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Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR

SRS (circle your preferred choice).

( Choicet1 )

b S —Asquick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 . Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional): f_\_ér@SC‘ :S' QIQV‘ zgng

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR

g ~ (circle your preferred choice).
Choice1 )
ick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 >< Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR

1 (circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

ick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than

our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.
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Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 V Not sure
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Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

—\

/

o
quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts

like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water

source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium

6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

....................................................................................
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

ﬁ Remove Cr3 i Leave Cr3 Not sure
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Choice 1

Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional): ﬂ'\»{(\o\ %'{Ca&

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

As quick ag/possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lowerwater table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure
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Hinkley Community Members
Print Name (optional):
Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium

plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

‘ ~¢(. as possible regardiess of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2 -

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as neécessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

@ Remove Cr3 % Leave Cr3 Not sure




Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board'’s draft EIR
AT (circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1 /

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

>_< Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure




Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR

(circle your preferred choice).

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

....................................................................................
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

v Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
= (circle your preferred choice).
( Choice 1*

——Asquick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1
\ As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts

~like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Z Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members
Print Name (optional):
Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium

plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

=—AS quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and

X uranium¥requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Gheice-2
A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less

effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our piume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

£~ Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR

@ (circle your preferred choice).
As-gUick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts

like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water

source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium

6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

....................................................................................
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

\/ Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure
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Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR

— (circle your preferred choice).

hoice 1 \
As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts

~_lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water

source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium

6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

************************************************************************************

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?

Please put acheck next to one of the following.
;one Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As qui€k as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

...................................................
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?

Pllea7mt a check next to one of the following.
Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium

-~~~ Pplume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
\ (circle your preferred choice).
Choice1 '

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts

: er water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

....................................................................................
uuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?

PT%}put a check next to one of the following.
Leave Cr3

Remove Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR

(circle your preferred choice).
Choice 1
uick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts

like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water

source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium

6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

....................................................................................
uuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

/" Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
— (circle your preferred choice).

KChoice 1
E uick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts

like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water

source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium

6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

....................................................................................
uuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

: " Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR

(circle your preferred choice).
Choice 1
squick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts

like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water

source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium

6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

************************************************************************************

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR

% (circle your preferred choice).
*Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

X\ Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR

= T (circle your preferred choice).
( Choice 1
“—__As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 vears) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

kddededkedoddodedokkdodekkddokdokdokdodkkdkkkk ddekdededededededodedededededdededededededededededededede ke ek dok dedededodododede dede dededode dedo dede

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

2' § Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure
f



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR

(circle your preferred choice).
=1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

dedededededededodedededededededededededodedodedededodededede dededededededode dode o de o de dedede e dodede dede ok fode e deke dedede e dedede dode dededede e de dede dedede dede e de

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

V/ Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
Z (circle your preferred choice).

Choicé

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
~ like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

—_ -

Qﬁoice‘z
alance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing

this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

-emmma T,
—

s long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
enwronment such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

dededededededededededededededede dode dode dededede dodedode dodedede dede ke de o de e de de dede e de de e de e de o dedede o dedede e de o de e de e de e e de e de e e de e o de o de ok ek

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

& Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
ilstill- take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

dedededodededede dededededededodedodedededodededededodede dededededede dode ke dede o dede de dededede dede e de o de o de dedededede e dede e de o de o de e de e e e dede e e e dede de ke

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Pleﬁeput a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our-children’s lifetime to clean completely.

\ Choice 2
A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
thisoption/will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

dedededededodede dedededodedokde ke dedodekeoke ke dede dededededede dededo ke de ke Jodedede ke dedo ek de ke de dodedekede ke dodododede de dedododedode dedodedodke dede ke de ek dede ke ok

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

| /
‘L Remove Cr3 _ LeaveCr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Qhoice 2

—A'balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

e e e o o oo e e de e e e de e e e de e e e dehede e de e e e dededededede dede de e de e e e e e e e o e o oo oot dede de e de e de e de oo de e e e dede e dodedede ke

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

/ Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board'’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than

gktrfchﬂd-r 's lifetime to clean completely.
._ 4

K Choice 2
A balaneé between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
“this-option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include

more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

dededededododedededededododede ko dededode dede ke dedededododek dek dededokode ke dededededodeok ke dedeokodok dededeokokodek kedokokdeokdekokok kkdokdokkkdkkkkkk

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

f il
)/~ Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure
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Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.
P _
Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

dedede e dededede e e dede de e dedede e e de e e e de de e de e de dede de e e dodede dededodedededededed dedededededededede ke dededed dedkedokode deokodokokokokodedek kokokk dokok

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than

our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2 ;

A-batance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include

more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

s dede Je de e de e e e oo o dede e e e e dede de e e de e e de ek dede e e dededede ek dedede dede e dededede ke ke e dededede e dedededede dode dedede e dedededede e ke ek

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the follawing.
P

i ] ‘
Remove Cr3 v~ { LeaveCr3 Not sure
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Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board'’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

ce between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing

this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

************************************************************************************

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 / Leave Cr3 Not sure
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Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the enwronment PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include

ment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it fro/m,chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?

Please puta check next to one of the following.
/4 Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure
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Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional)im (@50 Q@’M ee

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the

i uch as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change-it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Pleask put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Coxamn

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Goies D>
"ake as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the

environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

/"
[~ Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

DO

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2
A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields
—
(e )
ke=as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise

habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

Fededkedededodedodedededodededededodedodedodededokdodedededodedodeodeododedok deddode dodedodedodededodededododkedokdedok dededede et dededodedodededed ded dede ko dek

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

| X Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as’long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

Fededededododed dedededededededodododokododkododk kodedededededededededededededokodeodokokokodeokokdokedekododedeokododekedededededeododeodeokedededededededededededkededekedeok

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.
/

A Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure




Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional): W

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

@ Eng as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the

environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

************************************************************************************

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Rlease put a check next to one of the following.

X Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure
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Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Take as’long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the

1ent, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

Fedededededededededededededededededededekedodedodededokdodeokokokodokkokodeokkdodeokdeodeokokeododeodeodokodokokdokododododokdodkodokokododkedeodkododokokede ek ke dodedok

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

x Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure
%



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2
A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
fa fields

e as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

************************************************************************************

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

[/ Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

]

Choice3
T ong as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the

environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

Fedededodedededodededededededodedededededodededededodeodokedekdod dodededod dededodedodededod dod dodedodekedodedod dodede e dode ek dededodede dededededededededededede

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

o

rd
L’/__ Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

ng as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the

- -

environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

v Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include

more alfalfa fields
T

=~
- long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the

environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

Fedkededededededededededededodededededodk Ttk dededededededodede dedededededede dedede dordode dordedededodede dode ke dode dodedede dedede dededededede dedededededede dede dedede ek

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

ﬁ Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

s long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the

environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

....................................................................................
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

}t Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure




Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

enVIronment such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?

Please put a check next to one of the following.
X Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3
Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the

__envirenment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will'take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
am ects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):
Whr yoové

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board'’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

g as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the

environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 _ . Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

arReas long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

************************************************************************************

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 ﬁ Z Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effest-en-the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfafjelds

Choice 3

Tak:/a long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
nvirorfment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

************************************************************************************

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 ]é: Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
' (circle your preferred choice).
Choice 1
As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take gs1ong as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

************************************************************************************

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

>
Remove Cr3 4 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3
Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

************************************************************************************

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 . l - LeaveCr3 Not sure



(

Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional): LOC// e )4 l/} /65

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

i

~ Choice 3
~ Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the

environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 X__ Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3
Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise

habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the leas
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure
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Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional): NN/ \Sﬂ\\ 6| ‘E

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least

amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

)
Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 /\ Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Seat f%us(/f

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the

environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

s oo do de de e S dede de e g e e oo o e de ek e o de de e S e de dede de e dedededede dede dededede e dededede ke dodededededededede ke dedodededede ke dedededeke ke dedededededededo ke

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 9‘( Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

P (et
Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

— ™

Choice 3

5 _Jake‘a’s/long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

....................................................................................
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 \/ " Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

“Feke-as-eng-es-necessansto avoid most or all effects on the

environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

************************************************************************************

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 X Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

~Fekeastongasrecessarn-to avoid most or all effects on the

environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 E Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

************************************************************************************

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 ﬁ ___Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board'’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

—

{ Choice 35
s long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the

environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

efode oo dordo o do e e s de de e de e de dede de e de e de dede e dedodededede dodedode dode Fededode e dedode e ded dededode dede dedededede dehode dodedode dodedodedodededededededede ek

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 ,/~  Not sure




Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the

environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board'’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3 >

- —Takeas long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least

amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Y. Not sure

v



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

Fodedede dodododododede dodododododododededodedodo ke dedededodedodododedodedod dode ok kodkdodeode ke kkokok ke kkkokokkkkkkkkkkkkdkkkkkkkkkhkkkkkk

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Ple??put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

************************************************************************************

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

L/ Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

Fekdedededdededdedokdkkdekodk ook dekdedddokdededdededededededededededodededodededededededededededede ek dededodedededededededed dedkdededededo ke dedekk

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print N_aﬁa (optional):
Jovy QrTIN—"

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

% Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Z Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley. |
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 }5 Not sure
JAM 257 yz 19 a0



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 X Not sure




Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

fekdededededededededododededodededededededededededededodedededededededededededodede dodedededededededededodedededekededk Jedededdede e dedoddededek ke dekdedokkdekk

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 N Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

kdkkkkddddkdekdddodddddkdddkdodkkddkkkddddddkdddddeddddddedededdedoddeoddkdedok ik ki ks dkdkdkdkkkhkkkkkk

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 2 S Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board'’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

************************************************************************************

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 5 Not sure
6o ST ﬂguaya



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?

Please put a check next to one of the following. 7

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 J/ Not sure
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Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Pléase give your opinion: _Lrey
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board'’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

b

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional): N O N —Q

Please choose one of the three options for cleanmg up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following. -

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 -_'// Not sure



\)() N@
/,_/;

Print Name (optional): ——

Hinkley Community Members

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2 .

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 X Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional): /A;Qﬂ/ @ ﬁ/ EF

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

j Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional): Ab/LE

se choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as pegsible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in\qur wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in‘aguifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, whicheffects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will bexgleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30\ears) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely,

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injectihg ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields N

N

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

& Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



N 0&}76/ Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

'@3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members
Print Name (optional): ﬁ V4 ‘é

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

....................................................................................
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

kf Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they

change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

\/ Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkiey.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

' >< - Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure
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Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

X Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure
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Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR

/ (circle your preferred choice).

Choice1 ¥° “*~y
As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts

like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our

aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and

uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water

source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium

6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is

nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But

chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1

will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than

our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2 4 . /\.“

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3 Fo L 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

l/ Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure
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Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

)( Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure



Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board'’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure
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Hinkley Community Members /f‘@/e E,(/T’
Print Name (optional): ﬁ Zﬁlé/Jf/ fjé (} /\7 P /R E

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board'’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 vears) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.
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Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure




Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board’s draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts
like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water
source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium
6. Includes habitat loss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) but have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include
more alfalfa fields

Choice 3

Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the
environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least
amount of effects on Hinkley.

Please give your opinion:
Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to one of the following.

Remove Cr3 Leave Cr3 Not sure
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Hinkley Community Members

Print Name (optional):

Please choose one of the three options for cleaning up the chromium
plume based on the Water Board's draft EIR
(circle your preferred choice).

Choice 1

As quick as possible regardless of the environmental impacts

like: lower water table (less water in the aquifer), byproducts created in our
aquifer and, maybe, in our wells such as TDS, manganese, arsenic, and
uranium, requiring PG&E to provide us with a different clean water

source. Chromium 3 left in aquifer after changing from chromium

6. Includes habitat l0ss, which effects part of what makes Hinkley great is
nature. With this choice there are some unknowns and concerns. But
chemicals created in aquifer will be cleaned up by project end. Choice 1
will still take nearly three decades (30 years) to clean up and be more than
our children’s lifetime to clean completely.

Choice 2

A balance between speed and some environmental impacts. Choosing
this option will take longer than Option 1 (about 40 years) put have less
effect on the environment. PG&E will still be injecting ethanol but include

more alfalfa fields $
c
Choice 3
Take as long as necessary to avoid most or all effects on the Q
N

environment, such as low water table, byproducts in aquifer, and tortoise
habitat. This will take a long time (about 50 years) but will create the least

amount of effects on Hinkley. M / " {,‘J "
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Please give your opinion:

Should PG&E be required to remove chromium 3 from our plume after they )
change it from chromium 6 or leave chromium 3 in the soil?
Please put a check next to oné of the following. A/ )/'Lp?a_/
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