor SPARTAN DIESEL TECHNOLQOGIES. LLC
Fiting No. 201300737206
Filed With SECRETARY OF STATE/UCC DIVISION, RALEIGH NC
Date Filed 2013-07-31
Latest Info Received 08:1313
Collateral Leased Equipment and proceeds
Type Onginal .
Sec. Party NMHG FINANCIAL SERVICES. INC.. BILLINGS. M1
Debtor SPARTAN DIESEL TECHNOLOGIES. LLC
Filing No. 201 500848888
Filed' SECRETARY OF STATE/UCC DIVISION. RALEIGH NC
ed 20:15-07-06
Le info Received bl 15

Government Activity

Activity summary

Barrower {Dir/Guar) NO
Administrative Debt NO
Contractor NO
NG
cluded from federal programis) NO

P ble candidate for socio-economic program consideration
Labaur Surplus Area N/A

£ YES (2017,

8(A) firm N/A

The detals provided :n the Government Activity seolion are as reported to Dun & Bradstreet by the federa government and other sources

Jecia. .. ents

App. 066



S s gt arlieateg
Curre @ Shown in USD unless othermse indicated

Special Events

01/28/2018
5 s omhay Rock NG 28731,
Business agdiess has cnanged from 578 Upwarc Rd Unit 7, Flat Rock. NC. 28731 ta 513 S Allen Rd. tat Rock NC 28731
History & Operations
Currepncy: Shown i UISD uniess othenwvise indicate

Company Qverview

Company Name: SPARTAN DIESEL TECHNOLOGIES «L.C

Street Address: 518 S Allen Rd
Maved From. 578 Upward Rd Unit / Flat Rock Neo

Flat Rack . NC 28731

Phone: 828 692-9967
History Is incomplete
Presen! agement controt 9 years
History

The following information was reported 01/28/2015
Officer(s): MATTHEW GEQUGE. PRIN

The North Carolina Secretary of State’s business registrations file showed that Spartan Diesel Technoogies |1 C was reastered as A umited habily
company on Septemper 28, 2010

Business started 2009

M£ W GEOUGE. Antecedents are unknawn

B address has changed from 578 Upward Rg Unit 7. Fiat Rock, NG 2873110 518 § Alien Rd. Fiat Rogk, NC 28701

Business Registration

cOo AND BUSINESS REGISTRATIONS REPORTED BY THE SECRETARY OF STATE OR OTHER OFFICIAL SOURCE AS OF
Jan 12 2018

Registered Name: SPARTAN DIESEL TECHNOLOGIES LLC

Business type: LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY

State of incorporation: NORTH CAROLINA

Filing date: Sep 28 2010

Registration ID: 1168828 -LLC

D on: PERPETUAL

Status: ACTIVE

Where filed: SECRETARY Of STATE/CORPORATIONS DIVISION RALEIGH NC

GEQUGE. MATTHEW , 518 SOUTH ALLEN RD FLAT ROCK . NC

it d t:
Regit  od agen 287319447

ons

01/28/2015

App. 067



Operates ger:eral automotive reoar shop

Description:
Terms are undetermuned. Sells to undetermined. Termtory  Local.
Employees: 3 wnich includes panners
ilities: Occupies premises in budding
SIC & NAICS
SiC:

NRR' I eranles us I RE MOre Specthc Abou
Based on information in our file, D&B has assigned this company an extenderd 8-chgit SIC D&B's use of 8-digit SICs enaples us 10 D Mors spatite oy
a company's operations than f we use the standard 4-digit code

The 4-digit SIC numbers iink to the descripton on the Occupational Safety & Health Admimisiraion tOSHA; Web st Links open in a new browser
window

7538 0000 General automotive repair shaps

NAICS:

811111 General Automotlive Repair

Financials

Company Financials: n&s

Additional Financial Data

i busir rave been confimed by O & B using avallable sources

Request Financial Statements

Requestad financials are provided bySPARTAN DIESEL TECHNOLOGIES, LL.Cand are not DUNSRight certified

Key 1siness Ratios

O & B has y unable to obtain sufficent fi cial information from this company to calculate busingss ratios. Our check of additional outside sources also
Toung no ir 13lon available on s financia performance.
To help you 1n this nsta ratios for other firms in the same industry are provided below 16 support vour analysis of this nusness
sed on this Number of Establisht ; ts | 28
Industry 3ased On 28 Establishments
This | 5 industry Median industry Quartile
Profitability
U 3.1 Ling
UN 15.3 UN
UN 2.8 UN
UN 7 UN
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