
 

 

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD 
LAHONTAN REGION 

 
MEETING OF JUNE 8, 2011 

Barstow 
 

ITEM:   1 
 
SUBJECT: FACILITATED STUDY SESSION: UPDATE ON ACTIONS BY 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY TO REMEDIATE 
GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION AND ADDRESS THE 
EFFECTS ON BENEFICIAL USES DUE TO A HISTORIC 
RELEASE OF HEXAVALENT CHROMIUM FROM ITS HINKLEY 
COMPRESSOR STATION, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY 

 
 
CHRONOLOGY: Date Water Boards Actions 
 

1987 CAO 6-87-160 required PG&E to complete site 
investigation, reporting and remedial action plan. 

 
1994 CAO 6-87-160A1 required reporting of site conditions and 

current cleanup actions and required remedial action plan 
phase II. 

 
1998 CAO 6-87-160A2 set cleanup level at 10 ppb Cr(T) and 

prescribed monitoring and reporting program. 
 
2001 CAO 6-01-50 required abatement of nuisance conditions 

of air-born chromium and reporting. 
 
2008 CAO R6V-2008-0002 set a deadline for plume 

containment, required in-situ remedial actions, and set 
monitoring and reporting program.  It also required 
preparation of a Feasibility Study by September, 2010 to 
evaluate alternatives to complete groundwater cleanup to 
background levels. 

 
2008 CAO R6V-2008-0002A1 set chromium background values. 
 
2009 CAO R6V-2008-000A2 allowed minor plume boundary 

expansion for corrective actions. 
 
2011 CAO R6V-2011-0005 required PG&E to provide alternate 

water supply for affected domestic wells and conduct 
domestic well sampling and reporting. 
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ISSUES: 1.  Plume boundary identification 

2.  Plume containment 
3.  Groundwater remediation 
4.  Replacement water for domestic use 
5.  Feasibility Study and Alternatives for Groundwater Remediation 

(Subsequent Environmental Impact Report) 
 
 
DISCUSSION: BACKGROUND  
 
 The Water Board has been requiring investigation and cleanup 

actions for hexavalent chromium in groundwater at PG&E’s Hinkley 
compressor station since 1987.  Various interim groundwater 
cleanup methods have been employed at the site, including 
extraction and land treatment and in-situ (below ground) treatment.  
Early 2011 monitoring activities included sampling 154 monitoring 
and extraction wells.  

 
 At the March 2011 Water Board meeting, staff described the status 

of containment and remedial activities by PG&E.  The discussion 
also included staff’s progress towards preparing a draft subsequent 
environmental impact report evaluating cleanup alternatives 
including, as a minimum, the alternatives proposed in PG&E’s 2010 
Feasibility Study.  The Water Board provided direction to staff on 
the following topics: (1) peer review of the Background Chromium 
Study, (2) technical review of the 2010 Feasibility Study, (3) 
administrative civil liability complaint, and (4) whole-house 
replacement water for affected domestic wells.  These items were 
discussed in a staff memorandum, dated April 13, 2011 (Enclosure 
1) and staff is pursuing completion of actions on all four topics and 
will provide a quick update at the June Water Board Meeting. 

 
 PG&E’S DISCUSSION  
 
 PG&E requested an opportunity to address some of the comments, 

concerns and issues described at the March 9, 2011 Water Board 
Meeting (Enclosure 2).  PG&E plans to provide information on the 
development and content of the 2010 Feasibility Study.  PG&E also 
plans to summarize remedial actions and plume dynamics over the 
past few years.  PG&E will describe efforts to comply with directives 
in Water Board cleanup and abatement orders and investigative 
orders (Enclosure 3 – Summary of Required Actions).  Finally, 
PG&E plans to discuss actions to address actual and potential 
effects to domestic water supplies in Hinkley, including the Hinkley 
School. 
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 WATER BOARD STAFF’S DISCUSSION 
 
 Water Board staff has pursued action on the Water Board’s 

direction from the March 2011 Water Board Meeting (Enclosure 1). 
 

1. Peer Review of Background Chromium - Water Board staff 
has completed a peer review request and the State Water 
Board staff has submitted this request to the University of 
California contractor who will now seek independent peer 
reviewers.  Results are expected in two to three months.   

 
2. Technical Review of Feasibility Study - Department of Toxic 

Substances Control has provided its review (Enclosure 4).  
The key points of DTSC’s review are that PG&E should 
provide additional information on:  
  

� Site investigation activities conducted to date, 
� The current status and disposition of all source areas, 
� Criteria for remedy selection should discuss long and 

short term beneficial use, impacts (including impacts 
on domestic water supply), and timeframe for uses to 
be revitalized or as a parameter of the remedy 
selection. 

� Additional presentation of calculations and 
assumptions made during the remedy alternative 
evaluation and conceptual design, 

� More in-depth discussion to demonstrate through site 
studies how capture zones will be maintained year 
round, 

� Define sectional or operable units to be treated as 
separate sites throughout the remediation process, 
and 

� A solid contingency plan (in case of problems with 
disposal of extracted water through irrigation). 

 
US EPA has also agreed to conduct a review and its review 
is anticipated by the June 8 Water Board meeting.  Following 
receipt of US EPA’s review, Water Board staff will determine 
what information is needed from PG&E to revise cleanup 
alternatives in the draft EIR. 

 
3. Consideration of an Administrative Civil Liability - Water 

Board staff is working with the Office of Enforcement to 
evaluate violations and the factors in the Water Code and 
the statewide Enforcement Policy. An update will be 
provided at the June Water Board Meeting. 
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Agenda Item #1 
Enclosure 3 

May 27, 2011 
Summary of Water Board Required Actions 
PG&E Chromium Contamination Cleanup 

  
 

1. Plume Boundary Identification 
At Water Board staff’s directives found in Investigative Orders, PG&E 
continues efforts to delineate the plume in groundwater out to the 
maximum background values for hexavalent and total chromium.  The 
most recent directive, Investigative Order No. R6V-2011-0016, issued 
April 11, 2011 (Attachment 1), requires further investigation in the 
northern, eastern, and western portions of the plume.  PG&E complied by 
submitting a work plan proposing to step out monitoring wells to locations 
up to one mile distance of the currently drawn plume boundaries.  PG&E 
proposes submitting a technical report of investigation results by late 
summer 2011.  

  
2. Plume Containment 

CAO R6V-2008-0002 (Attachment 2) requires PG&E to contain the 
chromium plume in groundwater from further migration.  Starting in March 
2011, PG&E began annual increased extraction of groundwater at the 
Desert View Dairy.  New this year is the startup of groundwater extraction 
at three other field crops near the Dairy.  The results of these efforts for 
achieving plume containment may not be known to the Water Board for 
some months. 
 

3. Groundwater Remediation 
In addition to plume containment, CAO R6V-2008-0002 requires PG&E to 
continue implementation of in-situ corrective actions in the source and 
central areas of the chromium plume.  CAO R6V-2008-0002A2 
incorporated the South-Central Remediation In-situ Area as another in-situ 
remedial area.  Quarterly reporting for all in-situ actions are combined 
under General Permit R6V-2008-0014.  The latest report from first quarter 
2011 actions show that chromium is slowly being cleaned up to non-detect 
levels (less than 0.2 ppb Cr(VI)) in each of the three in-situ areas.  The 
Water Board will consider a new CAO to set cleanup goals and a timeline 
for comprehensive groundwater cleanup based on PGE’s Feasibility Study 
and the Subsequent Environmental Impact Report. 
  

4. Water Supply for Affected Domestic Wells 
CAO R6V-2011-0005 (Attachment 3) requires PG&E to provide an 
alternate water supply to Hinkley residents with levels of hexavalent or 
total chromium in their domestic wells above the maximum background 
concentrations.  PG&E complied by providing bottled water to residents 
with affected wells. 
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 CAO R6V-2011-0005 also requires PG&E to expand the domestic well 

sampling program and submit results to the Water Board.  During winter 
2011, PG&E expanded the sampling program to now include 157 
domestic wells.  The well sampling results were received in a technical 
report on April 29, 2011.  The latest plume map is posted under the PG&E 
Hinkley page on the Water Board’s website at:  
www.waterboards.ca.gov/lahontan. 
 

5. Feasibility Study 
CAO R6V-2008-0002 required PG&E to, among other things, submit a 
feasibility study that assesses remediation strategies for final site cleanup.  
On August 31, 2010, the Water Board received a Feasibility Study report 
that evaluated five alternatives for final cleanup of the chromium plume.  
Board staff issued preliminary comments on the feasibility study in 
January 2011 (Attachment 4) and requested an addendum to address a 
cleanup time sooner than the 200+ years that was proposed to achieve 
the average background chromium concentrations.  PG&E responded with 
two addendums that eventually proposed a final cleanup time of 95 years 
and 40 years to achieve the average and maximum background chromium 
concentrations, respectively, using in-situ remediation and land treatment 
units to grow alfalfa.  A table summarizing the proposed clean-up 
alternatives and estimated clean-up times is shown in Attachment 5. 

 
At the March 9, 2011 Board hearing, members of the public stated their 
dissatisfaction with PG&E’s proposed Feasibility Study.  The main 
objection was against using cleanup methods, such as land treatment 
units, which allowed plume migration during portions of each year.  These 
comments prompted the Board to direct staff to obtain an outside technical 
review of the Feasibility Study to determine whether best available 
technology for hexavalent chromium was appropriately evaluated in the 
Feasibility Study.   

 
 
Attachments: 
1. April 11, 2011 Investigative Order R6V-2011-0016 
2. CAO R6V-2008-0002 
3. CAO R6V-2011-0005 
4. January 10, 2011 Water Board Staff comments to PG&E on the 

Feasibility Study 
5. Feasibility Study Table of Alternatives 
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
 
LAHONTAN REGION
 

CLEANUP AND ABATEMENT ORDER NO. R6V-2008-0002
 

WDID NO. 6B3691 07001 

REQUIRING PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
 
TO CLEANUP AND ABATE WASTE DISCHARGES OF
 

TOTAL AND HEXAVALENT CHROMIUM TO THE
 
GROUNDWATERS OF THE MOJAVE HYDROLOGIC UNIT
 

___________San Bernardino County	 _ 

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region (Lahontan 
Water Board), finds: 

1.	 The Pacific Gas and Electric Company owns and operates the Hinkley 
Compressor Station (hereafter the "Facility") located southeast of the community 
of Hinkley in San Bernardino County. For the purposes of this Order, the Pacific 
Gas and Electric Company is referred to as the "Discharger." 

2.	 On December 29, 1987, the Lahontan Water Board issued Cleanup and 
Abatement Order (CAO) No. 6-87-160 to the Discharger because wastewater 
containing hexavalent chromium (also known as chrome six, chromium (VI), and 
Cr (VI» was discharged at the Facility in a manner that polluted groundwater. 
The CAO required the Discharger to complete a site investigation, to characterize 
the hydrogeology of the site, and to initiate cleanup and abatement of hexavalent 
chromium in the soil and groundwater. The site investigation delineated a zone of 
groundwater polluted with elevated hexavalent chromium (the "plume") extending 
downgradient from the initial discharge area at the Facility to approximately 1 1/2 
miles north of, and off, the PG&E compressor Facility. The requirements of CAO 
No. 6-87-160 have been completed. 

3.	 Amendments to CAO No. 6-87-160 were issued on June 3, 1994 (CAO 6-87­
160A1) and August 3,1998 (CAO 6-87-160A2). The amendments required the 
Discharger to conduct further site characterization, determine the extent of soil 
and groundwater pollution, begin full-scale cleanup actions, estimate the time 
necessary to reach cleanup levels in groundwater,. and submit annual reports 
evaluating the progress of cleanup. The Discharger chose to clean up the 
pollution by pumping polluted groundwater and using this water to irrigate forage 
crops at two land treatment units near the Facility. The land treatment units 
resulted in the conversion of hexavalent chromium in the pumped groundwater to 
trivalent chromium in the upper soils. This remedial method appeared to contain 
the chromium plume from further migration. 
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4.	 In response to the detection of hexavalent chromium in air samples taken 
surrounding the land treatment units, the Lahontan Water Board issued CAO No. 6­
01-50 on June 29, 2001. This CAO required the Discharger to immediately abate the 
creation of a threatened nuisance formed by any airborne discharges of hexavalent 
chromium originating from the land treatment units. The CAO required submittal of a 
report evaluating hexavalent chromium treatment methods that would not ha'(e the 
potential for releasing airborne hexavalent chromium. The CAO also required 
groundwater sampling and the submittal of reports to evaluate stability of the 
chromium contaminant plume. . 

5.	 On June 29, 2001, the Discharger stopped groundwater extraction and irrigation at 
the two land treatment units because it had not identified a mechanism for preventing 
airborne discharges containing hexavalent chromium. The Discharger initiated well 
sampling to monitor stability of the chromium plume in groundwater. Sampling data 
obtained since July 2001 indicate that the chromium plume has expanded in a 
northerly direction. 

6.	 On March 13,2002, the Discharger submitted a report titled, Draft Proposed 
Approach for Remediation ofHexavalent Chromium in Groundwaterat the Hinkley 
Compressor Station, San Bernardino County. The main elements of the proposal . 
include: (a) in the short-term, implementing an action for controlling plume migration; 
(b) conducting a study of naturally-occurring chromium in groundwater; (c) 
conducting a feasibility study and pilot study of certain groundwater remedial 
technologies; and (d) implementing remediation of groundwater contamination. 

7.	 In August 2004, the Discharger implemented a corrective action at the northern end 
of the plume by pumping groundwater from extraction wells to regain hydraulic 
control of chromium plume migration. Extracted water is distributed at the Desert 
View Dairy by a subsurface drip irrigation system, where soil and water interact to 
reduce hexavalent chromium to trivalent chromium. Crops are grown on the land that 
is irrigated. The discharge of pumped groundwater at the Desert View Dairy is 
regulated by Waste Discharge Requirements under Board Order No. R6V-2004­
0034. This corrective action at the Desert View Dairy has halted the northern 
migration of the chromium plume but has not stopped migration to the west in the 
northern portion of the plume. Additional actions are necessary to completely contain 
the plume's migration. 

8.	 On October 13, 2004, the Lahontan Water Board adopted Waste Discharge 
Requirements under Board Order No. R6V-2004-041 allowing the Discharger to 
conduct two in-situ pilot tests to evaluate remediation of hexavalent chromium in 
groundwater. The results of the field-scale tests, submitted in the July 2005 
document titled, Final Report, In-situ Remediation Pilot Study, showed that 
lactate and emulsified vegetable oil successfully converted hexavalent chromium 
in groundwater to trivalent chromium and also showed an overall decrease in 
total chromium concentrations in groundwater in a limited area. This reduction in 
total chromium concentration occurred because the trivalent chromium tends to 
bind with the aquifer materials, resulting in less total chromium in the 
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groundwater. Besides chromium, reducing conditions also affect other metals in 
the aquifer, such as manganese and iron. While these by-products exist at levels 
exceeding drinking water standards, they do not migrate beyond cell boundaries. 
Because the water quality has not yet been restored in the pilot test cells, the 
Discharger is required to continue the monitoring program. 

9.	 On June 14, 2006, the Lahontan Water Board adopted Waste Discharge 
Requirements under Board Order No. R6V-2006-023 allowing the Discharger to 
conduct a large-scale in-situ pilot study for remediation of hexavalent chromium in the 
central area of the groundwater plume. The field-scale study consists of injecting 
lactate, whey, and emulsified vegetable oil into the subsurface to evaluate in-situ 
remediation for long-term plume cleanup. The first phase of project implementation 
occurred October 2006 until February 2007. While monitoring reports are being 
submitted every three months, remediation effectiveness reports are not required but 
should be to evaluate progress towards aquifer restoration. 

10.	 On November 9,2006, the Lahontan Water Board adopted Waste Discharge 
Requirements under Board Order No. R6V-2006-0054 allowing the Discharger to 
conduct a full-scale in-situ project for remediation of hexavalent chromium in the 
source area of the groundwater plume at the compressor station. The project 
consists of injecting lactate, whey, emulsified vegetable oil, and/or ethanol, into 
the subsurface using a recirculation system for long-term plume cleanup. 
Hydrologic testing using clean water and baseline sampling of a recirculation well 
were conducted in fall 2006. Project startup began in May 2008. While 
monitoring reports are being submitted every three months, remediation 
effectiveness reports are not required but should be to evaluate progress towards 
aquifer restoration. 

11.	 The Groundwater Monitoring Report for October 2007 contains data indicating plume 
migration continues along the northwest boundary. Groundwater data shows that 
total and hexavalent chromium concentrations increased above the drinking water 
standard of 50 IJg/L (micrograms per liter) in monitoring wells MW-38A and MW-45A. 
The information suggests that the plume core boundary, consisting of total chromium 
concentrations of 50 IJg/L or greater, migrated approximately 300 feet to the west 
along at least a one-half mile length in the northwestern area of this 50 pg/L plume 
boundary. Data in the report did not indicate that the plume boundary of the interim 
background chromium concentration of 4 IJg/L had migrated during the same 
sampling event. However, historical data trends suggest that the latter boundary 
migration is a delayed effect that will likely be detected in future groundwater 
sampling events. 

12.	 On November 28,2007, the Lahontan Water Board adopted Amended Waste 
Discharge Requirements under Board Order No. R6V-2004-0034A1 that allows 
the Discharger to discharge to land at the Desert View Dairy groundwater 
containing chromium from off-site parcels. The project is intended to contain 
plume migration along the northwest boundary. The Waste Discharge 
Requirements allow disposal of groundwater extracted from six wells located 
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between Santa Fe Avenue and Highway 58, near the intersection of Mountain 
View Road. However, the revised Order did not increase the volume of 
groundwaterthat the Discharger may dispose; therefore, groundwater extraction 
will be reduced at the Desert View Dairy property to accommodate the additional 
extraction at off-site parcels. While modeling has indicated that plume 
containment can still be achieved at this reduced extraction level, continued 
monitoring of the plume in this area is needed. The project has been operating 
continuously since June 2008. 

13.	 Also on November 28,2007, the Lahontan Water Board adopted Revised Waste 
Discharge Requirements under Board Order No. R6V-2007-0032 for the Revised 
Central Area In-situ Remediation project. The Waste Discharge Requirements 
revises the project referenced in Finding NO.9 by allowing the use of ethanol for 
in-situ remediation. Full-scale implementation of the project began on Novernber 
29,2007. 

14.	 CAO No. 6-87-160A2 established the cleanup level for chromium in groundwater 
at background concentrations. Sampling at the Facility and in the vicinity 
indicates that hexavalent and total chromium occur naturally in groundwater at 
variable concentrations. On February 27, 2007, the Discharger submitted the 
document, Background Chromium Study. The Study presents the results of one 
year of water sampling from wells located outside the boundaries of the chromium 
plume. The Study concludes that statistical analysis shows maximum likely 
background chromium concentrations of near 4 ~g/L for total and hexavalent 
chromium in groundwater in the Hinkley Valley. The mean concentrations detected 
in background are 1.19 ~g/L for hexavalent chromium and 1.52 ~g/L for total 
chromium. The Water Board has not accepted this report or its conclusions. 
However, it intends to use the information in the report to: (1) determine plume 
delineation levels; and, (2) establish background water quality as part of a 
process to establish final numerical cleanup levels. 

15.	 On August 27,2007, the Discharger submitted a report of waste discharge 
describing various remediation projects to provide plume containment and to clean· 
up chromium contamination in groundwater at different locations within and outside 
the plume boundaries. The Lahontan Water Board adopted,at its April 9, 2008 
meeting, general waste discharge requirements (Board Order No. R6V-2008-0014) 
allowing the Discharger to implement these types of projects as needed to contain 
and cleanup the chromium pollution in soils and groundwater. 

16.	 On July 2, 2008, the Discharger submitted to the Lahontan Water Board a document 
titled, Boundary Control Monitoring Program and Updated Site-wide Groundwater 
Monitoring Program. The Discharger proposes in the Boundary Control Monitoring 
Program groundwater monitoring and data evaluation methods to evaluate if its 
remedial measures are complying with the requirement to achieve chromium plume 
stability. The method includes calculation of controllirnits, using the 95% upper 
confidence limits, for selected wells based on the chromium concentrations in those 
wells from February 2005 through the 3rd quarter 2008..Concentrations above the 

01-00041



PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY - 5 ­	 CLEANUP &ABATEMENT 
San Bernardino County ORDER NO. R6V-2008-0002 

WOlD NO. 68369107001 

control limits may indicate plume movement, which would be assessed through an 
evaluation monitoring program. If warranted, a corrective action program would be 
implemented to address the plume movement. 

The document also proposes revisions to the site-wide monitoring program, which 
includes certain monitoring wells from remediation and plume control projects and 
from other wells that are Lised to evaluate plume stability. The proposed revisions 
include adding certain wells, eliminating monitoring at certain wells, and reducing the 
frequency at certain wells. . 

17.	 . The 1995 Water Quality Control Plan for the Lahontan Region (Basin Plan) 
establishes Water Quality Objectives (WQOs) for the protection of beneficial uses. 
WQDs include the following Maximum Contaminant level (MCl) established by the 
California Department of Health Services as a safe level to protect public drinking 
water supplies: 

Total chromium 50 micrograms per liter (lJg/L) 

18.	 The Groundwater Monitoring Report for February 2008 contains the results of 
groundwater sampling of 137 monitoring, domestic, agricultural and inactive wells. 
The wells define the lateral and v~rtical extent of chromium in groundwater. Well 
PMW-05, located north of the Compressor Station property, contains the highest 
concentrations of chromium: 

Total chromium 2,120 IJg/l 
Hexavalent chromium 2,270 IJg/L 

(Note that hexavalent chromium concentrations may exceed total 
chromium concentrations in a given well due to the different analytical 
methods used for hexavalent and total chromium and the analytical 
error of up to ±15 and ±25% for the respective methods.) 

19.	 The concentrations of total chromium and hexavalent chromium detected in 
groundwater samples at the Facility exceed WQOs for groundwater specified in the 
Basin Plan. The concentrations adversely affect the groundwater in the Mojave 
Hydrologic Unit for its municipal and domestic supply beneficial uses. The levels of 
waste chromium in groundwater, therefore, constitute pollution as defined in Water 
Code section 13050, subdivision (I). . 

20.	 The discharge of yvaste, such as chromium, to the groundwaters of the Mojave 
Hydrologic Unit, as described in Finding Nos. 2, 19 and 20 above, violates a 
prohibition contained in the Basin Plan. Specifically, the discharge violates the 
following discharge prohibition: 

"The discharge of waste...as de'fined in Section 13050(d) of the 
California Water Code which would violate the water quality 
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objectives of this plan, or otherwise adversely affect the 
beneficial uses of water designated by this plan, is prohibited." 

21.	 Chromium in groundwater continues to migrate in the northwest direction. 
Furthermore, chromium in the source area at the compressor station continues to 
adversely affect groundwater quality. Additional work is needed to clean up and 
abate the effects of the discharge. This Cleanup and Abatement Order requires 
implementing corrective actions for plume containment and long-term groundwater 
remediation. Technical reports are necessary to verify corrective action 
implementation, cleanup of water quality to background concentrations, and progress 
towards restoring the beneficial uses of the aquifer. 

22.	 This enforcement action is being taken by this regulatory agency to enforce the 
provisions of the California Water Code, and as such is exempt from the provisions of 
the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code section 21000 et 
seq.) in accordance with California Code of Regulations, title 14, section 15321. 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that, pursuant to the Water Code sections 13267 and 13304, the 
Discharger must clean up and abate the effects of the discharge and threatened discharge 
of chromium to waters of the State, and must comply with the provisions of this Order: 

1.	 The Discharger must conduct the investigation and cleanup tasks by or under the 
direction of a California registered geologist or civil engineer experienced in the area of 
groundwater pollution cleanup. All technical documents submitted to the Lahontan 
Water Board must contain the signature and stamp of the registered individual 
overseeing corrective actions. 

2.	 The Discharger shall not cause or permit any additional waste chromium to be 
discharged or deposited where it is, or probably will be, discharged into waters of 
the State. 

3.	 Plume Containment 

The Discharger must achieve containment of the chromium plume in 
groundwater. For the purposes of this. Order, containment is defined as: 

(a) no further migration or expansion of the chromium plume to locations 
where hexavalent chromium is below the background level, or . 

(b) no further migration or expansion of the 50 IJg/L total chromium plume. 

The current background level (interim level) in groundwater for hexavalent 
chromium is 4 IJg/L. This level will be used to determine background until the 
Water Board either confirms this level or establishes another level based on the 
previously cited background chromium study. 

The Discharger may propose that the Water Board allow a quantified (for specific 
area and for a defined period of time) migration of the 4 IJg/L hexavalent chromium 
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plume or the 50 IJg/L total chromium plume as part of a proposed remedial action 
project. The proposal must clearly justify that the quantified migration is 
necessary to achieve compliance with this Order and is the only feasible method 
readily available to the Discharger. Additionally, the Discharger must clearly 
describe the actions that will be implemented to return the 4 IJg/L hexavalent 
chromium plume or the 50 IJg/L total chromium plume to their prior boundaries. If 
allowed, the Water Board will amend this order to establish the boundaries of this 
migration and the date that the Discharger must eliminate all levels of hexavalent 
chromium above 4 IJg/L or total chromium above 50 IJg/L in groundwater in the 
area of the allowed migration. 

3.1.	 Bv December 31. 2008, achieve containment of the chromium plume in 
.groundwater as defined in (a) above. Compliance will be determined by 
comparing groundwater samples collected after this date to the control 
limits established using data through the third quarter 2008 using the 
methodology contained in the Boundary Control Monitoring Program (see 
Finding No. 16, above, and Order 6.2, below), except that only the last 
eight samples for each well through the 3rd quarter 2008 must be used to 
determine the control limits. 

3.2.	 By December 31. 2008, achieve containment of the 50 IJg/L total 
chromium plume, as defined in (b) above. Compliance will be determined 
by comparing groundwater samples collected after this date will be 
compared to the control limits established using data through the third 
quarter 2008 using the methodology contained in the Boundary Control 
Monitoring Program (see Finding No. 16, above, and Order 6.2, below), 
except that only the last eight samples for each well through the 3rd 

quarter 2008 must be used to determine the control limits. 

4.	 Interim Groundwater Chromium Remediation 

The Discharger must implement corrective actions to remediate the elevated 
chromium concentrations in groundwater in the source area at and near the 
Compressor Station. 

4.1.	 The Discharger must continue implementation of full-scale in-situ corrective 
actions in the central area of the plume as described in Finding Nos. 9 and 13, 
or an alternate but equally effective method, to remediate the elevated 
chromium concentrations in groundwater in the central area of the plume. 

4.2.	 The Discharger must continue implementation of the full-scale in-situ 
corrective actions in the source area described in Finding NO.1 0, or an 
alternate but equally effective method, to remediate the elevated chromium 
concentrations in groundwater in the source area. 
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5.	 Final Cleanup Actions 

The Dis9harger must take all actions necessary to clean up and abate the effects 
of the discharge and threatened discharge of chromium to waters of the State. 

5.1.	 By September 1, 2010, the discharger must submit a feasibility study 
report that assesses remediation strategies implemented at the site or 
proposed for the site for achieving compliance with State Water 
Resources Control Board Resolution 92-49, as amended. If the 
Discharger proposes a final cleanup strategy that will result in cleanup to 
concentrations higher than background water quality, the report must 
include a detailed analysis of different cleanup strategies, one of which 
must achieve background water quality, if feasible. For those strategies 
that have been implemented at the site, the report must describe the 
effectiveness of each remediation strategy compared to expected or 

. modeled effectiveness. Any adverse environmental or public health impacts 
created from the implemented .strategies must be reported along with 
remedies taken to correct such problems. The report must also include 
estimated cleanup times and costs for each remediation strategy to 
achieve the background level established by the Water Board or a level 
above background if it is not reasonable to achieve background levels 
considering the factors in section III.G. of Resolution 92-49. If background 
levels of water quality cannot be restored, the report must describe an 
alternate level of water quality above background that the remediation 
strategy can achieve and must describe why such a level is (1) consistent 
with the maximum benefit to the people of the state, (2) will not 
unreasonably affect present and anticipated beneficial use of the water, 
and (3) will not result in water quality less than that prescribed in the 
Water Quality Control Plans and Policies of the State and Lahontan Water 
Boards (See section III.G. of Resolution 92-49). Finally, the report must 
recommend a final remediation strategy for the entire site to achieve 
background levels of water quality or certain levels above background if 
achieving background is not reasonable and provide justifications for the 
recommendation. 

5.2.	 By April 1, 2011, implement the final cleanup strategy as approved by 
Water Board. 

6.	 Reporting­

6.1.	 Groundwater monitoring associated with the site-wide groundwater 
monitoring program, the Desert View Dairy Land Treatment Unit, the 
Central Area In-Situ Remediation Zone project, and -the Source Area In­
Situ Remediation Zone project shall be reported on a coordinated 
schedule. Required quarterly sampling shall be reported by the 30th da~ 
following the end of the quarter, Le., by April 30th

, July 30th
, October 30t , 

and January 30th of each year. Required semiannual sampling shall be 
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reported by April 30th and October 30th of each year. Sampling is to be 
conducted in the quarter prior to the appropriate reporting dates, Le., from 
January 1 through March 31, April 1 through June 30, July 1 through 
September 30, and October 1 through December 31 of each year. The 
site-wide monitoring program shall conform to the wells and schedule 
presented in PG&E's July 2, 2008 Updated Site-Wide Groundwater 
Monitoring Program described in Finding No. 16, except that monitoring 
well MW-34 shall continue to be monitored semiannually and monitoring 
wells MW-64B and MW-67B shall be monitored semiannually. 

This Order modifies the Monitoring and Reporting Program forWaste 
Discharge Requirements No. R6V-2006-0054 for the Source Area fn-Situ 
Remediation Zone project and modifies the required monitoring and 
reporting periods of the August 17, 2007 order pursuant to Water Code 
section 13267 for the In-Situ Remediation Pilot Test Project. 

6.2.	 The 3rd quarter 2008 groundwater monitoring report must contain a 
tabulation of the hexavalent and total chromium control limits for boundary 
control monitoring wells identified in the July 2, 2008 Boundary Control 
Monitoring Program described in Finding No. 16. The last eight samples 
for each well through 3rd quarter 2008 shall be used to calculate the 95 
percent upper control limits, which become the control limits for those 
wells. 

6.3.	 Beginning September 30. 2008, submit semiannual status reports 
describing actions taken to remediate chromium levels in groundwater and 
contain plume migration. The initial report must evaluate actions taken 
between January 1, 2008 and June 30, 2008 and subsequent reports must 
evaluate actions taken during each subsequent six-monthperiod. Status 
reports must discuss remedial actions being implemented according to the 
cleanup plan approved by the Water Board. The report must tabulate the 
volume, concentration, and location of wastes discharged under orders from 
the Lahontan Water Board. Any and all violations of orders must be 
discussed and cite corrective measures taken. The report must provide 
groundwater monitoring data and discuss the actual effectiveness of the 
implemented remedy compared to its predicted effectiveness. Any adverse 
environmental or public health impacts created from the project must be 
reported along with remedies taken to correct such problems. The report 
must provide recommendations and an implementation schedule for 
increasing effectiveness if current actions are not achieving plume 
containment and expected reductions in chromium concentrations in 
groundwater. Subsequent semi-annual status reports must be submitted by 
March 31 and September 30 of each year. 

6.4.	 Beginning March 31. 2012, submit semi-annual final cleanup 
effectiveness reports to the Water Board. The first report should evaluate 
actions taken between April 1, 2011 and December 31,2011. Subsequent 
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reports must evaluate actions taken during six-month periods, the initial 
period being January 1, 2012 to June 30,2012. Each report must discuss 
the actual effectiveness of the final cleanup remedy compared to expected 
effectiveness. If current actions are not achieving expected reductions in 
chromium concentrations throughout the entire site, the report must propose 
recommendations and an implementation schedule to increase effectiveness. 
Subsequent semi-annual status reports must be submitted by September 
30 and March 31 of each calendar year. 

7. Rescissions 

This order rescinds Order NO.4 in CAO No. 6-01-50 requiring monthly 
groundwater monitoring and the May 1, 2003 Water Code section 13267 order 
that allowed bimonthly sampling to replace monthly sampling. 

Failure to comply with the terms or conditions of this Order will result in additional 
enforcement action that may include the imposition of administrative civil liability pursuant to 
Water Code sections 13268 and 13350 or referral to the Attorney General of the State of 
California for such legal action as he may deem appropriate. 

Ordered by: -,~~' _dJ----'70~l~...;.......,,~~· Dated:
__ -=__ 
HAROLD J.ttlfuER 
EXECUTIVEOFFICER- "- ~ 
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