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Chapter 2
Comments Received on the Draft EIR

This chapter includes the letter of receipt from the State Clearinghouse; a list of the agencies,
organizations and individuals who commented on the Draft EIR (Table 2-1); and the actual comment
letters submitted. The comment letters have been numbered as shown in Table 2-1 and include
letters, emails, comment cards, presentations, and relevant portions of the transcript from the
September 12, 2012, Water Board meeting. The individual comments within each letter have been
numbered in the margin. There is a response for each comment in Chapter 3, Responses to
Comments. The location of the responses for each letter is indicated in Table 2-1.
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California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region

Table 2-1. List of Commenters and Location of Responses

Comments Received on the Draft EIR

Location of

Letter Responses in
# Commenter Chapter 3 (Page #)
Agencies
0 California Office of Planning and Research State Clearinghouse (SCH) N/A
1 California Department of Fish and Game! (CDFG) 3-40
2 Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) 3-43
3 Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District (MDAQMD) 3-45
Organizations and Individuals
4A Banks, Daron et al (Banks et al) 3-46
4B Banks, Daron (Banks D) 3-46
4B Banks, Daron (Banks D) 3-46
5 Burns, Floyd (Burns) 3-49
6A Community Advisory Committee Independent Review Panel (CAC-IRP) 3-49
6B Community Advisory Committee Independent Review Panel (CAC-IRP) 3-50
7A Cheney, David (Cheney D) 3-72
7B Cheney, David (Cheney D) 3-75
7C Cheney, David (Cheney D) 3-77
8 Cheney, Teri (Cheney T) 3-77
9 Coffey, John (Coffey) 3-79
10 Diaz, Norm (Diaz) 3-82
11 Dodd, James (Dodd) 3-83
12A Duitsman, Edward (Duitsman E) 3-84
12B Duitsman, Edward (Duitsman E) 3-84
12C Duitsman, Edward (Duitsman E) 3-85
12D Duitsman, Edward (Duitsman E) 3-86
12E Duitsman, Edward (Duitsman E) 3-86
13 Duitsman, John (Duitsman J]) 3-86
14 Duitsman, Martha (Duitsman M) 3-87
15 Fletcher, Alan (Fletcher) 3-88
16 Griep, Larry (Griep) 3-88
17 Haefele, Ron (Haefele) 3-89
18 Halstead, Aquilla (Halstead A) 3-91
19 Halstead, Gary (Halstead G) 3-92
20A Harper, Penny (Harper) 3-92
20B Harper, Penny (Harper) 3-93
21 Hendrickson, Dan and Lloyd, Peter (Hendrickson-Lloyd) 3-94

1 Effective January 1, 2013, the California Department of Fish and Game changed its name to the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife. For purposes of this Final EIR, the agency will continue to be referenced as the
California Department of Fish and Game for continuity.
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California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region

Comments Received on the Draft EIR

Letter

# Commenter

Location of
Responses in
Chapter 3 (Page #)

22A Hendrickson, Dan (Hendrickson)
22B Hendrickson, Dan (Hendrickson)
22C Hendrickson, Dan (Hendrickson)

23A Hernandez, Evelio (Hernandez)
23B Hernandez, Evelio (Hernandez)
24 Kegyulics, Aniko (Kegyulics)
25 Lloyd, Peter (Lloyd)

26A Monk, Wanda(Monk)
26B Monk, Wanda (Monk)
27A Morris, Robert (Morris R)
27B Morris, Robert (Morris R)
27C Morris, Bobby (Morris R)

28A Morris, Robert and Karla (Morris R-K)
28B Morris, Robert and Karla (Morris R-K)
28C Morris, Robert and Karla (Morris R-K)

29 Norman, Al and Janet (Norman)
30 Pacific Gas & Electric, Kevin Sullivan (PG&E)
31 Pitts, Loren (Pitts)

32A Quass, Jonathan (Quass)
32B Quass, John (Quass)

33 Shirkey, Betsy (Shirkey)
34 Turner, John (Turner)

35 Walker, Roberta (Walker)
36 Webster, Ian (Webster)

37A White, Lester (White)
37B White, Lester (White)

38 Anonymous (Anonymous)
39 Anonymous (Anonymous)
Questionnaires
Surveys

3-98
3-98
3-99
3-99
3-101
3-104
3-104
3-105
3-106
3-107
3-107
3-108
3-109
3-111
3-112
3-113
3-113
3-146
3-147
3-149
3-149
3-150
3-151
3-151
3-153
3-154
3-155
3-155
3-157
3-158

N/A = Not Applicable. The letter of receipt from the State Clearinghouse does not require a response.
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November 7, 2012

Anne Holden

Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 6 (Lahontan)
2501 Lake Tahoe Boulevard

South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150

Subject: General Permit for Site-wide Groundwater Remediation Project
SCH#: 2008011097

Dear Anne Holden:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Draft EIR to selected state agencies for review. On
the enclosed Document Details Report please note that the Clearinghouse has listed the state agencies that
reviewed your document. The review period closed on November 5, 2012, and the comments from the
responding agency (ies) is (are) enclosed. If this comment package is not in order, please notify the State
Clearinghouse immediately. Please refer to the project’s ten-digit State Clearinghouse number in future
correspondence so that we may respond promptly.

Please note that Section 21104(c) of the California Public Resources Code states that:

“A responsible or other public agency shall only make substantive comments regarding those
activities involved in a project which are within an area of expertise of the agency or which are
required to be carried out or approved by the agency. Those comments shall be supported by
specific documentation.”

These comments are forwarded for use in preparing your final environmental document. Should you need
more information or clarification of the enclosed comments, we recommend that you contact the
comumenting agency directly.

This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for
draft environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act. Please contact the
State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the environmental review
process.

ancerely,

Scott Morgan
Director, State Clearinghouse

Enclosures
cc: Resources Agency

1400 10th Street  P.0.Box 3044 Sacramento, California 95812-3044
(916) 445-0613  FAX (916) 323-3018  www.opr.ca.gov
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Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

#0

SCH# 2008011097
Project Title  General Permit for Site-wide Groundwater Remediation Project
Lead Agency Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 6 (Lahontan), South Lake Tahoe
Type EIR DraftEIR
Description Note: Extended Review

PG&E has implemented remediation activities {o clean the groundwater impacted by historical
chromium discharges from the Hinkley Compressor Station, pursuant to existing Water Board orders.
The Water Board -has worked with-PG&E to develop feasible remedial approaches to-.comprehensively
contain and remediate the chromium plume. The EIR evaluates at an equal level of detail six project
alternatives, each with different types and combinations of remediation activities. The project area for
the analysis encompasses the chromium plume area; adjacent areas to the north, east and west where
the plume may be defined in the future (due to migration and addition investigation); and where
monitoring activities may occur and areas of potential effects due to groundwater pumping from the
remediation alternatives.

Lead Agency Contact

Name Anne Holden
Agency Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 6 (Lahontan)
Phone (530) 542-5450 Fax
email LDernbach@waterboards.ca.gov
Address 2501 Lake Tahoe Boulevard
City South Lake Tahoe State CA  Zip 96150
Project Location
County San Bernardino
City
Region
Lat/Long 34°54'13.25"N/117°9'29.28"W
Cross Streets  Mountain View Rd/Community Boulevard/Hinkley Road/SR 58
Parcel No. Various )
Township Range Section Base
Proximity to:
Highways Hwy 58
Airports
Railways BNSF
Waterways Mojave River
Schools Hinkliey Elementary/MS
Land Use Agriculture, Rural Living, Regional Industrial, Neighborhood Commercial, General Commercial, Single
Residential, Special Development
Project Issues  Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Biological Resources; Noise; Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading;
Water Quality; Water Supply; Aesthetic/Visual, Agricultural Land; Drainage/Absorption; Flood
Plain/Flooding; Geologic/Seismic; Population/Housing Balance; Public Services; Recreation/Parks;
Solid Waste; Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Vegetation; Wetland/Riparian; Landuse; Cumulative
Effects
Reviewing Resources Agency; Department of Conservation; Department of Fish and Game, Region 6; Cal Fire;
Agencies Department of Parks and Recreation; Department of Water Resources; California Highway Patrol;

Caltrans, District 8; CA Department of Public Health; Air Resources Board, Major Industrial Projects;
Department of Toxic Substances Control; Native American Heritage Commission; Public Utilities
Commission; State Lands Commission
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Date Received 08/21/2012

Start of Review 08/21/2012

End of Review 11/05/2012
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State of California - The Resources Agency EDMUND G. BROWN, Jr, Governar

http: / /www.dfg.ca.gov 3
Inland Deserts Region

407 West Line Street

Bishop, California 93514

September 19, 2012

Ms. Anne Holden

California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan
2501 Lake Tahoe Bivd

Lake Tahoe, CA 96150

Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) Ground Water Cleanup
Strategy/Historical Chromium Discharges from PG&E's Hinkley Compressor Station
Project. SCH#2008011097

Dear Ms. Holden,

The Department of Fish and Game (Department) has reviewed the Draft Environmental
Impact Report for the above referenced project. The proposed project is a remedial
clean up of chromium caontamination to local ground water due to historical chromium
discharge from the PG&E Hinkiey Compressor Station. The Water Board has required
PG&E to slow and stop the plume from spreading by following these cleanup
technologies:

¢ Groundwater extraction: contaminated groundwater is pumped from the
subsurface {also called the aquifer) to contain the contamination plume.

e Agricultural re-use (also called agricuitural treatment, land treatment or
agricultural units): extracted groundwater is used to irrigate forage crops for
livestock. Hexavalent chromium in the extracted groundwater is converted to
trivalent chromium (Crllf]) by contact with organic matter in the soil as it
infiltrates through the soil. Hexavalent chromium is the toxic form of chromium;
trivalent chromium has very low toxicity (OEHHA 2010).

e Subsurface treatment (also called in - situ treatment or in - situ reactive zones):
carbon substances are injected into the groundwater aquifer to convert the
Hexavalent chromium into trivalent chromium.

» Subsurface freshwater injection: freshwater is injected within the aquifer along
the western side

The Department is providing comments on the EIR as the State agency which has the
statutory and common law responsibilities with regard to fish and wildlife resources and

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870

#1

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME iy
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CDFG 661-285-5867 p.3

Anne Holden

DEIR Ground Water Cleanup Discharges from PG&E's Hinkley Compressor Station
September 19, 2012

Page 2 of 4

habitats. California’s fish and wildlife resources, including their habitats, are held in trust
for the people of the State by the Department (Fish and Game Code §711.7). The
Department has jurisdiction over the conservation, protection, and management of fish,
wildlife, native plants, and the habitats necessary for biologically sustainable
populations of those species (Fish and Game Code §1802). The Department’s Fish
and wildlife management functions are implemented through its administration and
enforcement of Fish and Game Code (Fish and Game Code §702). The Department is
a trustee agency for fish and wildlife under the California Environmental Quality Act (see
CEQA Guidelines, 14 Cal. Code Regs. §15386(a)). The Department is providing these
comments in furtherance of these statutory responsibilities, as well as its common law
role as trustee for the public’s fish and wildlife.

The Department has serious concerns with the potential impacts of this project on
desert tortoise (Gopherus aggassizzi), which is listed as threatened under the California
Endangered Species Act (CESA) and the Federal Endangered Species Act (FESA); the
Mohave ground squirrel (Xerospermophilus mohavensis,) which is listed as threatened
under CESA, and the burrowing owl, which is a state Species of Special Concern and
protected under Fish and Game Code §3503.5.

The Department's responsibilities in regard to the biological resources potentially
impacted by the proposed project fall into two categories: (1) as Trustee agency for the
state’s fish and wildlife resources, the Department's role is to provide the California
Regional Water Quality Board Lahontan with biological information and
recommendations that the Board can use to comply with its responsibilities, as CEQA
Lead Agency, to disclose the impacts of the proposed project, and adopt mitigation
measures which will reduce the impacts to those resources to below significance and;
(2) as a state Responsible Agency, is to issue permits, consistent with our authority, for
the Incidental Take of state listed species; for the handling of wildlife species pursuant
to research projects; and as appropriate, issue agreements for the alteration of state
waters (Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreements). As a Responsible Agency, we
must also rely on the Lead Agency's CEQA document on which to base our permits.
Our comments on this project will address both of these roles.

Introduction

Table 1-1 on page 1-10: Other required permits and approvals: This section states the
proposed project will need an Incidental Take Permit (ITP) from the Department for the
Mohave ground squirrel. The ITP should include the desert tortoise due to the potential
for Take of the species during remedial activities.

Table 1-1 on page 1-10: Other required permits and approvals: The project may require
a Streambed Alteration Agreement pursuant to Fish and Game Code §1600 et. seq.
The Department has direct authority under Fish and Game Code §1600 &f. seq. in
regard to any proposed activity that would divert, obstruct, or affect the natural flow or
change the bed, channel, or bank of any waterway. Departmental jurisdiction under
§1600 ef. seq. may apply to all lands within the 100-year floodplain. Early consultation

#1
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Anne Holden

DEIR Ground Water Cleanup Discharges from PG&E's Hinkley Compressor Station
September 19, 2012

Page 3 of 4

with the Department is recommended, since modification of the proposed project may
be required to avoid or reduce impacts to fish and wildlife resources.

Section 1600 ef. seq of the Fish and Game Code requires the project applicant to notify
the Department of any activity that will divert, obstruct or change the natural flow of the
bed, channel or bank (which includes associated riparian habitat) or a river, stream or
lake, or use material from a streambed prior to the applicant's commencement of the
activity. Streams include, but are not limited to, intermittent and ephemeral streams,
rivers, creeks, dry washes, sloughs, blue-line streams and watercourses with
subsurface flow.

Biological Resource

Page C-16 Mohave ground squirret: This Section states that raw Mohave ground
squirrel surveys were contucted. Were protocol surveys dane with the correct trapping
methods in the raw surveys? Survey data sheets need to be submitted to the
Department before a proper review can be determined.

Throughout the Biological Resource Section the document referrers to surveys that
were conducted on February 15" 2012. If this is the correct date for the surveys
mentioned then it would be out of most of the protocol survey dates, for example a
complete survey for burrowing owl consists of four separate site visits. Nesting Season
Survey — begins as early as February 1 and continues though August 31. Survey for
Winter Residents (non-breeding owls) — should be conducted between December 1 and
January 31. For the desert tortoise protocol surveys should begin April-May and
September-October and special status native plant species surveys should be
conducted during the appropriate time of year when species are both evident and
identifiable. Usually this is during flowering or fruiting.

If Mojave Fridge-toed lizard (Uma scoparia) habitat is impacted it will need to be
replaced at a 3:1 ratio. .

Page C-4 Field Investigation: The document concludes that a site visit was conducted
on December 20, 2011. No protocol surveys were conducted but the date is out of all
surveying ranges for special-plant species. The Department recommends protocol
surveys be conducted during the appropriate time and data sheets be returned to the
Department upon completion for review.

Alternatives

The Department recommends either Alternative 4C-2 or 4C-5 as these will have the
least impacts to biological resources and species habitat.

Biological Resources Mitigation Measures 3.4

BIO-MM-1a: Desert Tortoise protocol-level surveys will need to be conducted before the
Department can make an adequate determination of presence at the project site.

#1
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Anne Holden

DEIR Ground Water Cleanup Discharges from PG&E's Hinkley Compressor Station
September 19, 2012

Page 4 of 4

Bio-MM-1a; No one shall “hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill or attempt to hunt, purse,
catch, capture, or kill” a desert tortoise without an ITP. If a desert tortoise is handled or
hamed it is considered Take without an ITP.

Bio-MM-1a: Will there be a qualified biologist on site at all times for all activities? Any
authorized biologists need to be approved by USFWS and the CDFG. In addition, the
Department also must approve the monitors.

Bio-MM-1a: The Department will also need a copy of the report regarding tortoise seen,

injured, killed, excavated and handled. A translocation plan will need to be approved
before moving any desert tortoise off site.

Bio-MM-1c: The Department recommends adding information for the American badger,

Mojave river vole, desert kit fox, and sensitive plant species to the list of ongoing
awareness and training programs.

Cumulative effects

Biological Impacts CUMUI-7 page 4-26: The Department recommends analyzing the
cumulative effects of the Barstow General Plan Buildout due to its proximity to the
project site.

Biological Impacts CUMUI-7 page 4-26: The Department recommends analyzing the
cumulative effects of increased predators for special status species from the Desert
View Dairy Operation, Hawes Composting Facility and Abengoa Mojave Solar project.

Questions regarding this letter and further coordination on these issues should be

directed to Ms. Heather Weiche, Environmental Scientist, at (909) 980-8607, or Ms.
Rebecca Jones, Senior Environmental Scientist, at (661)285-5867.

Sincerely,

)
k«g,\, v_,”’/\-— //'/vw o

Rebecca Jones
Senior Environmental Scientist

cc: Ms. Heather Weiche, CDFG
State Clearinghouse

#1

1-10

1-11

1-12

1-13

1-14

1-15



26293
Line

26293
Line

26293
Line

26293
Line

26293
Line

26293
Line

26293
Typewritten Text
1-10

26293
Typewritten Text
1-11

26293
Typewritten Text
1-12

26293
Typewritten Text
1-13

26293
Typewritten Text
1-14

26293
Typewritten Text
1-15

26293
Typewritten Text
#1

26293
Rectangle


STATE OF CALIFORNIA Edmund G. Brown, Jr., Governor

#2

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

(916) 653-6251

Fax (916) 657-5390

Web Site www.nahc.ca.gov

ds_nahc@pacbell.net

September 17, 2012 :

Ms. Anne Holden, Environmental Planner t 4[, ﬁL
California Water Quality Regional Control Board—%.- o

Lahontan Region
2501 Lake Tahoe Boulevard
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150

Re: SCH#2008011097; CEQA Notice of Completion: draft Environmental limpact Report
(DEIR) for the “Groundwater Cleanup Strategy/Historical Chromium Discharges from

PB&E’s Hinkley Compressor Station Project;” located near the Community of Hinkley;

San Bernardino County, California.

Dear Ms. Holden:

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) is the State of California
‘Trustee Agency’ for the protection and preservation of Native American cultural resources
pursuant to California Public Resources Code §21070 and affirmed by the Third Appellate Court
in the case of EPIC v. Johnson (1985: 170 Cal App. 3" 604).

This letter includes state and federal statutes relating to Native American
historic properties or resources of religious and cultural significance to American Indian tribes
and interested Native American individuals as ‘consulting parties’ under both state and federal
law. State law also addresses the freedom of Native American Religious Expression in Public
Resources Code §5097.9.

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA — CA Public Resources Code
21000-21177, amendments effective 3/18/2010) requires that any project that causes a
substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource, that includes
archaeological resources, is a ‘significant effect requiring the preparation of an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) per the CEQA Guidelines defines a significant impact on the environment
as ‘a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of physical conditions within
an area affected by the proposed project, including ... objects of historic or aesthetic
significance.” In order to comply with this provision, the lead agency is required to assess
whether the project will have an adverse impact on these resources within the ‘area of potential
effect (APE), and if so, to mitigate that effect. The NAHC recommends that the lead agency
request that the NAHC do a Sacred Lands File search as part of the careful planning for the
proposed project.

The NAHC “Sacred Sites,' as defined by the Native American Heritage Commission and
the California Legislature in California Public Resources Code §§5097.94(a) and 5097.96.
Items in the NAHC Sacred Lands Inventory are confidential and exempt from the Public
Records Act pursuant to California Government Code §6254 (r).
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Early consultation with Native American tribes in your area is the best way to avoid
unanticipated discoveries of cultural resources or burial sites once a project is underway.
Culturally affiliated tribes and individuals may have knowledge of the religious and cultural
significance of the historic properties in the project area (e.g. APE). We strongly urge that you
make contact with the list of Native American Contacts on the attached list of Native American
contacts, to see if your proposed project might impact Native American cultural resources and to
obtain their recommendations concerning the proposed project. Pursuant to CA Public
Resources Code § 5097.95, the NAHC requests cooperation from other public agencies in order
that the Native American consulting parties be provided pertinent project information.
Consuitation with Native American communities is also a matter of environmental justice as
defined by California Government Code §65040.12(e). Pursuant to CA Public Resources Code
§5097.95, the NAHC requests that pertinent project information be provided consulting tribal
parties, including archaeological studies. The NAHC recommends avoidance as defined by
CEQA Guidelines §15370(a) to pursuing a project that would damage or destroy Native
American cultural resources and Section 2183.2 that requires documentation, data recovery of
cultural resources.

Furthermore, the NAHC if the proposed project is under the jurisdiction of the statutes
and regulations of the National Environmental Policy Act (e.g. NEPA; 42 U.S.C. 4321-43351).
Consuitation with tribes and interested Native American consulting parties, on the NAHC list,
should be conducted in compliance with the requirements of federal NEPA and Section 106 and
4(f) of federal NHPA (16 U.S.C. 470 et seq), 36 CFR Part 800.3 () (2) & .5, the President's
Council on Environmental Quality (CSQ, 42 U.S.C 4371 et seq. and NAGPRA (25 U.S.C. 3001-
3013) as appropriate. The 1992 Secretary of the Interiors Standards for the Treatment of
Historic Properties were revised so that they could be applied to all historic resource types
included in the National Register of Historic Places and including cultural landscapes. Also,
federal Executive Orders Nos. 11593 (preservation of cultural environment), 13175
(coordination & consultation) and 13007 (Sacred Sites) are helpful, supportive guides for
Section 106 consultation. The aforementioned Secretary of the Interior's Standards include
recommendations for all ‘lead agencies’ to consider the historic context of proposed projects
and to “research” the cultural landscape that might include the ‘area of potential effect.’

Confidentiality of “historic properties of religious and cultural significance” should also be
considered as protected by California Government Code §6254( r) and may also be protected
under Section 304 of he NHPA or at the Secretary of the Interior discretion if not eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places. The Secretary may also be advised by the
federal Indian Religious Freedom Act (cf. 42 U.S.C., 1996) in issuing a decision on whether or
not to disclose items of religious and/or cultural significance identified in or near the APEs and
possibility threatened by proposed project activity.

Furthermore, Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, California Government Code
§27491 and Health & Safety Code Section 7050.5 provide for provisions for inadvertent
discovery of human remains mandate the processes to be followed in the event of a discovery
of human remains in a project location other than a ‘dedicated cemetery’.

To be effective, consuitation on specific projects must be the result of an ongoing
relationship between Native American tribes and lead agencies, project proponents and their
contractors, in the opinion of the NAHC. Regarding tribal consultation, a relationship built
around regular meetings and informal involvement with local tribes will iead to more qualitative
consultation tribal input on specific projects.
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Finally, when Native American cultural sites and/or Native American burial sites are

prevalent within the project site, the NAHC recommends ‘avoidance’ of the site as referenced by

CEQA Guidelines Section 15370(a).

If you have any questions about this response to your request, please do not hesitate to

Attachment: Native American Contact List
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Native American Contacts

Ramona Band of Cahuilla Mission indians
Joseph Hamiiton, Chairman

P.O. Box 391670 Cahuilla
Anza » CA 92539
admin@ramonatribe.com

(951) 763-4105
(951) 763-4325 Fax

San Manuel Band of Mission Indians
Carla Rodriguez, Chairwoman

26569 Community Center Drive Serrano
Highland » CA 92346

(909) 864-8933

(909) 864-3724 - FAX

(909) 864-3370 Fax

Chemehuevi Reservation
Edward Smith, Chairperson

P.O. Box 1976

Chemehuevi Valley CA 92363
chairicit@yahoo.com
(760) 858-4301

(760) 858-5400 Fax

Chemehuevi

Fort Mojave Indian Tribe
Timothy Williams, Chairperson

500 Merriman Ave Mojave
Needles » CA 92363

(760) 629-4591

(760) 629-5767 Fax

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

San Bernardino County
September 17, 2012 H2

Colorado River Indian Tribe
Eidred Enas ,Chairman; Ginger Scott, Museum

26600 Mojave Road Mojave
Parker » AZ 85344 Chemehuevi
crit.museum@yahoo.com

(928) 669-9211-Tribal Office

(928) 669-8970 ext 21

(928) 669-1925 Fax

S an Fernando Band of Mission Indians
John Valenzuela, Chairperson

P.O. Box 221838 Fernandeno
Newhali y CA 91322 Tataviam
Attac tsen2y@hotmail.com Serrano
5851 53-0833 Office Vanyume
(760) 885-0955 Cell Kitanemuk

(760) 949-1604 Fax

AhaMakKav Cultural Society, Fort Mojave Indian
Linda Otero, Director

P.O. Box 5990 Mojave
Mohave Valley AZ 86440
(928) 768-4475

LindaOtero @fortmojave.com
(928) 768-7996 Fax

Morongo Band of Mission Indians
Michael Contreras, Cultural Heritage Prog.

12700 Pumarra Road Cahuilla
Banning » CA92220 Serrano
(951) 201-1866 - cell
mcontreras@morongo-nsn.

gov

(951) 922-0105 Fax

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of the statutory responsibility as defined In Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code,
Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list Is applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
SCH#2008011097; CEQA Notice of Completion; draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Comprehensive Groundwater Cleanup
Strategy for Historical Chromium Discharges from PG&E's Hinkly Compressor Station; located in San Bernardino County, California.
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Native American Contacts

San Bernardino County #2
September 17, 2012
Attachment
San Manuel Band of Mission Indians Ernest H. Siva
Ann Brierty, Policy/Cultural Resources Departmen Morongo Band of Mission Indians Tribal Elder
26569 Community Center. Drive  Serrano 9570 Mias Canyon Road Serrano
Highland » CA 92346 Banning » CA92220 Cahuilla
(909) 864-8933, Ext 3250 siva@dishmail.net
abrierty@sanmanuel-nsn. (951) 849-4676

gov
(909) 862-5152 Fax

Fort Mojave Indian Tribe
Nora McDowell, Cultural Resources Coordinator

500 Merriman Ave Mojave
Needles » CA 92363
NoraMcDowall@fortmojave.

(760) 629-4591
(760) 629-5767 Fax

Serrano Nation of Mission Indians
Goldie Walker, Chairwoman

P.O. Box 343 Serrano
Patton » CA 92369

(909) 528-9027 or
(909) 528-9032

Kern Valleg_lndian Council
i

Robert Robinson, Co-Chairperson

P.O. Box 401 Tubatulabal
Weldon » CA93283 Kawaiisu
brobinson@iwvisp.com Koso

(760) 378-4575 (Home) Yokuts
(760) 549-2131 (Work)

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of the statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code,
Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list is applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
SCH#2008011097; CEQA Notice of Completion; draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Comprehensive Groundwater Cleanup
Strategy for Historical Chromium Discharges from PG&E's Hinkly Compressor Station; located in San Bernardino County, California.
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#3

Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District
14306 Park Avenue, Victorville, CA 92392-2310
760.245.1661 « fax 760.245.2699

Visit our web site: hup://www.mdagmd.ca.gov

November 28, 2012

Anne Holden

Lahontan Water Board

2501 Lake Tahoe Boulevard
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150

Project Title: Draft EIR for the Comprehensive Groundwater Cleanup Strategy for
Historical Chromium Discharges from PG&E’s Hinkley Compressor Station

Dear Ms. Holden:

The Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District (District) has reviewed the Draft EIR for
the Comprehensive Groundwater Cleanup Strategy for Historical Chromium Discharges from
PG&E’s Hinkley Compressor Station. The proposed project consists of expanded remediation
activities to address the full extent of the chromium contamination in groundwater. The Water 3-1
Board and PG&E have worked to develop feasible remedial approaches to comprehensively
contain and remediate the chromium plume. The DEIR evaluates at equal level of detail six
project alternatives, each with different combinations and intensities of remediation activities.

The District has reviewed the DEIR for this project and concurs that the proposed mitigation 1
measures for Air Quality (AIR-MM-1 through AIR-MM-8) represent feasible mitigation. The 3.2
District has no comments based on the information available to us at this time.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this planning document. If you have any questions
regarding this letter, please contact me at (760) 245-1661, extension 6726, or Tracy Walters at
extension 6122.

y

Alan J. De Salvio
Supervising Air Quality Engineer

Sincerel

AID/tw PG&E Groundwater Cleanup

City of Town of Cuy of City of City of City of County of County of City of City of Town of
Adclanto Apple Valley Barstow Blythe Hespena Needles Riverside San Twentynine Victorville Yucea Valley
Bernardino Paims
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H#HAA

Petition by the Community of Hinkley in regards to the Enivirnmental Impact Reort to the California

Regional Water Quality Control Board Lahontan

California Regional Water Quality Control Board Lahontan Region This is a petition for W
immediate action by the Lahontan Water Board from the Hinkley community members listed
on this document. The people of Hinkley request that PG&E is ordered to clean the entire
extent of their discharged chromium 6 and any other byproduct produced by their clean up
procedures. As it pertains to the Environmental Impact Report the community requests that
PG&E clean the plume with the least amount of impact on the environment and byproducts in
the aquifer the community prefers that the plume be cleaned properly and in its entirety taking
due caution not to make things worse for the community or its wildlife.

Print Name
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HAA

California Regional Water Quality Control Board Lahontan Region This is a petition for immediate action by the
Lahontan Water Board from the Hinkley community members listed on this document. The people of Hinkley
request that PG&E is ordered to clean the entire extent of their discharged chromium 6 and any other byproduct
produced by their clean up procedures. As it pertains to the Environmental Impact Report the community requests
that PG&E clean the plume with the least amount of impact on the environment and byproducts in the aquifer the
community prefers that the plume be cleaned properly and in its entirety taking due caution not to make things
worse for the community or its wildlife.

Print Name Signature Please
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California Regional Water Quality Control Board Lahontan Region This is a petition for immediate action
by the Lahontan Water Board from the Hinkley community members listed on this document. The
people of Hinkley request that PG&E is ordered to clean the entire extent of their discharged chromium
6 and any other byproduct produced by their clean up procedures. As it pertains to the Environmental
Impact Report the community requests that PG&E clean the plume with the least amount of impact on
the environment and byproducts in the aquifer the community prefers that the plume be cleaned
properly and in its entirety taking due caution not to make things worse for the community or its
wildlife.

Print Name Signature Please.
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California Regional Water Quality Control Board Lahontan Region This is a petition for immediate action
by the Lahontan Water Board from the Hinkley community members listed on this document. The
people of Hinkley request that PG&E is ordered to clean the entire extent of their discharged chromium
6 and any other byproduct produced by their clean up procedures. As it pertains to the Environmental 4A-1
Impact Report the community requests that PG&E clean the plume with the least amount of impact on cont'd
the environment and byproducts in the aquifer the community prefers that the plume be cleaned
properly and in its entirety taking due caution not to make things worse for the community or its
wildlife.

Print Name Signature Please.
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Petition for the Community of Hinkley to the California Regional Water Quality Control Board Lahontan

California Regional Water Quality Control Board Lahontan Region This is a petition for immediate action
by the Lahontan Water Board from the Hinkley community members listed on this document. The
people of Hinkley request that the Lahontan Regional Quality Water Board have an independent entity
not PG&E or PG&E affiliated do duplicate sampling of both domestic and monitoring wells. The people
also request that independent research not PG&E or PG&E affiliated determine actual plume boundaries
also testing to determine origin of chromium 6. The people of Hinkley feel that these issues are vital for
proper plume clean up and accurate plume delineation. The community requests that these items be
expedited we do want to wait any longer. It is the water boards’ responsibility to determine the
delineation of the plume to ensure that the discharger cleans the discharged hexavalent chromium in its
entirety as stated by law so the Hinkley Valley is returned to its natural state prior to PG&E)§ unlawful

discharge.
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California Regional Water Quality Control Board Lahontan Region This is a petition for immediate action by the
Lahontan Water Board from the Hinkley community members listed on this document. The people of Hinkley
request that the Lahontan Regional Quality Water Board have an independent entity not PG&E or PG&E affiliated
do duplicate sampling of both domestic and monitoring wells. The people also request that independent research
not PG&E or PG&E affiliated determine actual plume boundaries also testing to determine origin of chromium 6.
The people of Hinkley feel that these issues are vital for proper plume clean up and accurate plume delineation.
The community requests that these items be expedited we do want to wait any longer. It is the water boards’
responsibility to determine the delineation of the plume to ensure that the discharger cleans the discharged
hexavalent chromium in its entirety as stated by law so the Hinkley Valley is returned to its natural state prior to

#4B

PG&E’s unlawful discharge.
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California Regional Water Quality Control Board Lahontan Region This is a petition for immediate action by the
Lahontan Water Board from the Hinkley community members listed on this document. The people of Hinkley
request that the Lahontan Regional Quality Water Board have an independent entity not PG&E or PG&E affiliated
do duplicate sampling of both domestic and monitoring wells. The people also request that independent research
not PG&E or PG&E affiliated determine actual plume boundaries also testing to determine origin of chromium 6.
The people of Hinkley feel that these issues are vital for proper plume clean up and accurate plume delineation.
The community requests that these items be expedited we do want to wait any fonger. It is the water boards’
responsibility to determine the delineation of the plume to ensure that the discharger cleans the discharged
hexavalent chromium in its entirety as stated by law so the Hinkley Valley is returned to its natural state prior to

PGRE's unlawful discharge.
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5 #4B

California Regional Water Quality Control Board Lahontan Region This is a petition for immediate action by the
Lahontan Water Board from the Hinkley community members listed on this document. The people of Hinkley
request that the Lahontan Regional Quality Water Board have an independent entity pat PGRE or PG&E affiliated
do duplicate sampling of both domestic and monitoring wells. The people also request that independent research
not PG&E or PG&E affiliated determine actual plume boundaries also testing to determine origin of chromium 6.
The people of Hinkley feel that these issues are vital for proper plume clean up and accurate plume delineation.
The community requests that these items be expedited we do want to wait any longer. It is the water boards’
responsibility to determine the delineation of the plume to ensure that the discharger cleans the discharged
hexavalent chromium in its entirety as stated by law so the Hinkley Valley is returned to its natural state prior to
PG&E’s unlawful discharge.
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California Regional Water Quality Control Board Lahontan Region This is a petition for immediate action by the
Lahontan Water Board from the Hinkley community members listed on this document. The people of Hinkley
request that the Lahontan Regional Quality Water Board have an independent entity not PG&E or PG&E affiliated
do duplicate sampling of both domestic and monitoring wells. The people also request that independent research
not PG&E or PG&E affiliated determine actual plume boundaries also testing to determine origin of chromium 6.
The people of Hinkley feel that these issues are vital for proper plume clean up and accurate plume delineation.
The community requests that these items be expedited we do want to wait any longer. Itis the water boards’
responsibility to determine the delineation of the plume to ensure that the discharger cleans the discharged
hexavalent chromium in its entirety as stated by law so the Hinkley Valley is returned to its natural state prior to

PG&E’s unlawful discharge. .
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#4B

On Aug 29, 2012, at 8:15 PM, "Daron Banks" <daronbanks@aol.com> wrote:

> Questions on EIR better define temporary impact on wells from insitu process ie manganese and arsenic how long

does it take to filter manganese and other biproducts and how much will disperse into aquifer 4B-1
>

> Sent from my iPad
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#AC

Daron Banks
This is an excerpt from the September 12, 2012, public meeting transcript (Appendix X).

MR. BANKS: Mr. Chair, thank you. My name is Daron Banks, D-a-r-o-n B-a-n-k-s. Before | read my
statement, | wanted to talk a little bit about the EIR. | like the fact that it's -- as lan stated -- a living,
breathing document, that it can be changed as it goes along because the fact that remains is that we
have no idea where the plume is. We have no idea. So we do know -- or at least according to Project
Navigator that told me that, you know, according to PG&E's research that the plume was moved up to
like -- what is it -- three miles per day -- no, three feet per day. I'm sorry. And so 50 years, three feet
per day -- who knows. The board is really -- | know that they tried to -- to order PG&E, but PG&E always
seems to have one step up on you. Three “A” is a perfect example. With that order -- or we would have
had the ability to determine what is PG&E's and what is not. And there is technology done by the USGS
and Mr. Izbicki and his colleagues that can determine whether or not the chromium 6 is PG&E's or if it's
natural. It's appropriate that that be determined. How can you start a remediation or a cleanup when
you have no idea of the extent of the cleanup? So | understand that the EIR needs to go through, but we
still have to find out where our mess is before we can start the cleanup. So that should be our number
one priority.

And then, you know, their injections and things that they're doing -- we have no baseline. | don't want
PG&E to come back ten years from now and all of a sudden we have exploded arsenic or manganese or
uranium and them be able to say "There's no proof that that's ours" just as they stated 50 years ago or
whatever. "That's not ours." That's what they'll do if you allow them to do it. So we need to get a
baseline and we need someone other than PG&E to determine that baseline.

We need to find out -- we know that their in-situ process increases the manganese by the well testing of
99,000 parts per billion from near their in-situ sites. So, you know, whatever they're doing to us, they're
putting us in a petri dish and they're using us as test subjects and it's under the oversight of you people.
So please, we need somebody with experience that can come in and at the very least oversee what's
going on.

The CAC has become something completely opposite of what this board's original intentions were. With
that said, my first request is can this board publically ask Project Navigator what PG&E is paying them
for their three-month contract and who do they negotiate the contract details with? Is it PG&E?

Second, can this board publically ask one of the CAC members -- preferably not a co-chair member — if
PG&E has come uninvited to their non-public meetings?

Third, the board -- and specifically, Dr. Horne -- asked Project Navigator -- needs to ask Project Navigator
why when they were clearly told by Dr. Horne to provide an independent facilitator for the CAC
meetings, why has that not happened? Due to clear PG&E influence and intimidation, the CAC has
become another vehicle for PG&E to inject their -- their will onto the community of Hinkley. So | would
like to ask at this time that the Water Board staff can come once a month to facilitate our community
advisory meetings without PG&E as board members or facilitators. PG&E can be present to answer

—]
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qguestions, but have no authority or influence over the CAC or Project Navigator which was the intended
purpose of the CAC. All issues before the CAC should be public knowledge and the board should oversee
the process. | know that you can't oversee the process of the contract, but the CAC members are
supposed to determine the -- the issues of the contract -- or at this time, Project Navigator's hands are
tied to PG&E's belief on what their job is. Simple things like they're not permitted to do independent
testing. PG&E doesn't allow that. If there are -- our expert advisor -- and they're not able to reaffirm or
decide what is fact or fiction because every data that they use is what PG&E chooses to give them. It's
eschewed as anything else that they've done.

Also, their contract -- they gave them another three-month contract. He worked a time period without
contract, was compensated for that and then signed another three-month contract. On a contract that
went three months, Project Navigator, | believe, can't do their job properly and independent without
possible influence from PG&E. They can't do their job correctly. So their -- their contract needs to be a
year which was the insinuation of what it was supposed to be after the first three months.

My second issue according to Project Navigator's PG&E research shows that the plume, like | said,
moves as three feet per day. At that rate over 50 years, the actual plume boundary could be further
than anyone realized. We know that the well tests as far as Harper Lake have come in at 10 parts per
billion. It's time to properly define the plume. PG&E's baby-step progress that they proposed in
defining the plume is just too slow. Thinking is just not -- it's just not big enough. They're not thinking
big enough. So you need to bring in someone else to define the plume.

Also, it's appropriate to order duplicate samplings of well testing in order to verify results. It's okay for
this board to ask for help. For several reasons like budget issues and lack of resources, PG&E seems to
be one step ahead of this board. So | request that you negotiate with PG&E to bring in USGS. | have
talked to members of the USGS and they assure me that they are prepared and are capable of
accurately defining the plume and can determine the chromium 6 origin. They can also evaluate PG&E's
cleanup to ensure that we're not having to deal with the bigger issue with all of your other stuff going
on. As it's explained to me, they're pumping all this stuff and we're getting oxygen-starved water that
chemically can change the makeup of the plume which can increase the uranium and other issues.

And these are all problems brought on by PG&E. So please, act on these motions. Don't wait. Thank you
very much.

4C-6
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#5

Floyd Burns
This is an excerpt from the September 12, 2012, public meeting transcript (Appendix X).

MR. BURNS: My name is Floyd Burns, F-I-o-y-d B-u-r-n-s. | won't take up much of your time. It's getting
kind of late. A few years -- a few months ago | was way over in Central China about as far away from
Hinkley as you can get. And people over there know all about Hinkley. This world (sic) is known around
the world, not just here in Barstow. It's everywhere. You got people --

THE REPORTER: Sir, can you speak up a little?
THE WITNESS: Okay.
THE REPORTER: Thank you.

THE WITNESS: If you mentioned Erin Brockovich, then they know all about Hinkley. But anyway, this --
Hinkley will go down in history as a disaster. PG&E has wrecked and killed -- the company has killed
many, many people. Nobody was ever prosecuted for this. If anybody has a right to hate that company -
-l do. I won't go into that, but | do. But | do not -- | don't hate the company. | kind of feel sorry for
them. The tragedy -- worst tragedy that ever happened to the United States happened in West Virginia,
1930. Union Carbide built a three-mile tunnel called the Hawk's Nest project. They would not allow the
miners to use water in their drilling because they had to make that 22 feet a day. They killed over 700
miners. Nobody was ever prosecuted for that. Later on, the same company went to India in 1985 and
they killed there 30,000 people. 1985. Same company. Nobody was ever prosecuted. The thing is that
when you make decisions, think of all the people -- think of the people who died here in Hinkley, who
moved away from Hinkley or died of cancer. No one really knows what happened to them. So think of
that. Think of those people when you make your decisions. Thank you very much.
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Brief Initial Comments on the Draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

Prepared for

{/Presentation-to Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Beard————

Prepared
" Dr. lan'/A"Webster, Project Navigator, Ltd.
_In the Role of Hinkley CAC IRP Manager

September 12, 2012
Barstow, CA

www.HinkleyGroundwater.com
www.ProjectNavigator.com: « _

Early Review Comments and Perspectives from the Independent Review
Panel (IRP) Manager Working for the Hinkley CAC...2.

B The Process to Finalize the EIR, Should Take Into
Consideration the Community’s Grand Objectives
e “Clean water as soon as possible”
+ To Homes and in the Aquifer(s)
e The CAC's Push for “Progress” — Can be Achieved via a Flexible EIR

+ Approval of an EIR, now, makes progress possible even though the
final clean up methodology and goals for Cr6 are not yet established

+ A Flexible EIR allows permits to be issued and a final, performance
based, CAO issued

e Path-Forward Recommendations

+ CAC endorses a Flexible WB Enforcement Approach using EIR
Amendments and CAO Amendments

+ This Approach Appears to be Consistent with PG&E's Stated

Remedy Implementation “Adaptive Management Approach”

Early Review Comments and Perspectives from the Independent Review
Panel (IRP) Manager Working for the Hinkley CAC...1.

B The CAC Thanks the Water Board for the Issuing
the EIR

® The 1,000-Page Document is Long-Awaited

B The CAC Fully Understands the Critical-Path
Significance of the EIR on the Road to Final
Remedy Selection and the Final Cleanup CAO...

B ...and Full Scale, Final Remedy Operations

CAC Ongoing Discussions Regarding the EIR, and
IRP Manager Review and Perspectives

Optimum Remedy
Selection Target.
810 12 Ag-Treatment
Units Balances
Remedy Speed Vs
Need for Minimal
Impacts

Time for Cr6 Treatment
syoedw| [IUSWIUOIIAUT

T T
6 10 24
Number of Agricultural Cr6 Treatment Units
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Managing Strategies into Tactical Action

One Pointe Drive 714.388.1800 tel
Suite 320 714.388.1839 fax
Brea, CA 92821 www.projectnavigator.com

November 5, 2012

Anne Holden

Lahontan Water Board

2501 Lake Tahoe Boulevard
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150.
aholden@waterboards.ca.gov

Subject: Comments on the Draft Hinkley Groundwater Remediation EIR
(dated August 2012). Submitted by the Hinkley Community Advisory
Committee (CAC) and the Independent Review Panel (IRP) Manager

Dear Anne:

The Hinkley Community Advisory Community (CAC) thanks the Lahontan Water
Board for managing the formulation of the above Draft Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) and issuing the document for public comment in August, 2012. The
process and debate towards its final adoption is an important and necessary
milestone in the overall pathway towards an eventual cleanup of the Cr-6
impacted groundwaters in Hinkley, California. We also thank the Water Board for
the numerous briefings you have prepared for the Hinkley Community during the
past month describing the document, as well as extending the comment period.
The extra time has allowed for improved CAC/Community understanding and
improved comments.

In general, in the Independent Review Panel (IRP) Manager’s opinion, the overall
project requires a comprehensive, but simultaneously flexible EIR (which could
be modified, revised and amended in the future, as appropriate, as new, EIR-
relevant data comes to light). The current draft EIR provides an excellent
framework, and is a high quality document.

The IRP Manager hopes that the Water Board will address the detailed
comments supplied by our EIR review consultant, Environmental Audit, Inc., and
use the comments, as appropriate, as the document is further discussed in the
months ahead. In the IRP Manager’s opinion, the document, as written, does
provide a broad framework for documenting and starting to understand the
effects of the proposed Hinkley groundwater remedies on the environment. In
one major aspect, though, further work does seem required in the issue of
secondary chemicals generation within the In Situ Reactive Zone (IRZ) and this
particular topic is of such major concern to the CAC, that they wish to go on
record, via these comments, of requesting that the EIR process be “suspended,”
and the IRZ systems “shut down” until more information is gathered.
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#6B

RE: CAC and IRP Manager Comments to the Draft EIR Managing Strategies into Tactical Action
Hinkley Groundwater Remediation Program

The IRP Manager has had lengthy discussions with the CAC on this matter, and
also is proposing that some major technical exchange sessions should occur, 6B-5
wherein all relevant data, and conversely data gaps, are reviewed.

Our comments are provided via three main Attachments to this cover letter, W
namely:

1. Detailed EIR document review comments prepared by the EIR specialist
firm, Environmental Audit, Inc. of Placentia, CA. (www.envaudit.com).

6B-6

2. Comments by the IRP Manager specific to the In situ Reactive Zone
(IRZ) and the present generation of secondary chemicals, and

3. Data collected by CAC Member Mr. Nick Grill for manganese in the
vicinity of the IRZ. i

More detailed discussions on each of these topics now follows:
1. General Comments on the EIR Prepared by Environmental Audit, Inc.

Environmental Audit, Inc. (EAI) was retained by the IRP Manager on behalf of the
CAC to review the EIR. Their retention by the IRP Manager was made possible
via the guidelines established in the Hinkley CAC’s Memorandum of Agreement
(MOA) between the CAC and PG&E. This allows for specialty expertise to be
retained by the IRP Manager to assist the CAC, when deemed necessary and 6B-7
appropriate.

EAl's comprehensive comments are provided in Attachment A. In particular, the
CAC and IRP Manager wish to highlight the following EAI comments:

a. The Environmental Impacts of Remediation Activities in the IRZ T
Have not been Fully Evaluated. Namely, the draft EIR only
addresses the impacts associated with Cr6 contamination and
cleanup. Secondary, IRZ-produced, chemicals of concern, such as 6B-8
manganese and arsenic require further evaluation. More on this topic
is discussed by the IRP Manager in the following Section 2. ]

b. Comprehensiveness of Health Risk Assessment (HRA). The EIR
contains a HRA for diesel truck emissions and above ground
construction activities related to the implementation and operations of 6B-9
a remedy. Related to the above comment (1.a.), no HRA
computations were performed for other potential exposure pathways,
such as those created by secondary chemicals. 1

c. The Relative Phasing of the EIR and the Pending Background
Study Needs to be Thought Through. The new planned background
study, which is at a work plan review status by the Water Board, will
generate information on naturally occurring Cr6 background levels 6B-10
that will ultimately be used in establishing project cleanup goals. EAI's
review points out the dilemma as to which document should be
completed first, strongly suggesting that background Cr6 numbers are

20f6
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#6B

RE: CAC and IRP Manager Comments to the Draft EIR Managing Strategies into Tactical Action
Hinkley Groundwater Remediation Program

a precursor to the final grand approval of the EIR. The IRP Manager
strikes more of a middle ground believing that the current, flexible,

document (viewed as an “amendable EIR framework”) can be pushed 6B-10
to completion, but then subsequently amended, as necessary, when cont'd
background Cr6 levels are determined, perhaps more than 2 years

from present. 1

2. IRP Manager Comments Specific to the In situ Reactive Zone (IRZ) and
the Present Generation of Secondary Chemicals.

The CAC has also become concerned about how well the operating performance
of the IRZ systems are understood. It has been well documented that the
reductive processes occurring within the IRZ, while immediately conducive to the
reduction of Cr6 to Cr3, also liberate secondary chemicals of concern, most
notably manganese and arsenic. The draft EIR discusses these processes and
relevant data at pages 3.1-31 and onwards. Figure 3.1-9 shows IRZ data for
arsenic, while Fig 3.1-11 shows similar information for manganese. (Both Figures
appear to have been prepared by PG&E and submitted to ICF and the Water
Board for the EIR. Also, the timing of collection of the IRZ's arsenic and
manganese data displayed in EIR Figures 3.1-9 and 3.1-11, respectively, is
unclear. This is important since the recent As and Mn measurements made by
CAC Member Mr. Nick Grill have been made within the last few months).

At page 3.1-32 of the draft EIR, the following is stated: “....the in situ remediation
of the chromium plume has resulted in temporary and localized increase of
arsenic in parts of the plume area. Based on experience with in-situ remediation,
arsenic (and other byproducts) concentration increases in correlation to the
amount of injected organic carbon, and then decreases in time as the organic
carbon is consumed by microbial action. Arsenic levels in groundwater increase
from less than 1 ppb to 15 ppb in areas up to 500 feet downgradient of the 6B-11
carbon injection point. Prior studies have indicated that after carbon amendment
ceases, in-situ remedial byproducts declined back toward initial levels within
several months to over a year, as organic carbon levels dropped. Current data
shows arsenic as a by product only within the chromium plume, and not beyond
the plume boundaries.” Later on page 3.1-33 under descriptions of the
manganese and its release phenomenon, a similar statement is made; namely
“Current data shows manganese as by product only within the chromium plume,
and not beyond the plume boundaries.”

It is this last statement which concerns the CAC. Under the leadership of CAC
Member Mr. Nick Grill the CAC has now had the opportunity to review
groundwater samples collected by Mr. Grill from domestic wells to the immediate
west of the IRZ. Also, previously, for use in discussions between the CAC and
PG&E, the IRP Manager prepared a 3D plot of manganese data at the IRZ (see
Figure 1). Subject to the limitations of available PG&E data, the IRP Manager’s
Figure 1 appears to show that the manganese is contained within the IRZ area.
This is in contrast to the new manganese data from Mr. Grill which appears to
show elevated manganese readings outwith and to the west of the IRZ.

The IRP Manager has reviewed Mr. Grill's findings, and they have also been
discussed at length at CAC Meetings. It this data, to a large extent, which is
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#6B

RE: CAC and IRP Manager Comments to the Draft EIR Managing Strategies into Tactical Action
Hinkley Groundwater Remediation Program

driving the CAC towards their opinion that the IRZ should be “shut down,” until
more comprehensive sampling occurs, and the IRZ processes and PG&E’s
believed “containment” is better understood.

From an IRP Manager’s perspective, taken at face value, and with no knowledge
about the accuracy of the sampling exercise, Mr. Grill's highest magnitude data
points (provided in Figure 2) display as the two (red colored) western data points
in Figure 1. Such observations, implying a release of manganese beyond the
bounds of the IRZ and the Cr6 plume boundary (also supported by anecdotal
comments made by other community members at the CAC monthly meetings)
causes the CAC to ask the IRP Manager to raise this issue in this EIR comments
package. In addition, the IRP Manager has overlain the IRZ manganese Figure
from the EIR over the aforementioned 3D data display, and the result is shown in
Figure 3. The EIR claims that “based on available data,” there appears to be no
release of Mn to the west. (Draft EIR, p.3.1-33). It should be noted, however, that
EIR Figure 3.1-11 does not show any information being collected to the west side
of the plume. Mr. Grill's data appears to be one of the first manganese sampling
efforts in this area. During August 2012, the Water Board also sampled some
domestic wells in this area (see Figure 2), but measured manganese
concentrations two to three orders of magnitude less than Mr. Grill's
measurements.

6B-11

cont'd

Despite the variation in manganese readings to date at domestic wells to the
west of the IRZ, the CAC has asked the IRP Manager to express their concern
about the ability of the IRZ to contain generated chemicals.

The CAC met on November 1, 2012 to discuss the EIR, the IRZ, and what
comments should be submitted specific to the above issue. After significant
discussion, which involved the IRP Manager, the IRP Manager was directed to
specifically comment as follows regarding the IRZ, and its ongoing operations
relevant to the EIR. The CAC believes that too little is understood about
secondary by-product generation in the form of arsenic and manganese,
and that until a better understanding of the systems operations is gained,
the IRZ should be “switched off.” “Switching off” could also entail simply
eliminating the present injection of ethanol, while at the same time attempting to 6B-12
use the current IRZ system for some form of hydraulic control.

In his role of providing candid technical advice, the IRP Manager has discussed
with the CAC some of the ramifications of this action. These included eliminating
the sole mechanism at the Cr6 plume hot spot location for treating Cr6, which
could lead to downgradient releases of Cr6, and thereby possible impacts on
plume shape and size.

The IRP Manager also discussed with the CAC a variety of other approaches (

which could be considered to address the manganese and arsenic issues. They

include the following, and the IRP Manager offers these ideas to the Water Board

for deliberation and discussion:

6B-13

1. Consider the installation of additional new monitoring wells adjacent to
the IRZ area to definitively prove and monitor containment. This could
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#6B

RE: CAC and IRP Manager Comments to the Draft EIR
Hinkley Groundwater Remediation Program

Managing Strategies into Tactical Action

be accomplished as part of the pending new groundwater monitoring 6B-13
Order. cont'd
2. Evaluate if there is an improved (lower, most likely) optimal dosing of the T
carbon source which would still treat Cr6, but minimize by-product
formation. Consider an optimization program for the in situ reaction zone.
PG&E may have already performed such work as they arrived at ethanol 6B-14
as the carbon source. Past work on the IRZ and its predicted
performance should be dusted off and reviewed versus actual operating
performance. 1
3. Better quantify the actual quantities of arsenic and manganese being T
generated relative to Cr6 being treated, and thereby assess from a risk
mitigation and health risk evaluation perspective what is the appropriate 6B-15
decision-making regarding the IRZ (related to 1.b., above), and finally
most importantly, 1
4. Immediately convene technical exchange meetings on the above, prior ]
to any actions being taken, so that the right decisions can be made for
the Hinkley Community as a whole. Viz: the need to balance the
perceived risks of temporarily generated, and possibly contained (but 6B-16
not yet definitively proven in the minds of the CAC) manganese and
arsenic Vs the upsides of in situ Cr6 plume hot spot treatment, which in
the long-term appears to be the most expeditious way to remediate the
entire plume to background levels. i
Manganese Data Collected by Mr. Nick Grill to the West of the IRZ ]
The manganese monitoring data collected by Mr. Nick Grill is provided in
Attachment B. This is the data which is shown in Figure 2, and is plotted in
Figure 1. (Figure 2 also lists Water Board collected data. The Water Board
measurements are significantly less than those made by Mr. Grill). 6B-17
The CAC and the IRP Manager thank you for the opportunity to submit these
comments on the draft EIR. Obviously the issue which is most pressing on the
CAC'’s agenda pertaining to the completeness of the EIR, is the IRZ and its
associated generation of secondary chemicals. We hope that that the Water
Board can meet with the CAC soon, and involve PG&E, to immediately devise
solutions and action items regarding the IRZ. 1

—Piease—feei—ﬁ*ee-—to—coﬁact—any CAC Member or me at 714-863-0483 or at
ReShaCHOI BLRRsHRg oator-com-

lan A. Webster, Sc.D.
IRP Manager
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#6B

RE: CAC and IRP Manager Comments to the Draft EIR

Managing Strategies into Tactical Action
Hinkley Groundwater Remediation Program

Attachment A: Comments on the Draft EIR by Environmental Audit, Inc.
Attachment B: Domestic Well Manganese Measurements made by CAC
Member Mr. Nick Grill

Figure 1: IRP Manager's 3D data display for Manganese at the IRZ. Monitoring
data was supplied by PG&E. Data supplied by Mr. Nick Grill has been added.
Figure 2: Manganese monitoring data collected and provided by Mr. Nick Grill.
Figure 3: IRP Manager’s 3D display for Manganese at the IRZ overlain with
similar Manganese data displayed in a Figure from the Draft EIR.
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#6B
ENVIRONMENTAL AUDIT, INC., Attachment A

I[ ’ / 1000-A Ortega Way, Placentia, CA 92870-7162 with comments

714/632-8521 FAX: 714/632-6754
33" ANNIVERSARY
email:dbright@envaudit.com

November 5, 2012
Project No. 2800

lan Webster

Project Navigator

One Pointe Dr., Suite 320
Brea, California 92821

Subject: Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report, Comprehensive Groundwater
Cleanup Strategy for Historical Chromium Discharges from PG&E’s Hinkley
Compressor Station

Dear Mr. Webster:

Environmental Audit, Inc. (www.envaudit.com) was retained by Project Navigator, Ltd., in its role of
Hinkley Community Advisory Committee (CAC) Independent Review Panel (IRP) Manager to assist the
CAC review and comment omrtheabove document. We have met with both the CAC and the IRP 6B-18
Manager in conjunction with our review of the document. We also attended a Water Board Public
briefing on the EIR held in Hinkley on October 16, 2012, and participated in the regularly scheduled CAC
Monthly Community Meeting held on October 25, 2012. 1

Environmental Audit, Inc. offers the following comments on the draft EIR:
1. Notice of Preparation/Initial Study (NOP/IS)

e The NOP, issued November 24, 2010, refers to the preparation of a Subsequent EIR. Sometime
after the release of the NOP, a decision was made to change the document from a Subsequent 6B-19
EIR to a stand-alone EIR. The reason for this change was not discussed in in the Draft EIR. An B
explanation should be provided as to the reasons for the change in approach relative to CEQA
compliance.

2. Project Description

e The term “background level” refers to the water quality that existed before the discharge. The
studies conducted to determine background levels were conducted after the PG&E release.
Therefore, the accuracy of the background contaminant concentrations used in the EIR is
qguestionable. The Water Board is requiring that PG&E conduct a new background study. We
recommend that PG&E and the Water Board agree on a compliance schedule for completing the
background study, as its results are important to the groundwater remediation efforts. Itis
difficult to determine appropriate clean-up methods, requirements, and related environmental
impacts when the ultimate goal (background concentrations) is in a state of flux. The EIR’s
environmental setting and potential environmental impacts may need to be updated when the
results of the new background study is completed. The background study is not an activity that

6B-20
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#6B

I. Webster

November 5, 2012 Attachment A

Page 2 with comments
requires CEQA compliance, so PG&E should be required to implement the study as soon as 6B-20
possible (and not wait for a new Clean up and Abatement Order (CAO)). cont'd

e The Draft EIR only addresses the impacts associated with Cr(VI) contamination and cleanup. The T
impacts associated with cleanup of other contaminants in the aquifer (e.g. manganese, iron,
arsenic and uranium) are not evaluated in the EIR. Therefore, by definition, the environmental 6B-21
impacts of remediation activities (both the interim actions and long-term) have not been fully
evaluated and disclosed.

e Instead of describing a proposed project, the Draft EIR evaluates 6 alternatives. It thereby T
maintains project “flexibility,” and delivers a comprehensive platform for EIR decision-making. 6B-22
However, the EIR needs to define the “CEQA Project.”

e Page 2-6 Section 2.5.1. Affected wells "are those that do not meet federal, state, and local
drinking water standards." Where no federal, state, or local standard yet exists, as is the case
for Cr(VI), public health based goals (PHG) are appropriate to employ in “affected wells decision-
making.” The PHG for Cr(VI) is 0.02 ppb, but current technology does not allow for detection of 6B-23
Cr(V1) at 0.02 ppb, i.e., 0.06 ppb is the current laboratory detection limit for Cr(VI). Therefore,
“affected wells” are those that contain a Cr(VI) concentrations equal to or greater than 0.06
ppb. The relationship between affected wells and background concentrations is unclear. 1

e Figures ES-2 and 2-2b. The figures summarize data from 4™ Quarter 2011 sampling results. No
information was provided to explain how the plume labeled as “approximate” 3.1 ppb level was 6B-24
determined in the northern portion of the plume. Sampling data are not available in this
portion of the plume, so the method used to define the plume should be provided.

3. Water Resources and Water Quality

e Page 3.1-8. The term acre-feet should also be defined in terms of gallons as the general publicis T 6B-25
more familiar with gallons as a form of measurement. i

e The EIR does not provide a definition for “water supply well.” J6B-26
e The EIR should quantify whether or not groundwater with elevated Cr(lll) or Cr(VI) or other by- T
product concentrations are being used for showering, washing dishes, landscape watering, etc. 6B-27

The EIR should have included a health risk assessment that evaluates these potential exposure |
pathways. Page 3.1-16, second to last paragraph. The term “SCRIA project” should be defined. T gB-28

e Page 3.1-13, fourth bullet, indicates that where cleanup to background is infeasible, cleanup T
standards will be set at the lowest concentrations for the individual pollutant that, among other
things, consider cumulative risks taking into account different routes of exposure and other
pollutants. Considering that contaminated groundwater has been a long-term problem in 6B-29
Hinkley, a discussion of health risks associated with Cr(VI) and other remediation by-products
should have been included in the EIR. (The only HRA in the EIR was prepared for diesel truck
emissions and ex-situ construction).

e Page 3.1-28, third paragraph. This paragraph indicates that PG&E submitted a Proposed Work
Plan fer Evaluation of Background Chromium in the Upper Aquifer of the Hinkley Valley, which
proposes additional data to expand on the 2007 Background Study Report. The paragraph
further indicates that the Water Board Staff is reviewing the proposed background study and 6B-30
considering the need for peer and/or expert review, so any new study will yield a valid, credible
and defensible result. The results of the new background study should be incorporated into the
Final EIR and the Final EIR should be revised and updated to reflect the latest data and
information, as well as updating any environmental impact analysis. -L
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#6B

I. Webster
November 5, 2012 Attachment A
Page 3 with comments
e Page 3.1-33, second complete paragraph, states that current data shows manganese as a by- T
product only within the chromium plume and not beyond the plume boundaries. Please provide
a reference for these comments. It is not clear from the data provided if samples were taken 6B-31
outside of the chromium plume area to verify that no elevated concentrations of manganese
exist outside of the chromium plume area. 1
e Figure 3.1-12. The units on the figure (e.g., 8 ft/yr) appear to be incorrect as water is measured "68_32
in volume. 1
e Page 3.1-38, under In-Situ Treatment Experience to Date, first bullet point. The document T
should explain why ethanol is now favored for in-situ treatment. Also, 95% ethanol is used for 6B-33
in-situ treatment — what component makes up the other 5%? The water quality impacts of this 1
chemical should also be addressed, as the total amount injected over the period of all T

remediation activities will be substantial. Also at the last bullet point in the same paragraph, a
reference or data should be provided to support the statement that “The secondary byproducts 6B-34
also tend to reduce over time and distance from the reducing zone when exposed to oxidizing
conditions in non-treated groundwater.” 1
e Asindicated in the EIR (Section 3.1.7 Significance Criteria) for Cr(VI), page 3.1-46, if and when an (
MCL is established for Cr(VI), it may not matter, because PG&E is required to cleanup Cr(VI) to
background conditions, i.e., defined as 3.1 ppb Cr(VI), at this time. If the MCL for Cr(VI) is set at
a concentration lower than the current background level, it suggests that the project will not
require cleanup of the impacted groundwater to concentrations that are acceptable for human 6B-35
consumption. If, however, an MCL is established that is higher than the current background
concentration, then there is no issue. PG&E is required to provide replacement water for any
water supply well with a Cr(VI) concentration equal to or greater than 0.06 ppb (Section 2.5.1).
However, when and if an MCL is established, the MCL will become the criterion. If an MCL is set
below the background level, Cr(VI) will not be remediated to the MCL. j_
e Significance Criteria, pages 3.1-46 through 3.1-49. For remediation byproducts, different T
significance criteria and boundaries are used as compared to the chromium contamination.
Impacts are considered significant when remedial actions cause an increase in concentrations of
total chromium within a water supply well within 1 mile of the defined chromium plume. Yet
impacts for byproducts are considered significant when remedial actions cause an increase in 6B-36
concentration of byproducts within one-half mile upgradient or one quarter mile cross gradient
of a water supply well. It is recommended that the significance criteria for byproduct
contamination should be further discussed and made consistent with chromium contamination
(1 mile). J_
e Page 3.1-70, Alternative 4C-2. The EIR indicates that plume bulging can occur but will be T
mitigated as necessary. We recommend that further discussion be included to justify that the
mitigation measures provided to minimize plume bulging are, in fact, adequate to control and 6B-37
monitor this impact. Mitigation should include monitoring outside the plume to assure that
hydraulic control of the plume has, and will, continue to be maintained. 1
e Page 3.1-90, WTR-MM-2. This mitigation measure should identify timeframes for
implementation, including implementation of the “comprehensive program” to determine 6B-38
adversely affected wells and implementation of alternative water supplies, if necessary.
e Pages 3.1-92 through 3.1-94, Mitigation Measure WTR-MM-2a and b, the definition of actually
and potentially affected wells. New wells are currently being installed to define the plume and

[ 6B-39
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additional wells may be installed as remediation progresses. It is not clear in the EIR how these [ B6B-39
mitigation measures apply to new wells where existing background data currently does not 1 cont'd
exist. In addition, a portion of these mitigation measures will rely on future water quality T
modeling. Also, the potential to employ different models, or updates to existing models, should 6B-40
also be provided.
e Mitigation Measure WTR-MM-2b, Monitoring, page 3.1-94. This mitigation measure requires T
initial monitoring of domestic and agricultural wells within one-mile downgradient or cross-
gradient or any proposed in-situ or agricultural treatment unit. Mitigation Measure WTR-MM-
2b, should also require monitoring for remedial activity byproducts in domestic and agricultural 6B-41
wells within one mile of any in-situ or agricultural treatment unit on a twice yearly basis (as I
opposed to within one-half mile down gradient and one quarter-mile cross gradient). The -
chromium plume has expanded, appears to have not been completely defined. This observation,
in part is what is driving numerous Community complaints that the plume may not be confined,
and that by-products are being detected in wells outside the IRZ. Therefore, mitigation
measures in the EIR must be formulated with the objective of assuring that further degradation
of water quality in wells is prevented. 1
e Page 3.1-96, Monitoring. PG&E should immediately conduct initial monitoring of groundwater
levels and water quality in more domestic and agricultural wells. At time of writing, we
understand that the Water Board has a draft Amended CAO (No. R6V-2008-0002-A4), which will
require PG&E to submit a new groundwater monitoring work plan which will take into account
domestic well Cr(VI) data in the siting of new groundwater monitoring wells. PG&E should not 6B-43
have to wait until a new Cleanup and Abatement Order is provided to complete these types of
studies. There are no new environmental impacts associated with monitoring of existing wells.
Delays in implementing effective remediation measures have resulted in expansion of the
chromium plume and any additional delays must be minimized. 1
e Mitigation Measure WTR-MM-3. This measure requires the preparation of a Boundary
Monitoring Plan (BMP) and a Contingency Plan for AUs but provides no information or
requirements on what constitutes a BMP or Contingency Plan. In order to be considered 6B-44
mitigation, requirements, performance standards, and similar information needs to be provided
to show how the BMP or Contingency Plan would be considered as mitigation. 1
e Mitigation Measure WTR-MM-8. This mitigation measure requires that the treated water be T
sampled on an annual basis to demonstrate that the water quality of the source is acceptable 6B-45
for freshwater injection. We recommend that the water be sampled more frequently because
of the complex groundwater issues involved with the remediation efforts. L
e Manganese Mitigation Plan. It does not appear that the environmental impacts associated with T
implementation of the existing Manganese Mitigation Plan have been included in the EIR. We
recommend that the key elements of the mitigation measures in the Manganese Mitigation Plan | 6B-46
should be included in the Mitigation Monitoring Program, and also included in the Cleanup and
Abatement Order to assure that the requirements are ultimately enforceable. 1
e Itis possible that increased project groundwater pumping for agricultural treatment mayalso T
result in uranium and other associated radionuclide concentrations in groundwater; but the
potential for this impact to occur is currently not well understood due to limited data. Increased 6B-47
concentrations of these contaminants could lead to significant health risks due to exposure. We
recommend that these risks should be further discussed in the EIR. 1
e Page 3.1-98, Mitigation Measure WTR-MM-5. There are no dates or requirements for when the T
investigations required under this mitigation measure would occur. There should be a

6B-42
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discussion added on to include enforceable compliance dates associated with implementation of l
the investigation on TDS, uranium, and other radionuclide levels.

4. Hazards and Hazardous Materials

e Ethanol is a flammable material. The EIR indicates that 95% ethanol is used for in-situ
remediation. The potential hazards associated with ethanol storage, transportation, and use
should be considered in the EIR.

5. Geology and Soils

e Page 3.4-7, Local Geology. The references to the local geology rely on references from PG&E. A
better general reference for existing geology would be data from the U.S. Geological Survey or
California Geologic Survey or other similar type of reference.

6. Air Quality

e Page 3.5-37, Mitigation measure AIR-MM-3. The mitigation measures should be consistent with ]
the CARB ACTM for truck idling and idling should be limited to 5 minutes, instead of 3 minutes.
Startup emissions are generally more than idling emissions. Frequent start up and shutdown of
truck engines could actually result in higher emissions as opposed to reduced emissions. ]

e Tables 3.5-11 and 3.5-12 on page 3.5-26. For Alternatives 4C-3 and 4C-5 the emissions totals are 1

underreported when compared to Appendix D. Since Appendix D does not contain Table

numbers or page numbers to easily identify the information, the Tables referenced are

identified by the title of the page and the electronic version page number. The supporting

documentation to the Construction Emissions Summary in Appendix D (electronic page 13)

appears to omit the paving emissions associated with the treatment facility for Alternatives 4C-3

and 4C-5. The URBEMIS Construction Emissions Associated with Offroad Equipment and

Fugitive Dust Table in Appendix D (electronic page 20) quantifies paving emissions associated

with the treatment facility as 4.51, 32.65, 16.96, 1.77, and 1.63 pounds per day of ROG, NOx,

CO, PM10, PM2.5, and CO,, respectively, which are not included in the Alternative 4C-3 and

Alternative 4C-5 Tables (electronic pages 17 and 19, respectively). The Alternatives Tables for

alternatives are consolidated into the Construction Emission Summary. Consequently, the

Construction Emissions Summary does not include the paving emissions for Alternatives 4C-3

and 4C-5, which in turn, is reported in Table 3.5-11 and 3.5-12. Therefore, the construction air

quality impacts from these alternatives are understated. -
e Tables 3.5-17 and 3.5-18 on page 3.5-34. Itis unclear in the supporting documentation to the

Construction Emissions Summary in Appendix D (electronic page 13) if the CO,e emissions have

been calculated correctly. No details are presented in Appendix D detailing the CO,e emissions

conversions from pounds per day as reported in the URBEMIS Construction Emissions

Associated with Offroad Equipment and Fugitive Dust Table (electronic page 20) to the No-

Project and Alternatives Tables (electronic pages 14 through 19). The CO,e emissions are

summarized in the Construction Emissions Summary and in turn reported in Tables 3.5-17 and

3.5-18. Therefore, the project impacts on climate change could not be verified.

6B-48
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e |tis unclearin the supporting documentation to the Construction Emissions Summary in T

Appendix D (electronic page 13) if the omission of the paving emissions that occurred for criteria 6B-54
pollutant emissions also occurred for CO,e emissions. For Alternatives 4C-3 and 4C-5, the
emissions totals may have been underreported when compared to Appendix D.

1
e Itis recommended that Table and page numbers be added to the Appendix for easier T6B-35
referencing. 1
7. Noise

e Page 3.6-8, Existing Noise Levels, 2" paragraph. The statement is made that the 60 Ly, contour
for SR 58 is about 425 from the road and the 65 Ly, contour is about 200 feet from the road and 6B-56
references Table 3.6-9. Table 3.6-9 indicates that a 60 Ly, contour (28,000 ADT) would be about
790 feet. The calculation of the 60 Ly, and 65 Ly, contours for the SR 58 should be provided. -

e The proposed project could result in significant construction noise impacts (see Table 3.6-15, T
3.6-17, 3.6-19, 3.6-21, 3.6-23, and 3.6-25). As explained below, these noise impacts are
expected to remain significant following mitigation. These noise impacts show noise levels that
exceed County noise ordinance levels (55 dBA daytime) up to 4,456 feet or close to one mile
away. The EIR indicates that Mitigation Measure NOI-MM-1 would minimize noise impacts to
less than significant by requiring a Noise/Vibration Control Plan but there is no requirement that | 6B-57
shows how significant noise impacts (up to 93 dBA at 50 feet) would be reduced to 55 dBA.
Some homes are expected to be within 200 feet of construction activities, so construction noise
impacts at these locations would be above 80 dBA. None of the suggested measures can be
expected to reduce noise impacts by 25 dBA. Therefore, it appears that construction noise J
impacts will remain significant. L

-

8. Biological Resources

e Page 3.7-47, paragraph. Please identify the Habitat Conservation Program referenced in this 6B-58
mitigation measure.

9. Cultural Resources

e Page 3.8-27, Mitigation Measures CUL-MM-1, first paragraph. Suggest that the cultural [
resources surveys be limited to areas proposed for construction activities. The entire project
area, as defined in the project description, includes the chromium plume and the one-mile area 6B-59
surrounding the plume. The mitigation should not require cultural resources surveys in areas
where no remediation or construction activities are proposed. |

10. Other CEQA Topics

e The Cumulative Impact Analysis needs to include past, present and reasonably foreseeable
future projects (CEQA Guidelines Section 15130). Therefore, the Analysis should recognize and 6B-60
discuss all existing and any previous Water Board Orders, and related remediation activities
completed by PG&E in the Hinkley Valley.
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e Page 4-46, Table 4-4. The potential impacts of “local aquifer drawdown” and “aquifer :[ 6B-61
compaction” should be identified in Table 4-4 (they are blank in the Draft EIR).
Page 4-59, Identifying the Environmentally Superior Alternative. The EIR does not identify a T
single environmentally superior alternative; so this decision-making still needs to occur. The EIR
should provide the reader more insights into the path forward beyond this document, and 6B-62
discuss how the Hinkley Community will have the opportunity for input.
11. General Mitigation Issues
e Inorder to ensure that the mitigation measures and project revision identified in the EIR are
implemented, the Water Board is required to adopt a mitigation monitoring program (MMP)
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15097). The public should be allowed to review and comment on the 6B-63
MMP. Most optimally, the MMP needs to establish and enforce mitigation measures, and set
compliance timeframes, which will further help in the implementation of future remediation
activities. :E
e Mitigation measures should be considered for inclusion in the Final Cleanup and Abatement 6B-64
Order issued by the Water Board to ensure the mitigation measures are enforced. 1
In conclusion, we thank the CAC and the IRP Manager for selecting and allowing Environmental Auditto T
be of assistance to the CAC and Hinkley Community, and prepare these comments on the Draft EIR. 6B-65

Should you require further assistance or have questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at 714-
632-8521.

Respectfully submitted,
ENVIRONMENTAL AUDIT, INC.
Debbie Bright Stevens

Senior Vice President
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Client Name:Terawatt Construction Inc.
Contact:Nick Grill
Address:P.O. Box 67
Hinkley, CA 92347

Report Date:08-Oct-2012

Analytical Report:
Project Name:
Project Number:

Work Order Number:
Received on Ice (Y/N):

#6B

Attachment B

Relevant to 6B
comments

Page 1 of 3
No Project
--PAID--Cr

B212778
No Temp: 24°C

Attached is the analytical report for the sample(s) received for your project. Below is a list of the individual
sample descriptions with the corresponding laboratory number(s). Also, enclosed is a copy of the Chain of
Custody document (if received with your sample(s)). Please note any unused portion of the sample(s) may be
responsibly discarded after 30 days from the above report date, unless you have requested otherwise.

Thank you for the opportunity to serve your analytical needs. If you have any questions or concerns regarding

this report please contact our client service department.

Lab Sample#  Client Sample ID
B212778-01 #1 Flower St.
B212778-02 #2 Flower St.
B212778-03 21876 Pioneer Rd., Hinkley
mailing location
P.O. Box 432 6100 Quail Valley Court

Riverside, CA 92502-0432 Riverside, CA 92507-0704

Sample Identification

Date Sampled By

Date Submitted

@

09/26/12 13:30 Client  09/26/12 15:50  Nick

09/26/12 13:30 Client  09/26/12 15:50  Nick

09/26/12 13:30 Client  09/26/12 15:50  Nick

P 951 653 3351
F 951 653 1662
www.babcocklabs.com

NELAP no. 02101CA
CA Elap no. 2698
EPA no. CA00102
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Client Name:Terawatt Construction Inc.
Contact:Nick Grill
Address:P.O. Box 67
Hinkley, CA 92347

Report Date:08-Oct-2012

Analytical Report:
Project Name:

Project Number:
Work Order Number:
Received on Ice (Y/N):

#6B
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Page 2 of 3
No Project
--PAID--Cr

B212778
No Temp: 24°C

Result RDL Units Method Analysis Date Analyst Flag
B212778-01  Sampled: 09/26/12 13:30
#1 Flower St.
Arsenic 6.6 2.0 ug/L  EPA200.8 10/01/12 23:01  AAV
Manganese 29 20 ug/L  EPA200.8 10/01/12 23:01 AAV
B212778-02 Sampled: 09/26/12 13:30
#2 Flower St.
Arsenic 54 1.0 ug/L  EPA200.8 10/05/12 11:15 AAV Nconf
Manganese 1300 40 ug/lL EPA200.8 10/01/12 23:44 AAV
B212778-03 Sampled: 09/26/12 13:30
21876 Pioneer Rd., Hinkley
Arsenic 19 4.0 ug/L  EPA200.8 10/01/12 23:45 AAV Nconf
Manganese 5600 250 ug/lL EPA200.8 10/05/12 13:27 AAV
mailing location P 951 653 3351 NELAP no. 02101CA
P.O. Box 432 6100 Quail Valley Court F 951 653 1662 CA Elap no. 2698

Riverside, CA 92502-0432

Riverside, CA 92507-0704 www.babcocklabs.com

EPA no. CA00102
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Client Name:Terawatt Construction Inc. Analytical Report:  Page 3 of 3
Contact:Nick Grill Project Name:  No Project
Address:P.O. Box 67 Project Number:  --PAID--Cr
Hinkley, CA 92347
Work Order Number:  B212778
Report Date:08-Oct-2012 Received on Ice (Y/N): No Temp:  24°C
Notes and Definitions
Nconf  Result(s) confirmed by re-analysis.
ND: Analyte NOT DETECTED at or above the Method Detection Limit (if MDL is reported), otherwise at or
above the Reportable Detection Limit (RDL)
NR: Not Reported
RDL: Reportable Detection Limit
MDL: Method Detection Limit
* [ NELAP does not offer accreditation for this analyte/method/matrix combination

Approval

Enclosed are the analytical results for the submitted sample(s). Babcock Laboratories certify the data presented as part of
this report meet the minimum quality standards in the referenced analytical methods. Any exceptions have been noted.
Babcock Laboratories and its officers and employees assume no responsibility and make no warranty, express or implied,
for uses or interpretations made by any recipients, intended or unintended, of this report.

cC: e-Tab_Summary.rpt
mailing location P 951 653 3351 NELAP no. 02101CA
P.O. Box 432 6100 Quail Valley Court F 951 653 1662 CA Elap no. 2698

Riverside, CA 92502-0432 Riverside, CA 92507-0704 www.babcocklabs.com EPA no. CA00102
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Client Name:Terawatt Construction Inc. Analytical Report:  Page 1 of 1
Contact:Nick Grill Project Name:  No Project
Address:P.O. Box 67 Project Number:  --PAID--Cr

Hinkley, CA 92347
Work Order Number:  B212778

Report Date:08-Oct-2012 Received on Ice (Y/N): No Temp: 24°C

E.S. Babcock & Sons, Inc.

6700 Quail Valley Ct., Riverside, CA 92507
(951) 653-3351

Project Reference Lab No. 6}1 ;2\778)4’16

Sample Receipt Form SEP 2 6 2012
Client: e V&u}&,‘t‘t OMﬁf— C}‘}ﬁ
Submitted By: /U C,ﬂ Q N WU;J\
Date: 9 /19‘@ //Z_- o

TS FqD Qf;@

Sample Condition ' Q(Q

Number of Containers: - ' g @’ts
Temperature: ) Cf °C
Lo T
Were Samples Submitted on ice? Yes

Were Samples Recsived Intact? No
Were Samples in Proper Containers? No :

Were Sample Custody Seals Intact? - No Yes T NA

Chain of Custody Received?[ No_ ] Yes

Submitted within Reg. Holding Times? No Yes
Is theré Sufficient Voiume? No Yes)
Comments: H#( /owe, St 9‘/\9@//2 &/ 3B, .SO
e # 2 Elow e €, A L
\0\6 Q870 (2;oneer Ed Hinklas ez 1330
7Ty

Sampile(s) Received By: M Q
: 0

7

Problem Contact Information: Person Contacted: Date/Init.:

Permission to Continue? Yes No

# Lon As Qac'e‘\ved‘ (Do _nok CLHeO) per Client. e

mailing location P 951 653 3351 NELAP no. 02101CA
P.O. Box 432 6100 Quail Valley Court F 951 653 1662 CA Elap no. 2698
Riverside, CA 92502-0432 Riverside, CA 92507-0704 www.babcocklabs.com EPA no. CA00102
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Environmental Laboratorias -

Client Name: Terawati Construction inc. Anslytical Report:  Page 3 of 3
Contact:Mick Grili Project Name:  No Project
Address:P.O. Box 67 Project Number:  --PAID--Ck/Cr
Hinkiay, CA 82347
d Work Crder Number: B2G1632
Report Date:30-Jul-2012 _ Received on lee (Y/N): No Temp:  24°C
Notes and Definitions
Neonf  Result(s) confirmed by re-analysis. \
ND: Analyie NOT DETECTED at or above the Method Detection Limit (if MDL Is reported), otherwise at or
above the Reportable Detection Limit (RDL)
MNR; Not Reported
RDL: Reportable Detection Limit
MDL: Methed Detection Limit ,
g NELAP does not offer accreditation for this analyte/method/matrix combination

Approval

Enclosed are the anatytical results for the submitted sample(s). Babcock Laberatc.ies certify the data presented as part of
this report meet the minimum quality standards in the referenced analytical mathods. Any exceptions have been noted.
Babcock Laboratories and ifs officers and smployees gssume no responsibility and make no warranty, express ot implied,
for uses or interpretations mads by any racipients, intended or unintended, of this report.

T.0uten [ yner. Project Managar

F A e, CAGG 02

cel ¢-Tab_Swnmary.ypt
marhing y feeation P 981 653 3351 i NELAP no, 02101CA
POy, P U bogron Guail Valley Court ¥ 951 633 1662 | CO Bap no. 260K
{ i
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