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QUAKER CITY PLATING [FID 52525] – Petition for A Stipulated Order for Abatement- Case No. 5348-2 

 

 
OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL 
SOUTH COAST AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 
JOSEPHINE LEE, SBN 308439 
Senior Deputy District Counsel  
Email:  jlee4@aqmd.gov  
21865 Copley Drive 
Diamond Bar, California 91765-0940 
TEL:  909.396.2319 • FAX:  909.396.2961 
 
Attorney for Petitioner 
South Coast Air Quality Management District 
 
 
 

BEFORE THE HEARING BOARD OF THE 
 

SOUTH COAST AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 
 

In the Matter of  
 
SOUTH COAST AIR QUALITY 
MANAGEMENT DISTRICT, 
 
   Petitioner, 
 
 vs. 
 
QUAKER CITY PLATING COMPANY & 
SILVERSMITH LTD 
 
[Facility ID No. 52525] 
 
   Respondent. 
 

Case No.  #5348-2 
 
PETITION FOR A STIPULATED ORDER 
FOR ABATEMENT 
 
District Rules 202 and 1469 
 
Hearing Date: April 22, 2025 
Time: 9:30 AM 
Place: Hearing Board 
 South Coast Air Quality 
 Management District 
 21865 Copley Drive 
 Diamond Bar, CA  91765 
 

SOUTH COAST AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT, (hereinafter referred to as 

“District” or “Petitioner”) petitions the District Hearing Board for an Order for Abatement directed 

to Respondent QUAKER CITY PLATING COMPANY & SILVERSMITH LTD (hereinafter 

referred to as “Quaker” or “Respondent”) as follows: 

1. Petitioner is a body corporate and politic established and existing pursuant to Health 

and Safety Code §40000, et seq. and §40400, et seq., and is the sole and exclusive local agency with 

the responsibility for comprehensive air pollution control in the South Coast Basin. 

2. Respondent operates a decorative electroplating facility (“Facility”) located at 11729 

East Washington Blvd. in Whittier, within South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction and subject to South 

Coast AQMD rules. 
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3. As a part of its business, and relevant to this Petition, Respondent operates the 

following plating line and air pollution control equipment: 

 Table 1: Subject Equipment 

Permit Description 

A/N 614351 Tank HTL-POP-1, Tier III Hexavalent Chromium  

A/N 614351 Tank HTL-39, Trivalent Chrome  

A/N 613916 Air Pollution Control System 

4. District Rule 1469 – Hexavalent Chromium Emissions from Chromium 

Electroplating and Chromic Acid Anodizing Operations, was adopted in October 1998.   

5. District Rule 1469(h)(3) requires subject owners or operators of decorative 

chromium electroplating tanks using a trivalent chromium bath to control chromium emissions by 

one or more methods, including an add-on air pollution control device that meets ≤ 0.01 milligrams 

of total chromium per dry standard cubic meter of air (mg/dscm). The emissions limits must be 

demonstrated through a source test pursuant to subdivision (k). Another method of compliance is to 

use a chemical fume suppressant containing a wetting agent that is not a PFOS 

(perfluorooctanesulfonic acid)-based fume suppressant. 

6. District Rule 1469(h)(4)(A)(iv) requires subject owners or operators of Tier III 

hexavalent chromium tanks (excluding chromium electroplating and chromic acid anodizing tanks) 

to collect and vent hexavalent chromium emissions to an add-on air pollution control device or 

alternative compliance method to meet a hexavalent chromium emission limit of 0.004 mg/hr-ft2 or 

applicable emission limit. The emissions limits must be demonstrated through a source test pursuant 

to subdivision (k). 

7. District Rule 1469(k)(6) requires that each add on-air pollution control device meets 

the design criteria and ventilation velocities specified in A Manual of Recommended Practice for 

Design. Specifically, the manual specifies the slot velocity to be a minimum of 2,000 fpm.  
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8. District Rule 202(a) states that “the permit to construct shall serve as a temporary 

permit for operation…until the permit to operate is granted or denied. The equipment…shall not be 

operated contrary to the conditions specified in the permit to construct.” District Rule 202(b) states 

that “[t]he permit to construct granted to modify equipment… shall serve as a temporary permit for 

operation of the equipment…until a new permit to operate is granted or denied. The altered 

equipment…shall not be operated contrary to the conditions specified in the permit to construct.” 

9. Tank HTL-POP-1 and Tank HTL-39 (A/N 614351) are operating under a temporary 

permit to operate pursuant to District Rule 202(b). A true and correct copy of A/N 614351 is attached 

hereto as Exhibit A. 

10. There are several conditions that specify operation requirements for Tanks HTL-

POP-1 and HTL-39, including the following: 

a. Condition 16 specifies that Tank HTL-POP-1 shall not be operated unless the 

tank is vented to air pollution control equipment that is in full use and has been 

issued a valid South Coast AQMD permit consisting of a three stage mist 

eliminator and ULPA filters.  

b. Condition 22 specifies that the total chromium emissions from Tank HTL-39 

shall not exceed 0.01 mg/dscm. 

c. Condition 32 specifies the source testing requirements to measure the total 

chromium and hexavalent chromium emissions at the outlet of the air pollution 

control equipment. Condition 32 requires the source test to be run while Tank 

HTL-POP-1 and Tank HTL-39 are in operation at maximum load, and specifies 

certain data from the tanks that must be monitored and recorded during the source 

test.  

11. The air pollution control system (A/N 613916) is operating under a temporary permit 

to operate pursuant to District Rule 202(a). A true and correct copy of A/N 613916 is attached hereto 

as Exhibit B. 

12. There are several conditions that specify source testing and/or operational 

requirements for the air pollution control system, including the following: 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

4 
QUAKER CITY PLATING [FID 52525] – Petition for A Stipulated Order for Abatement- Case No. 5348-2 

a. Condition 23 specifies that the exhaust flow rate shall be a minimum of 5,000 

CFM that must be continuously measured and recorded by a flow measuring 

device.  

b. Condition 25 specifies the source testing requirements to measure the total 

chromium and hexavalent chromium emissions at the outlet of the air pollution 

control equipment. Condition 25 requires the source test to be run while Tank 

HTL-POP-1 and Tank HTL-39 are in operation at maximum load, and specifies 

certain data from the tanks that must be monitored and recorded during the source 

test. 

13. Tank HTL-39 is a decorative chromium electroplating tank using a trivalent 

chromium bath. Per Rule 1469(h)(3), Respondent must operate Tank HTL-39 to control chromium 

emissions by one of more methods, including: 1) an add-on air pollution control device that meets ≤ 

0.01 milligrams of total chromium per dry standard cubic meter of air (mg/dscm); or 2) use a 

chemical fume suppressants containing a wetting agent that is not a PFOS-based fume suppressant. 

Currently, Tank HTL-39 is permitted to vent to an add-on air pollution control device. Therefore, 

Respondent must demonstrate that HTL-39 meets ≤ 0.01 mg/dscm through an approved source test. 

This emission limit is also reflected in Condition 22 of A/N 614351. 

14. Tank HTL-POP-1 is a Tier III Hexavalent Chromium Tank because its temperature 

exceeds 140℉, and is not a chromium electroplating or chromic acid anodizing tank. Per Rule 

1469(h)(4)(A)(iv), Respondent must operate Tank HTL-POP-1 to collect and vent hexavalent 

chromium emissions to an add-on air pollution control device or alternative compliance method to 

meet hexavalent chromium emission limits of 0.004 mg/hr-ft2 or applicable limit. This emission 

limit must be demonstrated through an approved source test.  

15. Respondent hired Almega Environmental to conduct source tests for Tank HTL-

POP-1 and Tank HTL-39, as well as the air pollution control system according to the approved 

protocol. The source tests were conducted in late September 2020. 

16. District Source Test Engineering evaluation, dated November 22, 2024, concluded 

that the source test results were deemed unacceptable and compliance indeterminate. The emissions 
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limits could not be demonstrated as the capture velocities did not meet the minimum slot velocity 

requirement under Rule 1469(k)(6). A true and correct copy of the source test evaluations is attached 

hereto as Exhibit C. 

17. Additionally, in March 2025, after determining that compliance for its prior source 

test was deemed indeterminate by the District, Quaker reviewed its air pollution control system and 

discovered that its filters were HEPA-certified, but not ULPA-certified. The District was 

immediately informed, and Quaker ceased operation of Tank HTL-POP-1 by covering it with a metal 

tank cover, reducing the temperature to 110℉, and locking the temperature controller. Quaker has 

ordered ULPA filters that are expected to be received in May 2025.  

18. Therefore, at present, Respondent has not demonstrated compliance with the 

applicable Rule 1469 emissions limits as well as Conditions 16, 22, and 32 (A/N 614351) for Tank 

HTL-POP-1 and Tank HTL-39.  

19. Also, Respondent has not demonstrated compliance with Conditions 23 and 25 (A/N 

613916) for the air pollution control system. 

20. The Parties have met and conferred to discuss Respondent’s options for compliance 

with Rules 202 and 1469. 

Request for An Order for Abatement under Regulation VIII 
and Health and Safety Code § 42451  

 

21. Petitioner contends that Respondent is in violation of District Rule 1469 subdivisions 

(h)(3), (h)(4)(A)(iv), and (k)(6) for Tank HTL-POP-1, Tank HTL-39, and the air pollution control 

system identified in Table 1. Specifically, Respondent has not demonstrated compliance with the 

applicable Rule 1469 emissions limits for Tank HTL-POP-1 and Tank HTL-39 with an approved 

source test.  

22. Petitioner also contends that Respondent is in violation of Rule 202. Specifically, the 

air pollution control system does not consist of ULPA filters and Respondent has not demonstrated 

compliance with permit source testing requirements and emissions limits for Tank HTL-POP-1 and 

Tank HTL-39, as well as the air pollution control system. 

23. The District, by this petition, seeks an Order for Abatement to require Respondent to 
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comply with Rules 202 and 1469, by expediting submission of permit modification applications, 

expediting installation of ULPA filters, limiting operation of Tank HTL-POP-1 until the permitted 

filters are installed, and scheduling source test(s) to demonstrate compliance with the applicable 

chromium emission limits for the tanks and air pollution control system.        

24. It is not unreasonable to require Respondent to comply with District rules and 

regulations. 

25. The issuance of an Order for Abatement upon a fully noticed hearing would not 

constitute a taking of property without due process of law. 

26. This Order for Abatement is not intended to be, nor does it act as a variance. 

27. The issuance of the requested Order for Abatement is not expected to result in the 

closing or elimination of an otherwise lawful business, but if it does result in such closure or 

elimination, it would not be without a corresponding benefit in reducing air contaminants. 

28. The Parties intend to submit to the Hearing Board, in advance of the hearing to be set 

in this matter, a proposed Stipulated Order for Abatement and Findings and Decisions of the Board. 

 WHEREFORE, the District requests an Order for Abatement as follows: 

1. That this Hearing Board issue an Order for Abatement requiring Respondent to cease 

and desist operating the tanks and air pollution control equipment listed in Table 1 in a matter which 

violates District Rules 202 and 1469, or, in the alternative, to comply with such increments of 

progress and conditions as the Board deems appropriate. 

2. For such other and further relief that this Board deems just and proper. 
 

[Signatures on following page] 
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Dated:  April 1, 2025 SOUTH COAST AIR QUALITY  
MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 

By: 
Josephine Lee 
Senior Deputy District Counsel 
Attorney for Petitioner 

Dated:  April __, 2025 Stipulated on behalf of Quaker City Plating & Silversmith 
LTD: 

By: 
Charles H. Pomeroy IV 
StilesPomeroy LLP 
Attorney for Respondent 

1
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EXHIBIT B 















EXHIBIT C 



SOUTH COAST AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 

M E M O R A N D U M

DATE: November 22, 2024 

TO: David Lui 

FROM: Dipankar Sarkar 

SUBJECT: Evaluation of Source Test Report: 
(Requested by Armando Coronado, 4/26/2024) 

IDENTIFICATION: (Application No.  613916, 614351) (Facility ID No.  52525) 
COMPANY: Quaker City Plating & Silversmith LTD  
EQUIPMENT: Air Pollution Control Device Venting Tank HTL-POP-1 

REFERENCE: R 24066A  (STE Source Test File) 

Source Test Engineering has completed the evaluation of the subject source test report for 

testing at 11729 E. Washington Blvd, Whittier, CA 90606 and has concluded that it is:  

UNACCEPTABLE (COMPLIANCE INDETERMINATE) 
Compliance with applicable Rules and/or Permit Conditions has not been acceptably 

demonstrated.  The accuracy of some or all of the reported gaseous emissions and flows 

cannot be confidently confirmed, and they should not be used for compliance purposes or 

emission calculations.  Refer to the attached evaluation for a complete discussion 

concerning reasons for rejection and remediation. 

The attached evaluation has not been forwarded to the facility or the source testing firm.  It 

is the responsibility of the requestor to review the attached evaluation and forward it to the 

parties involved, if you concur with our findings.  If there are any questions, please contact 

Colin Eckerle at Ext 2476. 

DS:CE 

Attachment 

PR 24066A Evaluation.doc : REV 11/22/2024 

cc: Armando Coronado 

Colin Eckerle 



 

 

S O U T H  C O A S T  A I R  Q U A L I T Y  M A N A G E M E N T  D I S T R I C T  
MO N I T O R I N G  &  A N A L Y S I S  D I V I S I O N  *  SO U R C E  T E S T  EN G I N E E R I N G  B R A N C H  

S O U R C E  T E S T  R E P O R T  E V A L U A T I O N  

 
 
S/T ID: PR 24066A 
 
AQMD ID: FACILITY ID NO.  52525 A/N:  613916, 614351 
COMPANY: Quaker City Plating & Silversmith LTD 
EQUIPMENT: Air Pollution Control Device Venting Tank HTL-POP-1 
TEST LOCATION: 11729 E. Washington Blvd, Whittier, CA 90606 
 
REQUESTED BY: Armando Coronado (Memo Dated 4/26/2024) 
TYPE OF TEST: Performance/Compliance Report 

DOCUMENT DATE: January 4, 2021 
 

REASON FOR TEST: (TESTING SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING RULE, PERMIT, OR SPECIFIED CONDITIONS): 

− Cr6+: 0.004 mg/hr-ft2 (Rule 1469) 
 

REQUESTED EVAL: Hexavalent Chromium, Total Chromium 
TEST FIRM: Almega Environmental & Technical Services 
 
STE EVALUATOR: Colin Eckerle   EXT:  2476 REVIEW DATE:  11/22/2024 
 
OVERVIEW OF EVALUATION: 

OVERALL 

CONFIDENCE IN 

REPORTED TEST 

RESULTS: 
 ACCEPTABLE 

 

 CONDITIONALLY 

 ACCEPTABLE 

 

 UNACCEPTABLE 

(COMPLIANCE 

INDETERMINATE) 
 

 NOT REVIEWED 

  
RESTRICTIONS FOR 

USE OF REPORTED 

RESULTS: 

• Since complete capture was not demonstrated, Hexavalent Chromium, 

Total Chromium reported results should not be used for any purpose. 

  

COMPLIANCE 

DETERMINATION: 

• Compliance with the Hexavalent Chromium emissions limit is 

considered indeterminate. 

• Compliance was not succesfully demonstrated with the minimum hood 

induced capture velocities specified in Industrial Ventilation, A Manual of 

Recommended Practice for Design and Rule 1469(k)(6).  

 
(REFER TO NEXT SECTION FOR COMPLETE DISCUSSION OF THESE 
DEFICIENCIES) 
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This source test has been reviewed by the Source Test Engineering Branch staff. The following 
specifically explain the restrictions concerning the treatment of the reported source test 
information: 
 

  Completeness of Application/Protocol/Report 

  Representativeness of Data & Process 

  Rule/Permit Fulfillment 

  Sampling & Analytical Methods 

  Quality Assurance 

  Calculations 

 

 

REPRESENTATIVENESS OF DATA & PROCESS 

1) Tanks HTL-39 (electrolytic) and HTL-POP-1 (non-electrolytic), each permitted to 

vent to the APC, were tested separately due to their distinct emission limits. This 

evaluation (S/T ID R24066A) covers the source test for HTL-POP-1. The source test 

report for HTL-39 was evaluated separately under S/T ID R24066.  

 

2) According to Section (k)(6) of Rule 1469, capture efficiency must be verified by 

demonstrating that each add-on air pollution control device complies with the design 

criteria and ventilation velocities outlined in A Manual of Recommended Practice for 

Design by the American Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygienists. However, 

the collection slot velocities, measured between 600 and 1100 fpm, were significantly 

lower than the required 2000 fpm. As a result, complete capture was not demonstrated. 

Modifications to the equipment are recommended to increase the slot velocities of the 

emissions collection system. 

 

3) Section (k)(7) of Rule 1469 requires a smoke test to be conducted for each add-on air 

pollution control device. The source test report states that smoke test videos were 

submitted on a USB drive along with the report. However, STE did not receive these 

videos. Additionally, Alliance, the source testing company, was unable to provide 

copies of the videos when requested. As a result, STE could not verify the smoke test 

results.   

 

 

RULE/PERMIT FULFILLMENT 

  1) Testing must be conducted pursuant to the following Rule/Permit Conditions: 

• Cr6+: 0.004 mg/hr-ft2 (Rule 1469) 
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  2) There are two Cr6+ limits for non-electrolytic tanks in Rule 1469. According to 

section (h)(4)(A) a 0.20 mg/hr limit applies if the maximum exhaust flow rate is 

5,000 cfm or less. If the maximum exhaust flow rate is greater than 5,000 cfm, a 

limit of 0.004 mg/hr-ft2 applies. The tank is permitted for a maximum exhaust flow 

rate of 5,000 cfm. However, the flow rate measured during the test was greater than 

5,000 cfm. It was determined in consultation with the permit engineer that the 0.004 

mg/hr-ft2
 limit should apply in this case. 

  3) The reported Cr6+ mass emission factors (0.00424 mg/hr-ft2) were greater than the 

0.004 mg/hr-ft2 limit. However, the reported values were within the 10% “margin of 

error” that STE applies to most compliance limits when evaluating emissions for 

compliance determination. Therefore, compliance with the emission limit is 

considered indeterminate, and a re-test is required.   

 

 

 

R E M E D I A T I O N  

 

• Compliance was not successfully demonstrated for Cr6+ reported emissions and a re-test will be necessary. 

It is recommended that the equipment be modified to increase the flow rate of the collection system to meet 

the minimum slot velocity requirement of Industrial Ventilation A Manual of Recommended Practice for 

Design. Once the equipment has been modified, it is recommended that this device be re-tested to address 

the concerns raised in this evaluation.   



SOUTH COAST AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 

M E M O R A N D U M

DATE: November 22, 2024 

TO: David Lui 

FROM: Dipankar Sarkar 

SUBJECT: Evaluation of Source Test Report: 
(Requested by Armando Coronado, 4/26/2024) 

IDENTIFICATION: (Application No.  613916, 614351) (Facility ID No.  52525) 
COMPANY: Quaker City Plating & Silversmith LTD  
EQUIPMENT: Air Pollution Control Device Venting Tank HTL-39 

REFERENCE: R 24066  (STE Source Test File) 

Source Test Engineering has completed the evaluation of the subject source test report for 

testing at 11729 E. Washington Blvd, Whittier, CA 90606 and has concluded that it is:  

UNACCEPTABLE (COMPLIANCE INDETERMINATE) 
Compliance with applicable Rules and/or Permit Conditions has not been acceptably 

demonstrated.  The accuracy of some or all of the reported gaseous emissions and flows 

cannot be confidently confirmed, and they should not be used for compliance purposes or 

emission calculations.  Refer to the attached evaluation for a complete discussion 

concerning reasons for rejection and remediation. 

The attached evaluation has not been forwarded to the facility or the source testing firm.  It 

is the responsibility of the requestor to review the attached evaluation and forward it to the 

parties involved, if you concur with our findings.  If there are any questions, please contact 

Colin Eckerle at Ext 2476. 

DS:CE 

Attachment 

PR 24066 Evaluation.doc : REV 11/22/2024 

cc: Armando Coronado 

Colin Eckerle 



 

 

S O U T H  C O A S T  A I R  Q U A L I T Y  M A N A G E M E N T  D I S T R I C T  
MO N I T O R I N G  &  A N A L Y S I S  D I V I S I O N  *  SO U R C E  T E S T  EN G I N E E R I N G  B R A N C H  

S O U R C E  T E S T  R E P O R T  E V A L U A T I O N  

 
 
S/T ID: PR 24066 
 
AQMD ID: FACILITY ID NO.  52525 A/N:  613916, 614351 
COMPANY: Quaker City Plating & Silversmith LTD 
EQUIPMENT: Air Pollution Control Device Venting Tank HTL-39 
TEST LOCATION: 11729 E. Washington Blvd, Whittier, CA 90606 
 
REQUESTED BY: Armando Coronado (Memo Dated 4/26/2024) 
TYPE OF TEST: Performance/Compliance Report 

DOCUMENT DATE: January 7, 2021 
 

REASON FOR TEST: (TESTING SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING RULE, PERMIT, OR SPECIFIED CONDITIONS): 

− Cr6+: 0.0015 mg/amp-hr (Rule 1469) 
 

REQUESTED EVAL: Hexavalent Chromium, Total Chromium 
TEST FIRM: Almega Environmental & Technical Services 
 
STE EVALUATOR: Colin Eckerle   EXT:  2476 REVIEW DATE:  11/22/2024 
 
OVERVIEW OF EVALUATION: 

OVERALL 

CONFIDENCE IN 

REPORTED TEST 

RESULTS: 
 ACCEPTABLE 

 

 CONDITIONALLY 

 ACCEPTABLE 

 

 UNACCEPTABLE 

(COMPLIANCE 

INDETERMINATE) 
 

 NOT REVIEWED 

  
RESTRICTIONS FOR 

USE OF REPORTED 

RESULTS: 

• Since complete capture was not demonstrated, Hexavalent Chromium, 

Total Chromium reported results should not be used for any purpose. 

  

COMPLIANCE 

DETERMINATION: 

• Compliance with the Hexavalent Chromium emissions limit is 

considered indeterminate. 

• Compliance was not succesfully demonstrated with the minimum hood 

induced capture velocities specified in Industrial Ventilation, A Manual of 

Recommended Practice for Design and Rule 1469(k)(6).  

 
(REFER TO NEXT SECTION FOR COMPLETE DISCUSSION OF THESE 
DEFICIENCIES) 
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This source test has been reviewed by the Source Test Engineering Branch staff. The following 
specifically explain the restrictions concerning the treatment of the reported source test 
information: 
 

  Completeness of Application/Protocol/Report 

  Representativeness of Data & Process 

  Rule/Permit Fulfillment 

  Sampling & Analytical Methods 

  Quality Assurance 

  Calculations 

 

 

REPRESENTATIVENESS OF DATA & PROCESS 

1) Tanks HTL-39 (electrolytic) and HTL-POP-1 (non-electrolytic), both permitted to 

vent to the APC, were tested individually, since they have separate emission limits. 

This evaluation (S/T ID R24066) covers the source test for Tank HTL-39. The source 

test report for HTL-POP-1 was evaluated separately under S/T ID R24066A.  

 

2) According to Section (k)(6) of Rule 1469, capture efficiency must be verified by 

demonstrating that each add-on air pollution control device complies with the design 

criteria and ventilation velocities outlined in A Manual of Recommended Practice for 

Design by the American Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygienists. However, 

the collection slot velocities, measured between 500 and 800 fpm, were significantly 

lower than the required 2000 fpm. As a result, complete capture was not demonstrated. 

Modifications to the equipment are recommended to increase the slot velocities of the 

emissions collection system. 

 

3) Section (k)(7) of Rule 1469 requires a smoke test to be conducted for each add-on air 

pollution control device. The source test report states that smoke test videos were 

submitted on a USB drive along with the report. However, STE did not receive these 

videos. Additionally, Alliance, the source testing company, was unable to provide 

copies of the videos when requested. As a result, STE could not verify the smoke test 

results.   

 

4) There was a significant discrepancy in the plating load across the three test runs: Run 

1 recorded 688 amp-hrs/hr, while Run 2 and Run 3 were significantly lower at 180 

and 193 amp-hrs/hr, respectively. The reason for this variation is unclear. Due to this 

discrepancy, it is unclear whether Runs 2 and 3 were conducted at the maximum 

plating load. 

 

 

RULE/PERMIT FULFILLMENT 

  1) Testing must be conducted pursuant to the following Rule/Permit Conditions: 

• Cr6+: 0.0015 mg/amp-hr (Rule 1469) 
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R E M E D I A T I O N  

 

• Compliance was not successfully demonstrated for Cr6+ reported emissions and a re-test will be necessary. 

It is recommended that the equipment be modified to increase the flow rate of the collection system to meet 

the minimum slot velocity requirement of Industrial Ventilation A Manual of Recommended Practice for 

Design. Once the equipment has been modified, it is recommended that this device be re-tested to address 

the concerns raised in this evaluation.   
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PROOF OF SERVICE 

 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California.  I am over the age of 18 
and not a party to the within action.  My business address is 21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, 
CA  91765. 

 
On April 1, 2025, I served the within document(s) described as PETITION FOR A 

STIPULATED ORDER FOR ABATEMENT on the interested parties in this action as stated 
below: 

 
Charles H. Pomeroy IV, Esq. 

StilesPomeroy LLP 
595 E. Colorado Blvd., Ste. 211 

Pasadena, CA1101-2028 
(626)243-5599 

cpomeroy@stilespomeroy.com 
Attorney for Quaker city Plating Company & Silversmith Ltd (Facility ID #52525) 

 

 (BY MAIL)  By placing a true copy of the foregoing document(s) in a sealed envelope 
addressed as set forth above.  I placed each such envelope for collection and mailing following 
ordinary business practices.  I am readily familiar with this District’s practice for collection and 
processing of correspondence for mailing.  Under that practice, the correspondence would be 
deposited with the United States Postal Service, with postage thereon fully prepaid at Diamond Bar, 
California, in the ordinary course of business.  I am aware that on motion of the party served, service 
is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date is more than one day after date 
of deposit for mailing in affidavit. 

 (BY OVERNIGHT DELIVERY) I deposited in a box or other facility regularly maintained 
by Federal Express, an express service carrier, or delivered to a courier or driver authorized by said 
express service carrier to receive documents, a true copy of the foregoing document(s) in a sealed 
envelope or package designated by the express service carrier, addressed as set forth above, with 
fees for overnight delivery paid or provided for. 

 (BY E-MAIL) By transmitting a true .pdf copy of the foregoing document(s) by e-mail 
transmission from to each interested party at the e-mail address(es) set forth above [on the attached 
service list].  Said transmission(s) were completed on 4/1/2025 at 3:29 PM PDT as stated on 
declarant’s e-mail transmission record. 

Executed on April 1, 2025, at Diamond Bar, California. 

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

Lucy Tom-Cao 

  

(Type or print name)  (Signature) 
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