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1      Barstow, California, Wednesday, September 12, 2012

2                          7:15 p.m.

3

4

5     MR. JARDINE:  Good evening.  I have -- we have three

6 agenda items for tonight and I would like to quickl y go

7 over them.  First will be item 9, public forum.  Th en I

8 would like to go back to item 4, the executive offi cer's

9 report.  There's some items that are relevant to it em 10.

10 And item 10 is I'm guessing what everyone is here f or,

11 public forum.

12          So first item of this evening -- excuse me  --

13 public forum.  Any person may address the Water Boa rd

14 regarding a matter within the Water Board's jurisdi ction

15 that is not related to an item on this meeting's ag enda.

16 So if you want to speak to item 10 on the agenda, p lease

17 hold off until I get to that.  You'll have plenty o f

18 opportunity.

19          Comments will generally be limited to five

20 minutes unless otherwise directed by the chair.  An y

21 person wishing to make a longer presentation should

22 contact the executive officer at least ten days pri or to

23 the meeting.  Comments regarding matters that are u nder

24 development for future meetings will be restricted.

25          Is there anyone from the public who wishes  to
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1 address the board?  And I would like to hold off an y

2 comments regarding item 10 until we reach that item .

3          Yes?

4     THE INTERPRETER:  I would like to announce that  we

5 have Spanish interpreting available if anyone needs  it.

6          (In Spanish)

7     MR. JARDINE:  Thank you.

8          I have one speaker card for public forum.  And

9 Mr. John Turner, could you approach the lecturer.

10     MR. TURNER:  Good evening.  My name is John Tur ner.

11 I'm a 42-year resident of Hinkley.  I'll start off with a

12 little comment and then I'll get to my questions an d

13 concerns.

14          I have to apologize first to you, the Wate r

15 Board and the community behind me for staying quiet  for

16 so long because I was under the assumption that the  plume

17 was nowhere near my property.  So I pretty much jus t took

18 it as I was lucky and it was going to be all right.

19          Well, about a year ago, Hinkley comes out with

20 this water program and they're going to look within  a

21 mile of the plume.  My property lands right on that  mark

22 and they test and I test positive.  Didn't know abo ut it

23 so I don't know how long it was there.  If, in fact , that

24 it is from the plume, I know nothing about that.

25          So here I am today with some concerns and
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1 letting you all know that I'm going to be starting to

2 talk on this and I would like for you guys to take action

3 and to help us, the community.

4          One of the things I would like to address is the

5 actual plume.  I do not believe it's identified.  I  think

6 that we look at the plume right now and need your h elp to

7 establish a viable plume.  That's what we need to d o.

8 If, in fact, the chromium in my well is not from PG &E,

9 you won't hear from me.  But if it is, we need it f ixed.

10          I think that the -- there's a lot of Hinkl ey

11 residents outside the plume and outside the mile ma rker

12 that should be very concerned.  And I think they wo uld

13 rely on you as I should have to identify these prob lems.

14 Their wells could be contaminated, but no one is te sting

15 unless they do it privately.

16          I think it's especially important to ident ify

17 north of the plume where I've heard in past meeting s that

18 levels have tested high near Harper Dry Lake way ou tside

19 of Hinkley.  Also, my parents who live a mile from me

20 which is two miles from the plume, their wells are

21 testing higher than mine, but yet, they're not bein g

22 addressed.

23          Also, I would like for the Water Board to help

24 or have someone outside PG&E verify the sampling of  the

25 wells.  I think that's important.
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1          I think the community wants to trust PG&E;

2 however, in the past, things aren't there.  To incl ude

3 myself, I trusted PG&E.  I ignored -- I said "It's not

4 me.  It's no big deal."  I think it's very importan t.

5          Another thing -- I would also like the Wat er

6 Board to help the community out with our CAC meetin gs.  I

7 feel PG&E's involvement may have in the past intimi dated

8 some of the CAC members.  I know at first when I st arted

9 attending these meetings, I really wanted to trust what I

10 was hearing.  I wanted to believe everything I was

11 hearing.

12          However, I see how these meetings are hand led

13 and I feel the talk the next morning at breakfast t ables

14 is they're going to do what they're going to do and

15 there's nothing we can do about it.  I think reside nts

16 might be intimidated to come up and speak out becau se

17 it's driven -- it's driven by PG&E.  They're runnin g the

18 whole show.  We walk in there, they got timelines f or

19 their agenda.  And if you sit back and you look at the

20 agenda, we can sit there and watch the same slidesh ows

21 and same presentations.  And I think it's important  that

22 you, the Water Board help us, help the community an d

23 maybe help us establish an advisory committee for H inkley

24 with your support without PG&E's involvement.

25          And I think we have CAC members from Hinkl ey
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1 residents that are gung ho, ready to do what Hinkle y

2 residents want them to do or at least start to try

3 things, but at the last meeting they were held back .  The

4 meeting adjourned before all but one was able to co mment.

5 So I think this is very important.

6          One last thing.  The whole water house pro gram,

7 this filter system, I think a lot of residents are

8 hesitant and that's why there was an extension on t he

9 deadline because nobody is really jumping forward o n it.

10 I think it would be very important for there to be a data

11 stat sheet on everything to do with that filter sys tem.

12          I feel that's probably the only bet.  Most  of

13 the people who want to stay in Hinkley are going to  have

14 to accept it, but they need to know exactly what it 's

15 about, how much it costs, what kind of hazardous ma terial

16 is going to be developed, how is it going to be han dled,

17 how is -- are the children and grandchildren going to be

18 playing around this thing, is it going to be someth ing --

19 I've seen some of the buildings already with a haza rdous

20 label on it.  So I think that needs to be addressed .  I

21 would like to see a data sheet.  I would like to se e what

22 I may be inheriting in the future.

23          That's all I got.

24     MR. JARDINE:  Thank you.  I'll push on then to item 4

25 on the agenda, executive officer's report.
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1     MS. KEMPER:  Good evening, Chairman and members  of

2 the board.  My name is Lauri Kemper and I'm the ass istant

3 executive officer for the Water Board.  And as Patt y --

4 our executive officer mentioned earlier, I'm contin uing

5 just a quick status of the actions that the Water B oard

6 has taken with regard to the oversight of the Hinkl ey

7 chromium groundwater cleanup project.

8          First of all, I just wanted -- first thing  I

9 want to do is direct your attention to a timeline t hat is

10 very far away from you.  It's at the back of the ro om.

11 But it's big.  It's big, but it's very small from h ere.

12 But that timeline provides a good history of where we've

13 been and where we're headed for the Water Board.  A nd the

14 public is welcome to look at that at their leisure,  but

15 just to kind of remind folks of where we've been.

16          Back in 2008 the Water Board adopted a cle anup

17 and abatement order that requires PG&E to conduct - - to

18 prepare a feasibility study looking at the comprehe nsive

19 cleanup of chromium in the groundwater in Hinkley.  That

20 was ordered in 2008.  The other key feature of that  order

21 was a requirement to have no further migration of t he

22 groundwater contamination.

23          The feasibility study was required to be

24 submitted in the fall of 2010.  PG&E submitted that

25 feasibility study and the staff of the Water Board began
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1 scoping for an environmental impact report to look at the

2 impacts related to cleaning up the groundwater in

3 Hinkley.  So it wasn't to look at the actual

4 contamination, but to look at how to clean it up an d what

5 would be some of the associated impacts with that.

6          During the year of 2011, there was a lot o f

7 commenting on the feasibility study.  The community

8 provided comments, the Water Board staff provided

9 comments.  We had the feasibility study reviewed by  the

10 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and the Califo rnia

11 Department of Toxic Substances Control and those ag encies

12 provided comments.  PG&E produced, I think, three o r four

13 addendums in response to a number of these question s and

14 comments.  And each of the addenda looked at additi onal

15 treatment to hasten the cleanup of chromium in the

16 groundwater.

17          So that was essentially what was occurring  in

18 the year 2011.  That was also the year that the Wat er

19 Board issued cleanup orders requiring PG&E to provi de

20 replacement water to those affected with chromium i n

21 their drinking water wells.  So many people are now

22 receiving bottled water and there's also a requirem ent

23 that individuals receive whole house replacement wa ter.

24          Then in 2012, the Water Board staff has be en

25 working closely with its consultant ICF to complete  the
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1 Environmental Impact Report.  And now many of you h ave a

2 hard copy of that -- it's a very large document -- and

3 many members of the public have compact discs with the

4 entire document on their discs.  We had a public me eting

5 two weeks ago at the Hinkley Elementary School wher e we

6 did describe that EIR.

7          So that kind of brings you to where we are

8 today.  And the -- in terms of the future, the Wate r

9 Board will be making future decisions based on the EIR.

10 So the board has to certify that document and then that

11 document will help with future decisions on the act ual

12 cleanup goals, timelines to achieve different clean up

13 standards as well as further -- further actions by the

14 Water Board to permit and regulate those activities .

15          The main reason I'm up here tonight is to also

16 let you know about other things going on besides th e EIR

17 because Anne Holden of our office will be making th e

18 presentation tonight on the Environmental Impact Re port.

19          So just to give you a heads up on some of the

20 other things going on, as part of the settlement

21 agreement that was agreed to last year where PG&E h ad

22 agreed to spend at least $1.8 million to update the

23 drinking water system at the Hinkley Elementary Sch ool,

24 they have provided a report that says they now have

25 consultants on board and they're working on design of
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1 that system.  So we received their semi-annual repo rt and

2 that was just a reporting requirement.  The next on e is

3 due -- the next report is due at the end of January .

4          In terms of whole house replacement water,  there

5 are 15 -- currently there are 15 domestic wells tha t have

6 chromium above 3.1 parts per billion and they quali fy for

7 a replacement water system.  And under our revised order,

8 we required PG&E to get those installed by October 15th.

9 So those are under way right now.  And in the next month

10 or so, those 15 individuals would have some sort of  whole

11 house replacement water, either a filter or a new w ell.

12          The other thing that we did related to who le

13 house replacement water is that we heard from folks  that

14 they were not being given the option of a deep well .  So

15 PG&E was offering them a filter system deep well or  they

16 would agree to buy their property.  And we issued a n

17 order that requires PG&E to submit a report to us b y

18 September 17th that discusses the -- the options th at are

19 presented to the residents and what their responses  were

20 and what's the supporting water quality data.

21          So if someone was not offered a deep well

22 option, we asked PG&E to just document the reasons why

23 that wasn't an option for that particular individua l.

24 And usually it's because of the condition of the lo w

25 aquifer in terms of the water quality condition or just,
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1 you know, how much water is in that particular loca tion.

2          And then more recently the Water Board sta ff --

3 prosecution team staff issued a draft cleanup and

4 abatement order.  This was done this summer that re quired

5 two things:  It required PG&E to do further delinea tion

6 of the plume and it also allowed PG&E to expand som e

7 chromium contamination on the southeast edge of the  plume

8 in order to hasten the cleanup and protection on th e

9 northwest part of the plume near the school where t hey

10 were going to pump water from that location, extrac t

11 water and bring it back south to put into their

12 remediation system and clean up the groundwater the re.

13          That draft order was out for public commen ts.

14 We received four sets of comments:  One from PG&E, one

15 from the consultant from the Community Advisory Com mittee

16 and a couple from the public as well as a petition that

17 was signed by several, I don't know, dozens of comm unity

18 residents.  Those comments are posted on our websit e and

19 the Water Board executive officer will be consideri ng

20 those comments in making the decision on how to fin alize

21 that order.  So that's still under way.

22          And in July, PG&E submitted a work plan to

23 install eight new wells to the north to further def ine

24 the plume and the Water Board accepted that plan.  We

25 still believe there's additional wells that need to  be
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1 installed, but that's a good first step in terms of

2 additional groundwater investigation.  So that shou ld be

3 under way soon.

4          PG&E also submitted their required reports  on

5 plume containment south of Thompson Road.  And they  have

6 shown in their fifth report that -- in every one of  those

7 five reports that they've submitted to us that they

8 reflect compliance with the Water Board's order tha t they

9 do have plume containment in terms of no further

10 migration is occurring from south of Thompson Road north

11 of Thompson Road.  There is still contamination fur ther

12 north, but they have managed to contain the highest

13 concentration areas of contamination.

14          PG&E has also submitted a plan to address

15 manganese migration in groundwater and that plan ha s been

16 accepted by the Water Board staff.  And PG&E is in the

17 construction phase right now to provide additional

18 extraction and filtration of the water to remove th e

19 manganese.

20          And lastly, the Water Board -- there's als o been

21 some concern about additional agricultural units th at

22 have come into operation about some detections of

23 uranium.  And that's a concern that we heard from t he

24 community and it is something that's addressed in t he

25 Environmental Impact Report but that we are plannin g --
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1 we are doing some further research to try to provid e

2 additional information on that topic.

3          And then we have also been attending the o ngoing

4 Community Advisory Committee meetings.  Someone fro m our

5 office is at every one of these meetings and we pla n to

6 continue to do that and continue to look for ways t o

7 improve, just interacting and engaging the communit y on

8 this matter.

9          So those are my updates.  Any questions?

10     MR. JARDINE:  Questions?

11          No questions from the board.

12          I'll go on to item 10.  Public hearing for  draft

13 Environmental Impact Report, comprehensive groundwa ter

14 cleanup strategy for historical chromium discharges ,

15 Pacific Gas and Electric Company, Hinkley compresso r

16 station.

17          This is the time and place for the Califor nia

18 Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Regi on to

19 hold a public hearing on the draft Environmental Im pact

20 Report for cleanup of chromium in groundwater from PG&E's

21 Hinkley compressor station.  The purpose of today's  item

22 is to hear the key points of the draft EIR and to g ather

23 public input in the EIR's cleanup alternatives, imp acts

24 and litigation measures.

25          Following staff's presentation, public com ments
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1 and discussion by board members, the board may prov ide

2 direction to its staff, but it will not take any fo rmal

3 action today on the draft Environmental Impact Repo rt.

4          The order of presentation for this agenda item

5 will be as follows:  Presentation by staff; questio ns

6 from board members; and comments from interested pe rsons.

7 All persons who wish to participate and have not ye t

8 submitted an appearance card are requested to do so  now.

9          The board will accept any comments that ar e

10 relevant to the agenda item.  A transcriber is here  to

11 take down oral comments during this workshop.  Thes e

12 comments will be responded to in writing and includ ed in

13 the final EIR.  Also, Spanish translation is being

14 provided at this hearing.  If you wish to hear this

15 Spanish translation, please raise your hand or appr oach.

16     THE INTERPRETER:  (In Spanish.)

17     MR. JARDINE:  Our Spanish translators and

18 interpreters.

19          Gita Kapahi is here from the State Water B oard's

20 Office of Public Participation and she will facilit ate

21 the question-and-answer period to ensure that all w ho

22 wish to speak have a chance to do so.  Ms. Kapahi m ay

23 impose reasonable time limits and may require group s to

24 choose a single spokesperson.  Spanish language

25 interpreters are also present to help Spanish speak ers
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1 provide oral comments at this hearing.

2          I'll lead off with call for staff presenta tion.

3     MS. HOLDEN:  How is this volume?  Good.

4          Good evening, Chairman and members of the board.

5 My name is Anne Holden.  I'm an engineering geologi st in

6 the Water Board South Lake Tahoe office and I'm her e to

7 present item 10 which is a discussion of the public

8 review draft Environmental Impact Report for cleanu p of

9 chromium in groundwater at PG&E's Hinkley compresso r

10 station.

11     MR. JARDINE:  One moment.  Can everyone hear?

12     MS. HOLDEN:  Is it loud enough in the back?  Go od

13 enough.

14          The draft EIR was prepared by Water Board staff

15 and our consultant ICF International.  And we have Rich

16 Walter and Alexa LaPlante here from ICF to also hel p

17 answer questions.

18          The EIR is currently out for a 60-day revi ew and

19 comment period.  That started on August 21st and ex tends

20 through October 19th.  The EIR is needed because cl eanup

21 activities at Hinkley are going to be over a larger  area

22 and longer time period than previously authorized.  To

23 facilitate this expanded cleanup, the Water Board w ill

24 issue new site-wide -- a new site-wide general perm it and

25 a cleanup order to PG&E.
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1          An Environmental Impact Report is required  by

2 the California Environmental Quality Act -- or CEQA  --

3 when public agencies take certain actions.  Here th ose

4 actions are the new general permit and cleanup orde r to

5 PG&E.

6          We wrote an Environmental Impact Report be cause

7 we identified potential impacts from the cleanup pr oject

8 that could be significant or environmentally damagi ng.

9 The EIR describes ways to do the project to reduce or

10 avoid negative impacts and it also discloses if neg ative

11 impacts can't be avoided or reduced and discusses i f and

12 why the project should still be approved.

13          Here the project is a comprehensive remedi ation

14 plan to clean up chromium contaminated groundwater.

15 Impacts from the existing chromium contamination ar e not

16 analyzed as part of the project.  They're part of t he

17 baseline conditions.  The existing plume is discuss ed in

18 the EIR in the discussion of existing conditions, b ut

19 impacts from the plume aren't included in the impac t

20 analysis for this EIR.

21          The goal of the project is to clean up chr omium

22 contaminated groundwater to background levels as qu ickly

23 as possible, balancing speed of cleanup with

24 environmental impacts.

25          The EIR looks at four main cleanup technol ogies
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1 that I'm going to go over this in this slide.

2 Groundwater extraction and agricultural units where

3 groundwater is extracted from the aquifer:  This co ntains

4 the plume by drawing the groundwater towards the

5 extraction wells.  The extracted groundwater is the n used

6 to irrigate four-inch crops.  As the irrigation wat er

7 passes through the root zone, the chromium 6 is cha nged

8 to chromium 3 in the soil and root zone where it re mains

9 in the aquifer as a low mobility and low toxicity s olid.

10          In-situ treatment involves injecting a car bon

11 source such as ethenol into the aquifer.  In-situ m eans

12 in place, into the aquifer.  In this process, the c arbon

13 also changes or reduces the chrome 6 into chrome 3 where,

14 again, it remains as a solid in the aquifer.

15          Aboveground treatment, also referred to as

16 ex-situ treatment in the EIR -- that involves extra cting

17 water from the aquifer and then running that water

18 through a treatment plan where you can use differen t

19 types of technology to then remove the chromium in the

20 treatment plan.  The chromium can be disposed of of fsite

21 and the treated water can be reinjected back into t he

22 aquifer.  And this removes all forms of chromium fr om the

23 aquifer.  It doesn't leave chrome 3 as a solid in t he

24 aquifer.

25          And last is freshwater injection where fre sh,
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1 uncontaminated water is injected into the aquifer t o

2 create a barrier in the aquifer or a hydraulic moun d to

3 direct the plume in a different direction.  And thi s is

4 what is being used in the northwest area near the H inkley

5 School to keep the plume from moving in that direct ion.

6          So the EIR considers six different alterna tives.

7 The first alternative is known as the no-project

8 alternative and this would mean that no new permit would

9 be issued to PG&E by the Water Board, no new cleanu p

10 order.  We would continue remediation under the

11 previously authorized permits that we have in place .

12 This alternative does not address the full extent o f the

13 plume, but it's required by CEQA for comparison pur poses.

14          Then we have five action alternatives and those

15 would involve the Water Board issuing a new permit.   So

16 they involve more action than the no-project.  Thes e are

17 termed 4-B and then 4-C-2, 3, 4 and 5.  These

18 alternatives were developed in 2011 and 2012 based on

19 public agency and Water Board input.  And all of th ese

20 alternatives use various combinations and intensiti es of

21 those four cleanup technologies that I described in  the

22 previous slide.

23          So all of the alternatives have three

24 technologies in common:  The groundwater extraction  and

25 agricultural units, fresh water injection and in-si tu
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1 treatment.  Alternatives 4-C-3 and 4-C-5 add the

2 aboveground or ex-situ treatment to the mix.  And t he

3 difference is -- between the alternatives is in the  scale

4 and intensity of how these technologies are applied

5 across the landscape.

6          So these five alternatives were chosen for  the

7 EIR because we heard back in December of 2010 when we

8 started the scoping process for this EIR that the

9 original feasibility study alternatives that were

10 submitted in the August 2010 feasibility study by P G&E

11 all took too long to clean up the plume.

12          We also heard that groundwater extraction rates

13 need to be maintained year-round to ensure plume

14 containment instead of just in the summer during th e

15 irrigation season.  The public expressed interest i n an

16 alternative that removed all forms of chromium from  the

17 high-concentration area near the compressor station .

18 There's where alternative 4-C-5 came from.  And the n

19 these alternatives were also chosen to show the ful l

20 range of tradeoffs between cleanup times and impact s from

21 remediation.

22          When you read the alternative, you'll noti ce --

23 when you read the EIR, the draft EIR, you'll notice  that

24 there is no preferred alternative stated.  We decid ed to

25 take the approach of looking at all the alternative s in
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1 equal detail rather than just choosing one preferre d

2 alternative and then giving lesser attention to the

3 others.  And we decided on this approach to have ma ximum

4 flexibility to choose any alternative that's presen ted

5 and also so that the public and the board could be fully

6 aware of all the impacts associated with each

7 alternative.  So public input on the balance betwee n

8 cleanup time and acceptable impacts will be very ke y.

9          So there's over a dozen environmental reso urces

10 that are evaluated in the EIR.  They're listed here .

11 Tonight I'm just going to focus on these three that  are

12 underlined:  Water supply, water quality and biolog ical

13 resources.  That's because these are the resources that

14 we've identified potentially significant impacts to  so I

15 feel like it's most important to focus on these.

16          So for water resource impacts -- that incl udes

17 water supply and water quality -- we considered the

18 impacts in two different ways.  We considered impac ts

19 that would affect water supply well users and we al so

20 considered impacts to the aquifer itself.  Because even

21 if the groundwater in the aquifer isn't currently

22 supplying a well, it's still affected if it's impac ted

23 due to remediation.  So we looked at two ways of th e

24 water resource impacts.

25          For water supply, two key impacts are
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1 groundwater drawdown due to increased agricultural units

2 and pumping, groundwater extraction for those activ ities

3 to contain and clean up the plume with lower ground water

4 levels over current conditions.  A related impact t o that

5 is aquifer compaction where if the groundwater has been

6 drawn down enough, the pour spaces in the sediments  and

7 the aquifer that hold the water can collapse and th ey may

8 not be able to hold water again.  So it would resul t in a

9 loss of aquifer storage capacity.

10          Walter quality impacts:  Irrigated agricul tural

11 units will increase total dissolved solids, TDS and  also

12 possibly affect uranium.  We have very limited data  on

13 the impacts of agricultural units on uranium, but w e have

14 taken the approach of going ahead and identifying t hat as

15 a potentially significant impact.

16          In-situ treatment also increases byproduct

17 formation in the aquifer such as manganese, iron an d

18 arsenic.  And then remediation activity such as inj ection

19 for the in-situ treatment or irrigated agricultural ,

20 particularly near the plume boundaries, can result in a

21 temporary bulging of the plume during remediation.  So

22 we've identified this as an impact.

23          For biological resources -- that's wildlif e and

24 plants -- we have a loss of habitat possibly due to  more

25 agricultural units and expanded treatment facilitie s in
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1 the valley.  These expanded agricultural units coul d

2 limit tortoise migration and movement through the v alley

3 and also wildlife could be disturbed or killed duri ng

4 construction or operation of remediation facilities .

5 These are all impacts identified to biological reso urces.

6          So with this chart, what I want to show is  the

7 relationship between how fast these different

8 alternatives go to achieve cleanup and what the rel ative

9 ranking of impacts are.

10          So across the top row I have all the

11 alternatives listed.  The second row, I've ranked t he

12 alternatives relative to each other to the fastest -- the

13 option that achieves cleanup the fastest gets a 1, the

14 one that's the slowest gets a 6.  So you can see

15 alternative 4-C-4 is the fastest and the no-project  is

16 the slowest.  It gets a 6.

17          Then we look at the impacts associated wit h

18 these alternatives, the key impacts only that I jus t

19 discussed and rank those impacts across all the

20 alternatives.  And you can see that the fastest

21 alternative also gets the highest average impact ra te

22 ranking and the no-project alternative gets the slo west

23 of 1.  So that's an example of the tradeoffs of spe ed and

24 impact.

25          And with this chart, I just wanted to pick  out a
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1 couple of the key differences in the alternatives t hat

2 drive those impacts.  So I chose three different el ements

3 of each -- of the -- each of two alternatives, the

4 fastest action alternatives and the slowest action

5 alternatives.  That's over here.

6          And then if you look -- I chose agricultur al

7 acreages, groundwater extraction rates and whether or not

8 they had aboveground treatment.  So you can see wit h

9 alternative 4-C-4, the fastest action alternative, it has

10 quite a bit more agricultural unit acres than the

11 slowest.  It also has the higher groundwater extrac tion

12 rate which would increase drawdown and compaction

13 impacts.

14          And then aboveground treatment, incorporat ing

15 that into an alternative actually reduces the impac t due

16 to in-situ byproducts because you don't -- if you'r e not

17 using as much in-situ remediation, you won't have a s much

18 byproduct.  So those are just three of the kind of key

19 drivers of what makes one alternative go -- have th e

20 higher impact ranking.

21          This chart here is another way to look at speed

22 versus impact.  And here we're looking at agricultu ral

23 acreage on the vertical access.  So you can imagine  that

24 as more acreages are added, that's a higher impact.   Then

25 on the horizontal access, we have how many years it  takes
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1 to achieve 3.1 parts per billion.  Again, you can s ee

2 that as you go over to the right you have more year s

3 added.  So 4-C-4 which is the one that achieves 3.1  the

4 soonest has the highest amount of acreages.  4-C-3,  2 and

5 5 are quite similar on the acreage impact and 4-B h as the

6 least.

7          So now we're going to discuss the mitigati on

8 measures that will reduce or avoid some of those im pacts

9 that I talked about in the previous slides.

10          For drawdown, as that affects supply wells ,

11 there's a mitigation measure that requires PG&E to

12 provide alternate water supplies for wells that are

13 affected by drawdown due to remediation.  To avoid

14 impacts to the regional aquifer, there's a requirem ent

15 that PG&E purchase water rights to avoid exceedance  of

16 basin-wide water withdrawal limits that are set by the

17 Mojave Water Agency.

18          For the aquifer compaction impact, again, for

19 supply wells that are affected by compaction due to

20 remediation, there is a mitigation measure requirin g

21 alternate water supply.  For the aquifer itself, a

22 permanent impact to the aquifer in places could be

23 unavoidable.  We don't have a good way to mitigate

24 aquifer compaction if it does occur.

25          The EIR analysis shows a low chance for
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1 compaction due to pretty widespread historic drawdo wn

2 levels in the Hinkley Valley and also the aquifer

3 materials are pretty course grained in many places.   That

4 makes the aquifer less susceptible to compaction.

5          The analysis in the draft EIR now discusse s that

6 north of Thompson Road there could be more potentia l or

7 compaction to occur because the data we had then wh en we

8 released the EIR had indicated there was less histo ric

9 drawdown.  We have found some additional data that may

10 suggest that area actually has be subjected to addi tional

11 drawdown and we'll incorporate that into the final EIR,

12 but I believe this impact will still remain signifi cant

13 and unavoidable if it were to occur.

14          For water quality impacts to supply wells,

15 there's a mitigation measure to require PG&E to avo id

16 impacts through monitoring and preventative measure s such

17 as changes in pumping rates, changes in injection r ates.

18 If this impact can't be avoided, however, because i t

19 would either slow down the remediation unacceptably  or

20 for other reasons, then that requirement to provide

21 alternate water supplies for wells affected by plum e

22 bulge, any remediation byproducts -- that mitigatio n

23 measure would come into play.

24          For the aquifer itself, it will be tempora rily

25 impacted during remediation.  For instance, when yo u're
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1 injecting the carbon near the -- in the injection p oints,

2 you're going to have byproducts in that area and th at

3 can't be avoided.  That's the cost of the remediati on.

4 There is a requirement, however, for water quality in the

5 aquifer to be restored to pre-project conditions re lated

6 to byproducts after the project is finished.

7          And for biological resources, we have many

8 mitigation measures.  Some of the key ones have to do

9 with clearance surveys, employee training, relocati on

10 protocols to limit impacts to wildlife; also, a

11 requirement to set aside habitats to compensate for  loss.

12 The restriction of tortoise migration quarters thro ugh

13 the Hinkley Valley due to increased agricultural un its is

14 very difficult to mitigate.  We've identified this as a

15 significant and unavoidable impact.  It will depend  on

16 the extent and layout of any agricultural units tha t go

17 in.

18          So this is a really thick document and I j ust

19 wanted to outline a couple of the sections that I f ound

20 very useful in reading this.  Of course, the execut ive

21 summary is a great place to start.  At the beginnin g of

22 chapter 3 -- the resource sections in chapter 3, ea ch

23 section has impact and mitigation summary tables th at are

24 really useful just to get an overview of what the i mpacts

25 to that particular resource and the mitigation meas ures
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1 are.  And then chapter 4 has three useful sections in 4.6

2 that compare and evaluate the environmental -- all the

3 alternatives and the impacts together in a really

4 comprehensive way that's quite useful.

5          So for the Water Board's consideration whi le

6 reading this document, things to consider are are t he

7 impacts fully described; are there any other mitiga tion

8 measures needed; and is there a preferred alternati ve or

9 preferred road forward in the final EIR to get the

10 board's wishes on speed of cleanup versus level of

11 impacts documented.  And, of course, public and age ncy

12 input will be very helpful here.

13          Again, comments are due by October 19th an d this

14 is my contact information.  You can send the commen ts to

15 me.  This information is on the EIR fact sheet that 's

16 available at this meeting.  Handouts of this presen tation

17 are available as well and it's also on our web page .

18          And with that I'll take questions.

19     MR. JARDINE:  Questions from board members?

20 Dr. Horne?  Peter?

21     MR. PUMPHREY:  I would rather hear the communit y.

22     MR. SANDEL:  No, not yet.

23     MR. JARDINE:  I also would like to hear from th e

24 community.

25     MS. KAPAHI:  Thank you.  Good evening.  Once ag ain,
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1 my name is Gita Kapahi.  I'm the director of Public

2 Participation for the State and Regional Water Boar d and

3 I'll facilitate this portion of this hearing.

4          I got a number of speaker cards.  The boar d

5 chair has said that normally we limit comments to f ive

6 minutes; however, I'll allow a little bit of latitu de

7 because we are here to hear your comments.  If you could

8 keep it down below five minutes, it would be apprec iated,

9 but I'm not going to cut you off.  But within reaso n,

10 please.

11          I'll call you in order.  If you could plea se

12 come up and make your comments known, that would be

13 appreciated.

14          I'll start with John Quass.

15     MR. QUASS:  Good evening, board.  Thank you for  being

16 in our community and taking this time to listen to our

17 concerns.

18          Serving on the PG&E CAC, we've put a lot o f

19 hours and time into this EIR trying to look at it.  And

20 it's quite a time-consuming volume.  Personally, I' ve

21 still got a long ways to go.  But the EIR is very

22 important to us in that we -- we got to keep pushin g

23 ahead.  We got to keep moving.

24          And so if this EIR is to your pleasure to pass

25 it, we would ask that you would leave some libertie s in.
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1 Where they can be amended is technology as new

2 information comes forward so that the process of

3 remediation can move forward.  And therefore, I sup port

4 what I've seen so far of it in it being passed.

5          Only one problem that we have is that the time

6 for comment -- it sure would be nice if you gave us  an

7 extra 15 days on the deadline.  We just -- we've ju st

8 kind of really run up against it and we're trying t o get

9 all the way through the program.  Thank you.

10     MS. KAPAHI:  Thank you.  Next I have Ian Webste r

11 followed by Evelio Hernandez.

12     MR. WEBSTER:  Good evening.  Good evening.  Tha nk you

13 Mr. Chairmen, the rest of the board members for let ting

14 me make a few brief remarks.

15          My name is Ian Webster.  I am the IRP,

16 Independent Review Panel manager for the Hinkley

17 Community Advisory Committee.  I've been in this po sition

18 since early March and I've been helping the CAC

19 understand the project better including this major

20 document, 1002 pages of the EIR.

21          As a -- professionally, I'm an environment al

22 engineer for about 30 years.  I run an Asian (inaud ible)

23 environmental firm.  That is what I do for a living .

24          The EIR is much needed in the project.  Th e CAC

25 understands the critical path and nature using
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1 engineering power in this document.  We can't get t o

2 plume definition, extra work in the plume area unti l this

3 document is approved.

4          By way of understanding the CAC itself, th e

5 Community Advisory Committee stands an independent body

6 that is supposed to provide technical input to PG&E  on

7 the complex technical issues of this project.  So m y role

8 is to basically try and understand and define what PG&E

9 is doing, translate it into a form that my clients and

10 the community and community advisory members can

11 understand, make presentations, take their input an d feed

12 it back to PG&E.  That process has been on with its  ups

13 and downs for the past four or five months, but the  CAC,

14 process in my opinion, is working.  Nothing it perf ect,

15 but it's working.

16          So in the spirit of that, here is some ver y

17 general remarks about the EIR going ahead.

18          So we do thank you for issuing this EIR.  The

19 CAC and the community have been waiting for this do cument

20 for a long time.  It's always been one more step ov er the

21 horizon with the EIR on the street in a flexible

22 engineering form that can be adopted and approved r ight

23 now.  Even though we understand the final cleanup g oal is

24 not yet adopted, as long as the EIR is flexible eno ugh,

25 it is a living, working document that can be amende d down
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1 the line to basically meet the eventual cleanup goa l that

2 can be set.  There's a lot of work to be placed

3 eventually to set that goal, but with a flexible EI R of

4 which I think this is, this is a major step in the right

5 direction.

6          The -- the full -- the desire to move rapi dly,

7 obviously to comply with all regulations on a full- scale

8 remedy is on the tip of the tongue of every communi ty

9 member.  I think probably the community behind you

10 tonight will come forth in allegiance saying clean water

11 now as fast as possible and please pick a protectiv e

12 remedy.

13          So here are some details:  I think that th e --

14 personally as an independent manager for the CAC, w hat

15 the community wants is progress.  And progress can be

16 achieved through this document.  It has reviewed a number

17 of alternatives in trying to balance the need for s peed

18 in the remedy, i.e., not hundreds of years to meet the

19 chrome safe ultimate goal, but decades.  And I thin k this

20 document does that.

21          In the same time, when you take any

22 environmental action, the impacts on the environmen t have

23 to be assessed and mitigated.  And I think from my

24 initial review of this document, is does that

25 competently.  And I'll show a graph in a minute tha t
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1 tries to show the balance between speed of cleanup and

2 environmental impacts, very close to what Anne alre ady

3 showed.

4          The second bullet there which basically is  the

5 push for progress and the approval for EIR now -- a gain,

6 to reiterate my remarks, there's been a lot of disc ussion

7 within the community about how -- it's the chicken and

8 egg situation.  Do we have to require to establish a

9 cleanup goal or a standard before you do the EIR wh ich

10 basically discusses the remedies, doing the require ment

11 to get that done before the EIR is done.

12          The answer, from my perspective, is an emp hatic

13 "no," especially from the way the documents have be en

14 produced right now.  This document can move along f or the

15 job.  Like I said, a living, breathing document can  take

16 the tools that can follow the project so that the a ffects

17 of the project can be mitigated as it moves ahead t owards

18 the final cleanup goal.

19          So the last bullet there, basically the CA C does

20 endorse a flexible, agreed Water Board enforcement

21 approach using an EIR that basically uses possible

22 amendments and an ultimate CEO (sic) that possibly can be

23 amended down the road.

24          The key thing that I've seen also from the  PG&E

25 engineering approach here is that the word "adaptiv e
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1 management" has been used many, many times especial ly in

2 the feasibility study.  Adaptive management basical ly

3 means as your information is gathered as ongoing

4 remediation is going on, the actual remedial approa ch is

5 flexible enough that it could be expanded or contra cted

6 or change to meet the changing conditions.  That's a very

7 important three or four words there in the PG&E app roach.

8 As an engineer working on many projects around the

9 country, that is a powerful tool to have in your to olbox.

10          So in conclusion and to add kind of a cher ry on

11 the cake here in terms of my remarks, this is all v ery

12 qualitative.  And it is -- again, early comments on

13 this -- John Quass who is the chair of the CAC who spoke

14 a few minutes ago who is requesting an extra 15 day s of

15 possible review, I would thoroughly endorse that th at is

16 required given the voluminous document.  As the IRP

17 manager on behalf of the CAC, I intend to submit wr itten

18 comments to the Water Board on the document.

19          So in general, I think the document as

20 written -- and I've tried to (inaudible) here the c hrome

21 6 cleanup time, there is a number of agricultural

22 treatment units.  One of the major horse-powered

23 techniques in the six-mile-long, two-mile-wide plum e is

24 the use of the land treatment units -- basically ta ke the

25 chrome 6 to chrome 3.
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1          So a major variable in terms of its impact  on

2 the environment is how many of these do you have.  And

3 Anne, actually, by, again, great coincidence showed  that

4 nice graph of basically the acreage versus the time  of

5 the chrome 6 cleanup so I guess we're thinking simi larly.

6          So what I've done is conceptually applaud the

7 speed of cleanup time versus the number of ag units .  And

8 obviously, if you have a large number of ag treatme nt

9 units and thousands of acres and land treatment, yo u will

10 get a decade's-like cleanup time.  However, because  of

11 the amount of impacts that generates, you get this blue

12 line rising which obviously the Environmental Impac t

13 Report looks at.

14          So in general, the EIR is trying to balanc e an

15 engineering judgment between speed of cleanup and t he

16 overall environmental impacts on the environment ev en

17 though some of these can be mitigated.

18          So in my overall general conclusions -- 15  days

19 or so into hopefully the 75-day comment period as o pposed

20 to 60 -- is that there's a balance in here between

21 probably 8 to 12 ag units is the appropriate acreag e.

22 And I think that's the sweet spot that this EIR sho uld be

23 heading towards.

24          So that concludes my remarks.  Hopefully I 've

25 helped you out in your analysis yourself and I'll b e
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1 happy to take any questions before I sit down.

2     MR. JARDINE:  Dr. Horne?

3          Thank you.

4     MR. WEBSTER:  Thanks for your time.  I apprecia te it.

5     MS. KAPAHI:  Next I have Evelio Hernandez follo wed by

6 Penny Harper.

7          Can I ask when you come up to the micropho ne, if

8 you can please state your name and then spell it fo r the

9 assistance of the court reporter that we have here this

10 evening.  Thank you.

11     MR. HERNANDEZ:  Thank you for listening.  I agr ee

12 with the EIR report.

13     MS. KAPAHI:  Could you state your name please, sir,

14 and spell it.

15     MR. HERNANDEZ:  Sorry.  My name is Evelio Herna ndez.

16 I'm a community resident.  I'm part of the -- CAC m ember

17 also.  My name is spelled E-v-e-l-i-o  H-e-r-n-a-n- d-e-z.

18          Okay.  I like the idea of going forward wi th all

19 this stuff.  There's some things that I don't agree  with,

20 but I do like -- a thousand pages is kind of hard.  I'm

21 not a reader so it's going to take me a while.

22          But I like the idea of progress.  You know , it's

23 very important.  I don't like the fast options that  they

24 have because they'll mess up too many things.  So I 'm

25 kind of in the middle where I think you need to do
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1 something that's kind of slow.  I agree with the wa ter

2 program that they have in place to temporarily get people

3 separated from the chromium 6.

4          But a lot of the things that have been goi ng on

5 since -- the impact of this environment, the social

6 impact of this, we've lost probably 3,000 people fr om

7 like 1970 to now out of the community.  They're gon e.

8 And this all started back in 1952.  So we have a ha rd

9 time as community members where they say they've us ed the

10 3.1 number as a level to just this is what we're go ing to

11 use so we can have something to go by.  But for so many

12 years, from 1952 to roughly the '90s at least, mayb e the

13 2000s, there was no data that shows where the chrom ium

14 came from or which one is PG&E and which one isn't

15 PG&E's.

16          One of the other things that happened duri ng

17 this time -- there's a 3-A amendment in there that

18 says -- what it does is it tries to prove which chr omium

19 6 is PG&E's and which one is natural.  That was

20 suspended.  And it was done with no -- nobody asked  the

21 community anything.  It was just done between the W ater

22 Board and PG&E.

23          And I think that should be put back.  We n eed to

24 find out which chromium 6 is PG&E's and that's what  they

25 need to be responsible for.  One of the fears that I have
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1 is if the state comes back in a couple of years and  says

2 hey, 5 percent is good, then they just walk away an d say

3 hey, whether it's theirs or not.  They should be

4 responsible for what is theirs.

5          And that's something that I kind of think that,

6 you know, somebody scratches my car.  And if they s ay

7 hey, a two-inch scratch is okay.  Well, no, you got  to

8 fix the whole fender, not just -- you know, everybo dy

9 says no, that's okay.  No.  If you have insurance o r

10 whatever that says it's going to take care of every thing,

11 then it should take care of everything, not just se nd it

12 to this guy and then send it to this guy because th ey're

13 going to slap it together and here you go.

14          Our community has died, I mean, big time.  And

15 we have issues as far as, you know, whether it shou ld be

16 a property -- a property purchase or not.  My opini on and

17 a lot of people's opinion is that it should go hand  in

18 hand with this cleanup.  You know, it's going to ta ke 26

19 to 40 years from what I'm understanding to clean th is up

20 with whatever method we go with.  So people should have

21 an option.

22          None of the members here on this board can  tell

23 me what they're going to be doing in 26 to 40 years .

24 Where are you going to be?  One of my biggest thing s is

25 if I die in five years, what am I leaving my kids?  I'm
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1 probably the last person that has built something i n

2 Hinkley.  I came to live with my neighbors that I'v e

3 known for more than 15 to 20 years.  They live on b oth

4 sides of me and now they're gone.  So I've spent a lot of

5 money.  I had my house paid for and now I couldn't sell

6 it unless it's to PG&E.  And they want to cut that

7 program out and I don't think it's right.

8          So we as a community don't have a lot of w ays to

9 implement things against PG&E.  I think they're try ing.

10 But they're always trying as long as it fits their

11 agenda.  You know, if PG&E would have came in back when

12 this first Erin Brockovich thing broke loose and

13 everything happened and they came and they addresse d the

14 whole community and said, you know what?  We're goi ng to

15 build a water system and we're going to supply wate r to

16 everybody, it would have disconnected everybody at that

17 point in time and they could have took forever to c lean

18 it up.  But everybody would have been safe, we woul dn't

19 have lost the 3,000 people.  You know, we still wou ldn't

20 be losing people now.

21          One of the things that I bring up is my pr operty

22 value is gone.  You know, it's in half.  And people  say

23 well, it's gone for everybody.  No.  When I had -- when I

24 built my house a couple years ago, it was paid for.   And

25 any other property that I have gone to get an equit y line
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1 on, I've never had to produce is your water okay.  I've

2 never had to do that.  I had to do it this time.  A nd

3 I've got a small portion of what I can use now beca use of

4 this -- the property value is gone.

5          I mean, it's a social thing where I tell p eople

6 if it was -- if my house was somewhere else -- my

7 daughters are getting to the point right now where they

8 can get married.  They both graduated from college and

9 this and that.  You know, having your house paid fo r

10 is -- one of the things that most people at this ti me

11 will borrow money to pay for a wedding, borrow mone y to

12 maybe give them money to buy a house themselves.

13          I would have liked to have had them near m e.  I

14 don't want them to buy property next to me, you kno w.  I

15 can't in good conscious tell anybody to go out and buy

16 property in Hinkley right now.  And this agenda -- part

17 of it -- the way it impacts people and the issues t hat I

18 have, that's my personal issue.

19          But I know people that bought property out

20 there.  And the agenda and criteria that they set - -

21 let's say you have property.  I know people that ha ve

22 property out there and the property -- they can't d o

23 anything with it.  They can't get a loan, you know.   They

24 can't build anything on it.  But at the same time, since

25 they don't have a well or a residence on that, thei r
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1 property is paid for, they can't sell it to anybody

2 either.  Their hands are tied.  They're locked up.

3          So, you know, the agendas and the criteria s that

4 are set sometimes aren't for the community.  I agre e to

5 this whole house water system as a short-term solut ion.

6 But I haven't heard anything for the long range lik e the

7 water system.

8          And when they brought it up -- and it was one of

9 the things that I've been shouting about for about a year

10 and a half.  But it was neglected and taken off the

11 table -- not by us, but by them -- because it wasn' t

12 feasible.  Well, it wasn't feasible because of the plume.

13 Well, they're only dealing with this small area in a

14 mile.

15          When I think of the community of Hinkley, I

16 think of the whole zip code.  You know, this is -- it's

17 like you hear Beverly Hills, you think of, you know ,

18 Hollywood and all the stars.  You think of San Dieg o, you

19 think nice climate.  Someone says Hinkley -- whoa.  Step

20 back.  It's contaminated water, we don't want nothi ng to

21 do with it.

22          But PG&E has only been -- like I said, the  data

23 that they have, they have nothing from 1950 up to a

24 certain point.  I agree that everything that they'v e been

25 doing from like 2005, 2007 is really well.  They ha ve
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1 thrown a lot of money at this.  But I think if they  would

2 have thrown the money at a water system, it would h ave

3 helped the community as a whole a lot better.  You know,

4 it would have saved our community.

5          And I'll get up and I'll speak for a lot o f

6 people in a lot of different ways, but these are th e kind

7 of issues.  And we as the community really don't ha ve a

8 way to enforce anything.  And that's one of the thi ngs

9 that -- I would like that three-day to go back and be

10 reinstated.  I think that's very important.  They n eed to

11 be responsible for what they caused for however lon g it

12 takes.

13          You know, but we have to have that.  If yo u want

14 something to grow, you have to start with the prope r

15 foundation.  And the proper foundation to me seems that

16 you have to disconnect everybody, but the -- the th ing

17 about the filtration systems -- no one really knows  how

18 much they cost.  And if this five-year term comes a long,

19 then they can, you know -- they can -- we don't kno w

20 what's going to happen exactly after five years.

21          And I thank you for listening and I apprec iate

22 it.

23     MS. KAPAHI:  Thank you.

24          Penny Harper followed by John Coffey.

25     MS. HARPER:  Good evening, Water Board.  I hope  you
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1 enjoyed your trip here to the Barstow area.  I'm Pe nny

2 Harper, P-e-n-n-y  H-a-r-p-e-r.  I'm a Hinkley resi dent

3 and former Citizens Advisory Committee member.

4          I'm speaking for my neighbors north of Hin kley.

5 We live five miles north of the Hinkley School.  On e

6 neighbor on Friend Street told me Monday, September  10th

7 that PG&E sampled the well water in July.  He got t he

8 results:  4.1 parts per billion.  And he said that his

9 neighbors living on Sunset Road had their water tes ted by

10 PG&E and the results were all 3.8 parts per billion .

11 These streets are northwest of the current plume bo undary

12 as delineated by PG&E on their maps.

13          If PG&E adheres to the Water Board order o f

14 July 25th of this year to consider domestic well sa mpling

15 results, the plume boundary at the north end should  be

16 extended immediately.  This will give these residen ts the

17 option to apply for whole house water replacement, deeper

18 wells or have PG&E buy their property.

19          Also, shouldn't the USGS be involved in th is

20 chromium 6 issue?  Could PG&E set up an escrow acco unt to

21 pay for their services?

22          I think this also -- while I have your att ention

23 since you -- the Water Board formed the Citizen's

24 Advisory Committee, I would like to mention that I think

25 that the CAC should be chaired by one Hinkley citiz en.
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1 If the citizens of Hinkley are to advise PG&E, it s eems

2 like a conflict of interest to have a PG&E co-chair .

3 PG&E, of course, should have a representative on th e

4 committee and currently that is PG&E engineer Kevin

5 Sullivan and he's doing a good job.

6          Back to the EIR:  I ask the board to pleas e pass

7 the EIR as soon as possible so PG&E can go ahead wi th the

8 full remediation methods to remove the chromium 6 f rom

9 the Hinkley groundwater.  The negative impact on th e

10 health of Hinkley residents has gone on too long an d the

11 plume is moving north at a rate of five -- two feet  a day

12 as we speak.

13          Thank you.

14     MS. KAPAHI:  Thank you.

15          Mr. Coffey followed by Roy Haefele.  I may  have

16 said that wrong and I apologize.

17     MR. COFFEY:  Good evening board -- good evening ,

18 board members.  My name is John Coffey and I'm sure  some

19 of you are not happy to see me here again.

20          I need to make some disclosures about my

21 appearance tonight.  I'm a member of HealthHinkley. org,

22 but I am not here representing them.  I've also

23 represented the Defenders of Wildlife in a number o f

24 hearings here and other places on other projects, b ut I

25 am not representing Defenders of Wildlife tonight.  I'm
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1 also the endorsed democratic candidate for the 33rd

2 Assembly District, but I'm not here in that capacit y

3 tonight.  The opinions that I express are based on public

4 records, my own research and I am solely responsibl e for

5 their content.

6          I would like to go back in time for just a  few

7 years when the remediation plan was adopted.  It wa s an

8 ill-advised plan.  And the board was informed forma lly

9 with an appeal of what the problems were with the

10 remediation plan of how injecting this massive quan tity

11 of fluid into an aquifer was going to cause more tr ouble

12 than it could ever solve.

13          An aquifer is an active, living thing.  Th e

14 water comes from the north and from the west and it  flows

15 through the rocks and it moves south and east.  It is an

16 active thing.  There are dynamics.  There are

17 electrolysis, there are pH values.  There's a lot o f

18 energy involved in an aquifer.  And you just can't stick

19 a hose in it like a hot air balloon or an helium ba lloon

20 and expect bad things not to happen.  And you didn' t do

21 your due diligence on the plan that was proposed by  PG&E

22 even though you were advised.

23          Now, procedurally after a good deal of tim e, the

24 appeal was withdrawn but for reasons that had nothi ng to

25 do with the merits of the appeal or the science tha t the
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1 appeal involved.  Therefore, the board and, by infe rence,

2 the State of California is in pari delicto with Pac ific

3 Gas & Electric for a new release of not only chromi um 6

4 but arsenic, manganese and uranium.

5          I will leave that to the legal system to s ort

6 out and it will be sorted out.  But under the

7 circumstances, since you have through neglect or lo bbying

8 or whatever reason you did not take seriously to fo rm an

9 appeal, you are in pari delicto and therefore you m ust

10 recuse yourself from any further consideration beca use

11 you're just as guilty and Pacific Gas & Electric fo r what

12 has happened now.

13          There is no shortage of agencies that woul d be

14 happy to step in and finish this appropriately.

15 Environmental Protection Agency comes to mind right  away.

16 They're really good at this and they don't have the

17 problems dealing with Pacific Gas & Electric that t he

18 State of California by the evidence I've seen seems  to

19 have.

20          If you are unable or unwilling to recuse

21 yourself or ask a court to relieve you of your

22 responsibilities in this matter, then it is my inte ntion

23 to introduce into the assembly or cause to be intro duced

24 into the assembly to require this recusal.

25          Now, deeper wells.  To drill a hole in the
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1 ground, to go from the upper aquifer into the lower

2 aquifer expecting to get better water -- well, all you're

3 going to have is seepage and transfer of water from  the

4 upper aquifer into the lower aquifer and so you're going

5 to have a bigger mess.  So the deeper wells will on ly

6 exacerbate the current problem.

7          Now, we have all this arsenic and uranium

8 floating around now.  That's a federal issue.  You start

9 talking about neutron sourced radiation and here co me the

10 feds sooner or later.  Hopefully sooner.  And this must

11 be remediated along with all the other problems tha t have

12 been caused by this ill-advised remediation effort.

13          Now, PG&E caused the property values to go  below

14 zero.  They should be compensating homeowners at th e

15 point in time before the problems became public kno wledge

16 and the banks started redlining the whole community .

17          PG&E also purchases the water rights.  Eve ry

18 person here who has a home in Hinkley has the right  to

19 ten acre-feet of water on their property.  That wat er has

20 a value.  I would propose that that value is probab ly

21 $20,000 per acre feet.

22          PG&E is going to be the largest single wat er

23 owner -- water right owner in the western Mojave.  Are

24 they going to take a loss?  No.  They're going to

25 remediate the water for about $400 an acre-foot acc ording



800-231-2682
Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.

51

1 to the proposal that I've seen.  So they're not goi ng to

2 lose any money compensating homeowners for the lost  water

3 rights that the homeowners are giving up.

4          These whole house systems that are propose d --

5 at best they can do two acre-feet a year which mean s that

6 the homeowners do not get the benefit of the full t en

7 acre-feet if they wanted to use it.  So these water

8 rights must be adjudicated separately.

9          If PG&E wants to buy the house and the lan d,

10 fine.  But the homeowners should be entitled to kee p the

11 water rights because some day that water is going t o be

12 worth money even if PG&E doesn't want to pay them w hat

13 it's worth now.  $20,000 is a figure I got out of L as

14 Vegas.

15          And, of course, when we're looking at the

16 endangered species eradication plan, these things a lways

17 turn into the tortoise loses again, the kangaroo ra t

18 loses again, the French toad lizard loses again.  A nd the

19 lost ratio for relocating a tortoise from some plac e he's

20 been living for 250,000 years is about 90 percent b y the

21 federal plans that have -- they have attempted to

22 implement these plans.  And in the first year there 's a

23 90 percent loss.  That's not relocation.  That's

24 eradication.

25          And that's exactly what developers want.  They
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1 don't want to have to deal with the endangered spec ies.

2 They want them all gone so that they don't have to do

3 this.

4          So in conclusion, it's time for the EPA to  step

5 in and deal with these problem quickly and appropri ately.

6          (In Spanish)

7     MR. COFFEY:  Thank you very much.

8     MS. KAPAHI:  Next I have Ray Haefele followed b y

9 Bobby Morris.

10     MR. HAEFELE:  Hi.  My name is Ron Haefele, R-o- n

11 H-a-e-f-e-l-e.  I am from the Hinkley Uranium

12 Contamination Fan Club.  I'm not going to take too much

13 of your time.  I'm just going to read a brief state ment.

14          I would like to address the widespread ura nium

15 and radio nuclei contamination of Hinkley's groundw ater.

16 I do find it encouraging that the Lahontan Regional  Water

17 Quality Control Board has recently brought --

18     THE REPORTER:  Sir, a little slower please.

19     MR. HAEFELE:  Okay.

20     THE REPORTER:  Thank you.

21     MR. HAEFELE:  -- has recently brought the prese nce of

22 uranium in Hinkley water at levels that far exceed

23 current USEPA maximum contaminant levels into the p ublic

24 arena.  It is troubling, however, that the board cl aims

25 this situation was discovered only recently and the y have
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1 very limited data as to its extent when, in fact, t hey

2 have had knowledge of this existence for almost 20 years.

3          I would like to read a quote from an artic le

4 that appeared on the -- page 1, July 30th, 1993, De sert

5 Dispatch and it was titled "High levels of uranium found

6 in Hinkley well."

7          "Hisam Baqai, supervising engineer for the

8 Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board said he was

9 not aware of the find."  1993, people.

10          I had many subsequent conversations with

11 Mr. Baqai after this story went public informing hi m of

12 the progress of the area-wide testing that the disc overy

13 of the uranium prompted the Mojave Water Agency to

14 undertake.  The results of that testing -- which

15 Mr. Baqai was keenly aware of -- conducted in Augus t 1993

16 showed varying unsafe levels of uranium present in

17 groundwater throughout the Hinkley valley.  There w ere

18 also measurable levels of beta radio nuclei activit y

19 detected in every well tested.  Beta activity is on ly

20 present when the source of radioactivity has been

21 created, altered or enhanced by man's activities.

22          The simple bottom line is this is not natu ral.

23 There's a point of origin.  There's a party who cre ated

24 it and they must be held accountable just as PG&E i s

25 being made held accountable for chromium 6.  It's n ot my
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1 intention to impede or diminish the necessity of th e

2 (inaudible) chromium mitigation.  It's been way too  long

3 and coming.  But in reality, won't it be an exercis e of

4 futility to focus on it if we know there are other

5 contaminants out there that are dangerous to others ?

6          This cleanup plan needs to be expanded to

7 encompass all contaminants that are present.  And t he

8 final Environmental Impact Report must be modified to be

9 very clear on that.

10          Let me conclude with a blunt assessment.  I

11 believe that the Lahontan Regional Water Quality Co ntrol

12 Board knows much more about the radioactivity issue  in

13 Hinkley, California than you're letting on.  And I' m

14 serving notice that I am going to take every opport unity

15 to use the information I've obtained in the last 20  years

16 and anyone who will listen to me, I'm going to stat e my

17 case.  You are part of a cover-up and it's gone on far

18 enough.

19          You know, the gentleman before me was talk ing

20 about the endangered species.  The endangered speci es we

21 need to be worried about are the people of Hinkley,

22 California.  You may find this -- my biggest hope a fter

23 making such an accusation is that you can prove me wrong.

24 It really is.

25          And anyone interested in learning more abo ut the
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1 Hinkley uranium groundwater contamination can go on

2 Facebook to the Hinkley Uranium Contamination Fan C lub

3 under groups.  Thank you.

4     MS. KAPAHI:  Sorry.  Bobby Morris and then I wo uld

5 like to ask the board --

6          We're about halfway through the comments.  Would

7 you like to take a five-minute break or are you goo d to

8 continue?

9     MR. JARDINE:  No break.

10     MS. KAPAHI:  Thank you.

11     MR. MORRIS:  Hello.  My name is Bob Morris.  I' ve

12 lived in Hinkley since 1960.  Morris is M-o-r-r-i-s .

13          My only concern tonight is that not all th e

14 wells in Hinkley are being tested.  Anybody that's in the

15 Hinkley area should have their well tested.  PG&E s hould

16 have a part in that.

17          And this is what I was going to ask you to  do is

18 to have every well tested.  Then you can have a rea l

19 plume instead of a line on the map and we're not go ing to

20 go a mile from here and that kind of stuff.  Give u p on

21 the bull on this and go ahead and test them all.

22          Thank you.

23     MS. KAPAHI:  Roberta Walker followed by Dan

24 Hendrickson.

25     MS. WALKER:  Hello.  My name is Roberta Walker.   I've
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1 lived in Hinkley for over 35 years.

2          Myself and many people in the community ha ve

3 concerns about the CAC, Community Advisory Committe e.  We

4 are very intimidated by the way PG&E directs the co urse

5 of every meeting.  Direct questions are never reall y

6 answered and the people are intimidated to speak th eir

7 concerns because of PG&E's presence.

8          And why is there a PG&E employee on the CA C?

9 Why isn't there an independent facilitator on the C AC

10 when we asked for one?  Also, PG&E are not allowing  us to

11 receive our ion (phonetic) exchange unit if we inte nd to

12 discuss ion with them even though it is under order  by

13 you.

14          Thank you.

15     MS. KAPAHI:  Mr. Hendrickson followed by Peter Lloyd.

16     MR. HENDRICKSON:  Good evening, members of the board,

17 citizens of Hinkley.  I'm Dan Hendrickson.  I'm an energy

18 and systems engineer.  The reason we have -- and my

19 associate Peter Lloyd.  The reason we have an inter est in

20 Hinkley's predicament is that we have a technology that

21 we represent which was rejected in the draft EIR be cause

22 of its potential cost.

23          We've run some numbers on that and we have  a

24 report that is going to be given to you concerning that.

25 There's not been enough time for me to give a
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1 presentation we had hoped to give, but the bottom l ine is

2 this:  The technology is electrocoagulation.  It is

3 superior to chemical coagulation and was chosen as one of

4 the options in alternative 4-C-5.

5          And in other cases, electrocoagulation has  been

6 used to displace chemical coagulation because it is  much

7 less demanding on the environment.  And in this

8 particular case, the treatment times would range fr om

9 about 40 seconds for 10 parts per billion up to abo ut two

10 and a half minutes for 3,500 parts per billion.

11          The difference between this chemical coagu lation

12 is that the solids that come out are converted to a

13 chromium oxide which is essentially chromium ore.  And

14 they will not go back in solution except if it's in  an

15 acid.  The bottom line is the solids can go back on  the

16 ground.  They don't need to go -- they don't need t o go

17 through a clarifier, they don't need to be hauled a way to

18 a landfill.  And in many cases, these solids for me tals

19 and other contaminants have been used for ground

20 covering.

21          So what this means is that your treatment is

22 quite quick.  The 600-gallon-per-minute system fits  into

23 a 40-foot container.  The numbers that we came up w ith --

24 we're going to -- 3.1 parts per billion are on the order

25 of 3 -- pardon me -- 2 and a half -- 2.2 years for the
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1 most concentrated plume and for the secondary plume  that

2 is between 10 and 50 parts per billion.  It would b e 1.4

3 years.

4          What this would allow you to do is pull wa ter

5 out of the aquifer and put it back into the --

6 essentially the same part of the aquifer.  It would  not

7 change your mass balance on the water.  It would no t give

8 you a lot of problems in transporting it when you c lean

9 up the upper most concentrated plume.  That clean w ater

10 can be used in lieu of fresh well water and I think  that

11 your solution could be done quite rapidly compared to the

12 other alternatives.

13          If there's any questions or anyone that wa nts to

14 talk about this, I'll be available after the meetin g.

15 Thank you very much.

16          Oh, one other thing is that electrocoagula tion

17 also removes uranium and nucleis changes the uraniu m to

18 uranium oxide.  It takes out all of the material th at is

19 contaminating the aquifer underneath the desert dai ry and

20 so it's a general purpose cleanup system for aboveg round

21 treatment.

22          Thank you.

23     MS. KAPAHI:  Thank you.

24          Peter Lloyd followed by Aquilla Halstead.

25     MR. LLOYD:  My name is Peter Lloyd, L-l-o-y-d.
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1          And just following on from Dan Hendrickson , we

2 work together on the electric coagulation.  I just want

3 to point out a very strong point about what Dan is saying

4 is that the environmental impact of electrocoagulat ion is

5 very small.  It's -- like he said, it's in a 40-foo t

6 container.  You bring the water in, it goes straigh t

7 through the electrodes and then out.  And then it

8 converts whatever -- chromium, magnesium, uranium a nd

9 heavy metals into an oxide which settles out.  It b ecomes

10 a solid and therefore, it becomes benign as far as

11 toxicity is concerned.

12          It's a very easy system to implement.  We do

13 have a 10-gallon-per-minute system that could be do ne as

14 a testbed to see -- to -- in order to investigate i f what

15 I'm saying is true.  And that could be implemented very

16 quickly for the citizens of Hinkley to see the resu lts of

17 that.

18          The main issue about this thing is that it 's

19 just electrifying the chromium, just taking it out and

20 then letting the oxygen bind to that chromium and l etting

21 it settle out.

22          So anyway, I brought this up and here is t he

23 report that we have.  It has an executive summary a nd I

24 would like to present it to the board.  Thank you v ery

25 much.
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1     MS. KAPAHI:  Thank you.  You have to give that to

2 Sue.

3          Aquilla Halstead followed by Betsy Shirkey .

4     MS. HALSTEAD:  A-q-u-i-l-l-a  H-a-l-s-t-e-a-d.

5          My name is Aquilla Halstead and my family and I

6 live on Halstead Road, my husband's family home.  H e's

7 homesteaded out there for 100 years or so.  And we

8 privately had our well tested which came back 2.3.  We're

9 seven-tenths of a mile from the plume and we can't get

10 PG&E to come out and test our well because -- well,  maybe

11 by the second quarter.

12          By then, everything that is available to t he

13 people that are in the plume will not be available to us.

14 I don't think that's fair.  I think something needs  to be

15 done.  I think there needs to be a wider broadband for

16 like --

17          Well, everything that I wanted to say ever ybody

18 else has already said.  Testing for everybody.  But  as a

19 Hinkley resident, I urge the Water Board to approve  the

20 EIR so that full chromium 6 remedies can be put int o

21 action.

22          We had a meeting today, a group of us with

23 Ian -- with Ian Webster and -- you know, for about an

24 hour and a half.  And we would like the EIR passed.   And

25 from what I understand, it's because the tortoises are
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1 endangered, you know.  So we're having value put on  the

2 tortoises, but we're not having value put on our li ves

3 here in Hinkley?  You know, come on.  We want to su rvive

4 and live too just like the tortoises.

5          Thank you very much.

6     MS. KAPAHI:  Betsy followed by Daron Banks.

7     MS. SHIRKEY:  I usually can speak without one.

8          Good evening.  My name is Betsy -- that's

9 B-e-t-s-y Shirkey, S-h-i-r-k-e-y.

10          My husband and I own the property at 38949

11 Mountain View Road just on the corner of Sonoma and

12 Mountain View.  We have a 60-acre parcel, 10,000

13 pistachio trees, two houses, four wells -- da, da, da.

14          We purchased this property by choice in 19 90.

15 We could have lived anywhere we wanted to.  We had the

16 financial wherewithal to live anywhere we wanted.  And we

17 chose Hinkley for the lifestyle, for the school, fo r the

18 warm summer nights, for the clear skies, for the la ck of

19 noise.

20          60 fenced acres.  And my friends would say  what

21 do you do with 60 fenced acres?  Well, we shut the gate

22 because we enjoy our privacy.  We had four of our

23 children attend Hinkley School.  It was a wonderful

24 school.  It was an award winning state school.

25          I'm not -- I've read a little bit of the
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1 documentation.  I'm not a scientist nor am I a heal thcare

2 professional.  I am a wife, a mother, a grandmother , an

3 experienced real estate professional -- and I know that

4 the community of Hinkley has been destroyed.  This has

5 been destroyed by the inactions and actions of PG&E .  And

6 to think that after 60 years of polluting the commu nity,

7 they're all of a sudden going to fix it quickly and

8 without harm.  It's just ludicrous.  17 years ago t hey

9 were supposedly brought to their knees and not -- a nd

10 instead of the plume being contained, it has spread .

11          I am concerned with the quality of the wat er as

12 we all are, but I'm concerned with the effects of t he

13 remediation.  I'm -- I was trusting.  I was told oh ,

14 you're in a great place, your water is never going to be

15 affected.  It flows from the north through the sout h

16 through your property and you're getting your water  from

17 the Tehachapis and nothing will ever go wrong with your

18 water.

19          And then out of nowhere, we're in the plum e.

20 We're right in the middle of the plume.  And I -- h ey,

21 I'm a Republican.  I like corporations.  You know, I'm a

22 free enterprise kind of person.  And now I am broug ht to

23 being afraid.

24          And, of course, then you read in the Inter net,

25 you know, there's nothing wrong with anything excep t for
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1 what those hysterical California people think.  So maybe

2 if we were in the Midwest, people would pay attenti on to

3 what is going on.

4          So I think -- I truly as a real estate

5 professional think that our community will not surv ive

6 this.  We've been -- there's been an order that thi s be

7 fixed for 17 years.  It hasn't been fixed.

8          Unless we go with the suggestion that the two

9 gentlemen made where we can have a quick resolution  to

10 this, I can see that not in my lifetime will this

11 community be the same.  I think our legacy to Hinkl ey

12 should be that of fixing the problem with the least

13 damage to the environment.  I think that would be 4 -C-5

14 maybe with those guys doing their electrical magic to the

15 water before it goes back in.

16          I -- I didn't know about you.  So I have a

17 question for Ian.  And that is at what year does th e

18 sweet point hit that you had discussed?

19          And I'm sorry like John Turner that I didn 't pay

20 attention sooner.  I would have been active in the

21 Community Advisory Committee.  And I thank you for your

22 time.

23     MS. KAPAHI:  Thank you.

24          Before you begin, Daron, you are my last c ard.

25          Mr. Turner, you filled out a card but you spoke
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1 during the public comment period.  So unless you ha ve

2 anything else -- you do?  Okay.

3          Are there any other folks out there that w ish a

4 yellow card?  We'll get one to you.

5          Go ahead.

6     MR. BANKS:  Mr. Chair, thank you.  My name is D aron

7 Banks, D-a-r-o-n  B-a-n-k-s.

8          Before I read my statement, I wanted to ta lk a

9 little bit about the EIR.  I like the fact that it' s --

10 as Ian stated -- a living, breathing document, that  it

11 can be changed as it goes along because the fact th at

12 remains is that we have no idea where the plume is.   We

13 have no idea.  So we do know -- or at least accordi ng to

14 Project Navigator that told me that, you know, acco rding

15 to PG&E's research that the plume was moved up to l ike --

16 what is it -- three miles per day -- no, three feet  per

17 day.  I'm sorry.  And so 50 years, three feet per d ay --

18 who knows.

19          The board is really -- I know that they tr ied

20 to -- to order PG&E, but PG&E always seems to have one

21 step up on you.  Three days is a perfect example.  With

22 that order -- or we would have had the ability to

23 determine what is PG&E's and what is not.  And ther e is

24 technology done by the USGS and Mr. Izbicki and his

25 colleagues that can determine whether or not the ch romium
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1 6 is PG&E's or if it's natural.  It's appropriate t hat

2 that be determined.

3          How can you start a remediation or a clean up

4 when you have no idea of the extent of the cleanup?   So I

5 understand that the EIR needs to go through, but we  still

6 have to find out where our mess is before we can st art

7 the cleanup.  So that should be our number one prio rity.

8          And then, you know, their injections and t hings

9 that they're doing -- we have no baseline.  I don't  want

10 PG&E to come back ten years from now and all of a s udden

11 we have exploded arsenic or manganese or uranium an d them

12 be able to say "There's no proof that that's ours" just

13 as they stated 50 years ago or whatever.  "That's n ot

14 ours."  That's what they'll do if you allow them to  do

15 it.

16          So we need to get a baseline and we need s omeone

17 other than PG&E to determine that baseline.  We nee d to

18 find out -- we know that their in-situ process incr eases

19 the manganese by the well testing of 99,000 parts p er

20 billion from near their in-situ sites.  So, you kno w,

21 whatever they're doing to us, they're putting us in  a

22 petri dish and they're using us as test subjects an d it's

23 under the oversight of you people.  So please, we n eed

24 somebody with experience that can come in and at th e very

25 least oversee what's going on.
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1          The CAC has become something completely op posite

2 of what this board's original intentions were.  Wit h that

3 said, my first request is can this board publically  ask

4 Project Navigator what PG&E is paying them for thei r

5 three-month contract and who do they negotiate the

6 contract details with?  Is it PG&E?

7          Second, can this board publically ask one of the

8 CAC members -- preferably not a co-chair member -- if

9 PG&E has come uninvited to their non-public meeting s?

10          Third, the board -- and specifically,

11 Dr. Horne -- asked Project Navigator -- needs to as k

12 Project Navigator why when they were clearly told b y

13 Dr. Horne to provide an independent facilitator for  the

14 CAC meetings, why has that not happened?

15          Due to clear PG&E influence and intimidati on,

16 the CAC has become another vehicle for PG&E to inje ct

17 their -- their will onto the community of Hinkley.  So I

18 would like to ask at this time that the Water Board  staff

19 can come once a month to facilitate our community

20 advisory meetings without PG&E as board members or

21 facilitators.  PG&E can be present to answer questi ons,

22 but have no authority or influence over the CAC or

23 Project Navigator which was the intended purpose of  the

24 CAC.

25          All issues before the CAC should be public



800-231-2682
Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.

67

1 knowledge and the board should oversee the process.   I

2 know that you can't oversee the process of the cont ract,

3 but the CAC members are supposed to determine the - - the

4 issues of the contract -- or at this time, Project

5 Navigator's hands are tied to PG&E's belief on what  their

6 job is.  Simple things like they're not permitted t o do

7 independent testing.  PG&E doesn't allow that.  If there

8 are -- our expert advisor -- and they're not able t o

9 reaffirm or decide what is fact or fiction because every

10 data that they use is what PG&E chooses to give the m.

11 It's askewed as anything else that they've done.

12          Also, their contract -- they gave them ano ther

13 three-month contract.  He worked a time period with out

14 contract, was compensated for that and then signed

15 another three-month contract.  On a contract that w ent

16 three months, Project Navigator, I believe, can't d o

17 their job properly and independent without possible

18 influence from PG&E.  They can't do their job corre ctly.

19 So their -- their contract needs to be a year which  was

20 the insinuation of what it was supposed to be after  the

21 first three months.

22          My second issue according to Project Navig ator's

23 PG&E research shows that the plume, like I said, mo ves as

24 much as three feet per day.  At that rate over 50 y ears,

25 the actual plume boundary could be further than any one
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1 realized.  We know that the well tests as far as Ha rper

2 Lake have come in at 10 parts per billion.  It's ti me to

3 properly define the plume.  PG&E's baby-step progre ss

4 that they proposed in defining the plume is just to o

5 slow.  Thinking is just not -- it's just not big en ough.

6 They're not thinking big enough.  So you need to br ing in

7 someone else to define the plume.

8          Also, it's appropriate to order duplicate

9 samplings of well testing in order to verify result s.

10          It's okay for this board to ask for help.  For

11 several reasons like budget issues and lack of reso urces,

12 PG&E seems to be one step ahead of this board.  So I

13 request that you negotiate with PG&E to bring in US GS.  I

14 have talked to members of the USGS and they assure me

15 that they are prepared and are capable of accuratel y

16 defining the plume and can determine the chromium 6

17 origin.

18          They can also evaluate PG&E's cleanup to e nsure

19 that we're not having to deal with the bigger issue  with

20 all of your other stuff going on.  As it's explaine d to

21 me, they're pumping all this stuff and we're gettin g

22 oxygen-starved water that chemically can change the

23 makeup of the plume which can increase the uranium and

24 other issues.

25          And these are all problems brought on by P G&E.
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1 So please, act on these motions.  Don't wait.

2          Thank you very much.

3     MS. KAPAHI:  Thank you.

4          Sir, if I could have the three people who have

5 not spoken first go first and I'll let you have the  last

6 word.

7          Norm Diaz followed by Floyd Burns followed  by

8 Larry Griep.

9     MR. DIAZ:  Hello, board.  Norm Diaz, D-i-a-z.  I'm

10 sorry I'm late.  I was at the sports park working w ith

11 some soccer kids doing something a little bit funne r

12 (sic) than this.  So I know I missed a lot of the

13 information that was passed on, but could not pass up an

14 opportunity to listen.  I wasn't going to speak, bu t just

15 thought I had to say something really quickly.

16          Back in 2006, I came to this board in Adel anto.

17 Some of you board members were on the board at that

18 point.  Some are new.  And what I asked for back at  that

19 point was why isn't PG&E cleaning up this mess?  PG &E is

20 not a water cleanup company.  They are a for-profit

21 company that is -- their job is to make money for t heir

22 shareholders.  They don't clean up water.  That's n ot

23 what they do.

24          So I think that it's time, as I asked back  then,

25 to ask for PG&E to fit the bill.  They have the mon ey.
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1 And let's hire somebody else.  Let's quit yelling a t PG&E

2 about their lack of progress and their -- and how t hey're

3 doing things and how they're shuffling things and a ll the

4 conspiracy theories that go on.  Let's hire someone

5 completely independent.  Let's kick PG&E out of thi s

6 community and let's bring in someone that is a wate r

7 cleanup company that will do this job on PG&E's dim e and

8 do it the way the people want it done.

9          The other problem I have is that we're jus t

10 drawing lines.  The lines have changed throughout t hese

11 years.  There's always a line.  There's always goin g to

12 be somebody on the other side of that line.  I've w atched

13 this line being drawn.  And I'm outside my -- my fa mily

14 homestead was here in 1900 and we've been here six

15 generations.  I am on the outside line.  I want to stay

16 on the outside.  But there's always going to be no matter

17 where you draw that line, there's going to be someo ne

18 else that says "What about me?  What about me?"

19          And I think that -- I don't think -- I'm a fraid

20 the community is not going to survive.  I used to h ave

21 hope that the community was going to survive.  Talk ing

22 about 100 more houses being bought?  What's going t o be

23 left of us?  There's just nothing going to be left.   I'm

24 worried that we lost.

25          But I do think PG&E should be taken out of  this
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1 fight.  Let's hire somebody that does know how to c lean

2 up water because obviously there's people that spok en

3 here.  They can't get it done.  I've watched the PR  teams

4 come and go.  They're probably retired by now.

5          There's an interesting newsletter that PG& E puts

6 out called "PG&E Currents" and it's interesting to read

7 that newsletter and to listen to what PG&E's PR peo ple

8 come up here and talk about in Hinkley.  And then y ou

9 read about the spin back on how they speak to their

10 shareholders.  It's a completely different story an d

11 they're just trying to do this as cheaply as possib le and

12 I think they're doing a pretty good job.

13          So again, sorry I was late.  Sorry I misse d some

14 of the stuff.  I will read that EIR as much as I ca n.

15 But again, I'm an art student.  I don't know if I c an

16 read that thing, but I'll do the best I can.

17          Thank you very much for your time and than k you

18 for all your work and your staff and everyone else.   I

19 know this is a hard thing, but it's got to be done.

20          Thank you.

21     MR. BURNS:  My name is Floyd Burns, F-l-o-y-d

22 B-u-r-n-s.  I won't take up much of your time.  It' s

23 getting kind of late.

24          A few years -- a few months ago I was way over

25 in Central China about as far away from Hinkley as you
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1 can get.  And people over there know all about Hink ley.

2 This world (sic) is known around the world, not jus t here

3 in Barstow.  It's everywhere.  You got people --

4     THE REPORTER:  Sir, can you speak up a little?

5     THE WITNESS:  Okay.

6     THE REPORTER:  Thank you.

7     THE WITNESS:  If you mentioned Erin Brockovich,  then

8 they know all about Hinkley.  But anyway, this -- H inkley

9 will go down in history as a disaster.  PG&E has wr ecked

10 and killed -- the company has killed many, many peo ple.

11 Nobody was ever prosecuted for this.  If anybody ha s a

12 right to hate that company -- I do.  I won't go int o

13 that, but I do.  But I do not -- I don't hate the

14 company.  I kind of feel sorry for them.

15          The tragedy -- worst tragedy that ever hap pened

16 to the United States happened in West Virginia, 193 0.

17 Union Carbide built a three-mile tunnel called the Hawk's

18 Nest project.  They would not allow the miners to u se

19 water in their drilling because they had to make th at

20 22 feet a day.  They killed over 700 miners.  Nobod y was

21 ever prosecuted for that.

22          Later on, the same company went to India i n 1985

23 and they killed there 30,000 people.  1985.  Same

24 company.  Nobody was ever prosecuted.

25          The thing is that when you make decisions,  think
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1 of all the people -- think of the people who died h ere in

2 Hinkley, who moved away from Hinkley or died of can cer.

3 No one really knows what happened to them.  So thin k of

4 that.  Think of those people when you make your

5 decisions.

6          Thank you very much.

7     MS. KAPAHI:  Larry.

8     MR. GRIEP:  My name is Larry Griep, L-a-r-r-y

9 G-r-i-e-p.  I have a property at 36363 Livingston R oad in

10 Hinkley.

11          My concern is the Water Board, state and

12 local -- there's a great dereliction of duty for ye ars by

13 the people in these boards.  Now, they're paid for by the

14 people for the people.  The dereliction of the duty  by

15 the Water Board is -- are partly to blame for all o f

16 these tragedies that happened to the people in Hink ley.

17 You had un-lying ponds.  They went neglected for ye ars,

18 but nobody on the Water Board or anything was conce rned

19 about what was being dumped in the water by this

20 corporation.

21          My question is why?  What was the ties bet ween

22 PG&E and these Water Boards through all these years ?  And

23 then when you did have a tragedy, Erin Brockovich g ot --

24 they kind of stiffened their jaws a little bit thro ugh

25 that in the payments and stuff.  And then what happ ened?
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1 Still there was no testing.  So I believe there sho uld be

2 a complete analysis of this water in all areas that  are

3 concerned by the citizens of Hinkley.

4          This should be done by our local Water Boa rd.  I

5 mean, what the hell are you guys doing?  You're not

6 concerned with what the people are drinking?  What' s your

7 job?  What is your job for the people?  Why are you

8 getting paid and doing nothing?  Do you have no int erest

9 in what kind of water we're getting?  I'm asking yo u.  Do

10 you even care?  Evidently not, because this has bee n

11 going on a long time.

12          That's all I got to say.

13     MS. KAPAHI:  Mr. Turner.

14     MR. TURNER:  John Turner, J-o-h-n  T-u-r-n-e-r.

15          All right.  I just want to kind of top thi ngs

16 off.  I want to discuss a little bit about the EIR.   I'm

17 all for it.  I think it's great.  But what's going to

18 happen is that there's going to be large effects on  all

19 areas of Hinkley.

20          This does not say that hey, here is the pr oject

21 area, this is the place that's going to be affected .

22 It's almost guaranteed that somewhere outside that

23 project area is going to be affected.  And that nee ds to

24 be addressed to go back to hearing about the plume.   The

25 plume needs to be addressed.
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1          In this report, it is mentioned 30 times

2 "contaminated chromium."  Okay.  Contaminated chrom ium.

3 So ask yourself, your common sense.  I'm just a low  high

4 school graduate, don't know nothing, but I hear

5 "contaminated chromium."

6          However, we don't know what -- where it's at.

7 We don't know.  There's nobody saying this is the

8 contaminated chromium and this is natural.  They sa y oh,

9 we're going to get it down to background levels, wh ich in

10 this EIR report states that it's an open issue.

11          So looking at this EIR report and seeing t hat we

12 don't have a defined plume, it tells me that, again , PG&E

13 has an open book to do whatever they want to do and  call

14 it whatever they want to call it.  It needs to be

15 defined.  You've heard it.

16          And I want to say one final thing.  I've h eard

17 from four different CAC members tonight and I liked  what

18 I heard, but I never heard that from any CAC meetin g.

19 Why is that?

20          Thank you.

21     MS. KAPAHI:  Mr. Cheney?

22          If there's anybody else that would like to

23 speak, this is your opportunity.  Please raise your  hand

24 and we'll get you a card.

25          Go ahead, sir.



800-231-2682
Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.

76

1     MR. CHENEY:  Hello.  My name is David Cheney, s pelled

2 C-h-e-n-e-y.

3          I would like to thank the board for being here

4 tonight.  I know there's a lot of expertise and

5 collectively you guys have got a lot of experience,  a lot

6 of education.  But what we're seeing in Hinkley is the

7 job is not getting done.

8          There's a lot of points that have been mad e

9 tonight from a lot of people, good points.  One of the

10 best ones by Mr. Diaz about why is PG&E cleaning up  this

11 mess?  It's not their business.

12          This whole deal is known worldwide.  You g uys

13 have got the opportunity to go down in history as t he

14 people that helped out a town and put it back toget her or

15 the ones that stood back and let PG&E tear it apart .  So

16 I think that you have the tools to do your job and I

17 would really appreciate it like everybody else in h ere if

18 we saw it start to get done.

19          The people that live in Hinkley have been used

20 like the laboratory rats.  I don't appreciate someo ne

21 coming to my home and telling me I've got two weeks  to

22 tell them if I want to sell my home.  It's ludicrou s.  I

23 want clean water.  That's all I want.

24          Thank you.

25     MS. KAPAHI:  Thank you, sir.
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1          Lester White followed by Gary Halstead.

2     MR. WHITE:  My name is Lester White.  That's

3 L-e-s-t-e-r.  Last name is White like the color.

4          I've been on the Community Advisory Commit tee

5 for just a little over a year and I'm a co-chair on  the

6 board now.  And the community wants to have a Commu nity

7 Advisory Committee without PG&E on it and they also  want

8 a different facilitator and they want one appointed  by

9 you guys.  And I want you to know that if you guys choose

10 to use the CAC that's existing or you choose anothe r one,

11 I will volunteer all my time to it and I will give myself

12 to it because I want to see this problem fixed like

13 everybody else does.

14          And I came in here and I asked -- in the l ast

15 meeting I spoke to you guys about a human risk asse ssment

16 and I was told by you guys that the CAC would get t he

17 information on it and we never received it.  And

18 Ms. Horne said that the human risk assessment -- yo u guys

19 had a little bit on that and you would give it to u s and

20 we haven't received anything.

21          And I also said the community wanted to se e

22 cross-grade testing on laboratory animals to see --  as a

23 full toxic cocktail of all of the contaminants used  to be

24 put into an animal to see what happens to them and we

25 want to see it on video.  Because we have too many people
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1 dying of the same types of cancer and we have too m any

2 people dieing of massive coronaries.  And we want t o see

3 these test results on video.  We want to see what h appens

4 to these animals and we want to see if these animal s have

5 any type of effect as the people in Hinkley.

6          And we expect you guys to do this.  Becaus e if

7 you're not going to get the federal government in h ere --

8 we want the USGS in our community.  We want them.  We

9 don't want any more of this playing games with PG&E .  And

10 if you guys can't do this, what are we going to do then?

11 If you cannot help us do this, we'll take the law i nto

12 our own hands.  Because we will because we have too  many

13 people being lost.

14          And we just want you guys to grow some bal ls and

15 stick up to these people.  And stop being afraid of  them.

16 I will stand by you guys.  I'll follow you.  Just t ake

17 the lead.  I'll follow you and so will these other

18 people.  Just get out there and do it.

19          That's all I got to say.

20     MS. KAPAHI:  Gary Halstead followed by James Do dd.

21     MR. HALSTEAD:  Hi.  My name is Gary Halstead.

22 G-a-r-y  H-a-l-s-t-e-a-d.  My family has been here for

23 over 100 years.  We were one of the first settlers.   At

24 least every six months there's like a family member  dying

25 and it's sad.  At one time I was upset with you peo ple
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1 when my dad had died, you know, and didn't realize what

2 was going on.  And now it's been a problem.  It's b een a

3 major problem in my whole life.

4          We -- we found out about it.  We found out  we

5 had 2.3 chromium in our water which we never had be fore.

6 My friend in the back, Ron Haefele had tested it be fore

7 and now it's got -- he's got chromium in there now.   And

8 why?  It must be PG&E.  Who else would it be?

9          The thing is when we went to go get water,  they

10 refused us water.  Refused that we were in the plum e.  We

11 couldn't get nothing.  I had to complain, I had to

12 complain -- me and my brother and sister-in-law.  W e

13 finally have gotten bottled water.  For the last mo nth

14 we've had bottled water.  We have never had bottled  water

15 before this.

16          And they still say we're out of the plume

17 because now we're west.  If you look at the way the  water

18 runs, why do you think we have a dry lake called Ha rper

19 Lake?  It goes right smack by us.  Humongous readin gs out

20 in Harper Lake and stuff out in Lockhart and stuff is

21 because it's all running that way.  You know, the s ea

22 level is low and the water runs the other way.

23          You know, I just want to say that, you kno w,

24 like John Turner says, those that are out of the mi le

25 marker, why are you refusing people?  You guys -- l ike I
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1 said, in the last month I've finally gotten water.  My

2 health isn't great.  I got a lot of ailments and st uff.

3 But that's beside the point.

4          The point is I got my neighbors.  There's more

5 than just us living on there.  There's also two oth er

6 families that live on Halstead Road.  It used to be  all

7 agriculture, alfalfa fields.  It's no more.  No lon ger.

8 We got people that bought the property and they won 't

9 even build nothing because it's like they're locked .

10 They can't do nothing about it.

11          They asked us about it and we told them ab out

12 the water situation.  In the last couple years, we had

13 people buy next to us and somebody else buy propert y.

14 And what they got -- they got suckered into buying the

15 land and now they wish they never would have bought  the

16 land.  They got nothing to do.  That isn't fair.

17          That's all I got.

18     MS. KAPAHI:  My last card is Mr. Dodd.  If ther e's

19 anyone else that wishes to speak before the board, please

20 raise your hand and we'll get you a card.

21     MR. DODD:  I've only got a couple of comments, and

22 one is I would like to recognize Harold Singer bein g

23 here.  He was one of the first ones on this Water B oard

24 that wrote an order against PG&E and that was over in

25 Victorville.  I used to go to Victorville to the Wa ter



800-231-2682
Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.

81

1 Board meetings.  And like Lester said -- excuse the

2 term -- but somebody grow balls.  He did and he wro te the

3 first order.  And I just want him recognized.  He's  here.

4 He's on retirement, but he's here tonight.

5          And then about the well testing --

6          Daron, I agree with you.  Somebody should be

7 testing them.

8          I've hired an independent company to do mi ne

9 every time PG&E does it.  And when they've come bac k, I

10 haven't had any tests yet come back different.  Oka y?

11 I'm going to tell you that right up front.

12          And something that hasn't been brought to a lot

13 of people's attention are the dairies that are out here.

14 Okay.  The dairy over on Mountain View, Mountain Vi ew

15 Dairy -- we got people over there that are polluted ,

16 grossly polluted -- nitrates, sodium.  I mean, his well

17 is like a cesspool.  They're telling him that he mi ght

18 not be able to get a system to take care of it.  Wi fe

19 died two months ago of cancer.  He's a widower.  No thing

20 is being done.  I mean, I make phone calls, I'm try ing to

21 help him out.

22          I'm on the advisory board, the CAC committ ee.

23 People call my house all the time and I talk to the m.

24 And we're not looking at nitrates.  There was a dai ry on

25 Fairview and Community Boulevard they tore down rig ht
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1 across from the PG&E building.  What happened to al l

2 that?  You got the in-situ, but is it treating the

3 nitrates, sodium, the total dissolved solids?  Thes e are

4 things that are not being tested for.

5          As you heard tonight, the manganese, the

6 arsenic, uranium -- but there's three other things that

7 nobody has been talking about and there's Mountain View

8 Dairy, there's Fairview Dairy and there's this spre ad

9 that goes with the plume.  But nobody is addressing  these

10 issues either.

11          And I hope you guys take this to heart bec ause

12 there's a lot of people here tonight that came out to be

13 here more than there's been in the past.  And I wan t to

14 thank everybody for coming out.

15     MS. KAPAHI:  Is there anyone else that wishes t o

16 speak this evening?  I want to echo the sentiment t hat

17 was just given.  I do appreciate all of your time.  I

18 thank you all for coming this evening, spending a f ew

19 hours here to speak before the board.  It is a good

20 opportunity and our intent was to hear the communit y, to

21 hear what you had to say.

22          Board members, do you have anything else?  I'll

23 pass it back to you.

24     MR. JARDINE:  Thank you.  I do have to thank th e

25 entire community, all the folks who came here and s pent
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1 their time.

2          I would like to go back to my opening stat ement.

3 There's one sentence in there starting at the oral

4 comments.

5          During this workshop, these comments will be

6 responded to in writing and included in the final E IR.

7          So I wanted to restate that.

8          And then go on to item 4, Water Board dire ction

9 to staff; and, if any, including requests for addit ional

10 staff responses.

11          And I would first like to go to Mr. Sandel .

12          Do you have any comments?

13     MR. SANDEL:  There were a lot of questions rais ed

14 tonight.  And I think two of the -- two of the ones  that

15 concerned me the most were the fact that we seem to  have

16 been -- at least known about uranium 20 years ago.  The

17 Mojave Water Agency did.  And I wondered if you cou ld get

18 that information to us now to see what we learned a nd

19 what we apparently don't know today.  It may still be in

20 their records.  That's one thing.

21          The other thing is the involvement that --  the

22 USGS in this investigation.  And I know they've bee n

23 brought up before -- and I don't think I've heard a n

24 explanation as to why they aren't actually involved  yet

25 or if we plan to have them involved or does PG&E pl an to
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1 have them involved.  I would like to hear about tha t.

2     MS. HOLDEN:  Thank you.  Anne Holden with the

3 Lahontan Water Board.

4          And the question, I believe, is do we inte nd to

5 have the USGS involved in future studies to define the

6 chromium plume.

7          Yes.  That would be part of the new backgr ound

8 study that PG&E had proposed back in February of 20 12.

9 We -- Water Board staff have reviewed that.  I beli eve

10 Ian Webster of the CAC has reviewed that and we are

11 working on putting a proposal together to the State  Water

12 Board to involve the USGS -- if possible, Dr. Izbic ki and

13 one of his colleagues who is doing work on chromium

14 speciation as well as the peer reviewers that we ha d for

15 the 2007 background study and hope to prioritize th at for

16 this fall.

17     MR. SANDEL:  What about the uranium -- uranium

18 information from the Mojave Water Agency, perhaps?

19     MS. HOLDEN:  Yes.  We asked -- we requested tha t from

20 them or were about to request that from them and ho pe to

21 have that in time for the final EIR, whatever data they

22 may have collected in 1993 and any subsequent data.

23     MR. SANDEL:  Thanks.

24     MR. JARDINE:  Mr. Dyas.

25     MR. DYAS:  Yes.  Thank you.
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1          I heard at least two requests tonight for an

2 extension of the comment period for about 15 days.  And

3 personally, I have no objection to that.  I would l ike to

4 see that happen.

5          Also, I heard about the treatment process called

6 electrocoagulation and I -- if possible, I would li ke to

7 know why that treatment method was not considered i n the

8 EIR.

9     MS. HOLDEN:  So the August 2010 feasibility stu dy

10 that PG&E submitted to us looked at a whole range o f

11 technologies and electrocoagulation was one of them .  It

12 was not included -- so electrocoagulation would be used

13 as an element of an ex-situ, aboveground pump-and-

14 treatment system.  And the technology that's descri bed in

15 the EIR is chemical reduction and precipitation.  T hat

16 would be the way to treat the water that is coming out of

17 the treatment plan.

18          I think the EIR -- we can certainly consid er --

19 reconsider electrocoagulation based on the informat ion

20 from Mr. Lloyd and Mr. Hendrickson tonight.  And I think

21 the EIR is flexible enough that if this does turn o ut to

22 be a very promising technology that it can be rolle d into

23 one of the alternatives that uses the ex-situ treat ment.

24 We would need to look at that closely to make sure that

25 there's not any impacts that are associated with
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1 electrocoagulation that we haven't considered in th e EIR.

2 That would be the only caveat I have about that.

3          But we have gotten the information from

4 Mr. Lloyd and Mr. Hendrickson.  We've also given th at to

5 PG&E and we'll have a response in the final EIR.  A nd if

6 it turns out to be a promising technology, I think it can

7 be folded in.

8     MS. NIEMEYER:  Does Mr. Webster also have that same

9 information so he can take a look at it also, at th e

10 electrocoagulation?

11     MS. HOLDEN:  I will forward that to you.

12     MS. NIEMEYER:  Could you also describe -- you h ad

13 mentioned that there are some limiting use on the

14 electrocoagulation.

15     MS. HOLDEN:  Well, the issue is that with ex-si tu,

16 aboveground treatment, typically the time-limiting step

17 is not the treatment plant process; it's the extrac ting

18 the groundwater from the aquifer.  So I'm not -- we 'll

19 have to look to see if this, for some reason, can

20 overcome that limitation.  I'm not sure how, but

21 typically that's what makes aboveground treatment

22 alternatives go slower because of the problem with the

23 extraction.

24     MR. DYAS:  Thank you, Anne.

25     MR. JARDINE:  Mr. Pumphrey?
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1     MR. PUMPHREY:  I'm not sure that I have a micro phone

2 that works.  Maybe I just don't have any skills.  I t

3 should be on.  It is on.  Great.

4          I'm not sure that I have any questions, pe r se,

5 but I do have some concerns that I would like to vo ice.

6 I'm very concerned about this question of where is the

7 plume, where is it going.  And it's hard for me to come

8 back here month meeting after meeting after meeting  and

9 discover that that's an unknown quantity and discov er

10 that there doesn't seem to be any more certainty on  how

11 that's going to be known than there was before.  An d I'm

12 sorry, I just have a hard time with that concept.

13          I particularly have a -- I'm really moved by --

14 towards by what Mr. Webster said about the idea tha t this

15 has to be somehow or another flexible.  Because I d on't

16 want our project to create a box in which the clean up

17 plan gets trapped as the plume and the problem move

18 beyond the perimeters of the box or as technologies

19 emerge over this extensive period of time that migh t be

20 more effective.

21          And I understand the EIR is designed to av oid

22 that.  I just think that's a really, really importa nt

23 concern under all of these circumstances as is, I t hink,

24 the question of the extent and the independence of

25 testing that goes on, not only as part of preparing  the
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1 EIR, but as we go through the monitoring process th at I

2 know was discussed in the EIR itself.

3          My other concern is whether or not the pro ject

4 will result in the need for additional projects to

5 remediate substances which either are not there now  or

6 are not there in sufficient quantity to constitute a

7 hazard.  And I think that has to be looked at singl y as

8 to those substances, but also in combination with a ny

9 chromium 6 or other residuals.

10          So I would hope that the EIR, when it come s out,

11 would provide a maximum amount of assurance of one of two

12 things; either that's not going to happen or there' s

13 going to be an ability to respond to that extremely

14 quickly without having to go through a whole other

15 process which is similar to the one that we've gone

16 through.

17          Lastly, it's very frustrating to sit here and

18 know that -- and I will tell you that as we look at  this

19 EIR -- from my perspective, at least -- I'm really

20 looking at the members of this community to tell me  how

21 to strike the balance or how they would like to see  the

22 balance struck between this question of speed and t he

23 question of harmful -- potentially harmful impacts to the

24 Hinkley environment.

25          It's not a comfortable place to be -- to n ot be
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1 a Hinkley resident and think that I have to make th at

2 decision.  And I don't want to make it for you.  I want

3 to make it with you.  And I want to make it knowing  what

4 your feelings are.  So as this comment period unfol ds --

5 and I have no problem with the idea of an extension .  I

6 don't think that 15 days would lengthen the process

7 unduly of getting the option.  So I don't have any

8 problem with that, but we really need to see commen ts.

9          And I'm sorely disappointed to have people  come

10 and say that the Community Action Committee -- my f ondest

11 hope a year ago -- more than a year ago was that if  this

12 committee came into being, that it would come into being

13 in such a way that it could empower the community t o

14 speak with a more concentrated voice, with a more

15 coherent voice and with a voice that we as a board can

16 say "Yeah, this is the community talking to us.  Th is is

17 what they're trying to tell us.  We need to be awar e of

18 it and we need to think about it."

19          And I still don't see that.  I still don't  have

20 the sense that that's the message that I'm getting.

21 Whether or not -- I'm not going to pass judgment on

22 whether or not it's because it's how it's constitut ed or

23 whatever the reason is.  I just think it's a terrib le

24 shame that that's not the product that we had recei ved.

25          I know 75 days or 60 days or whatever it i s from
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1 this point forward is not a lot of time for a group  of

2 people to pull together and try to speak with a coh erent

3 voice.  I appreciate that.  I understand that fully .  But

4 I can tell you that it would be not just helpful, b ut it

5 would be vitally important to your own interests to  the

6 extent that you can find a way to do that.

7          If there's a way we can help -- and we wil l try

8 to do that.  I would hope we would try to do that.  I

9 can't make promises for the board and I won't make

10 promises for the board just as an individual person , but

11 I think that -- I can't tell you enough how importa nt I

12 think that's going to be towards our final determin ation

13 of how this unfolds down the road.

14     MR. JARDINE:  Thanks.

15          Dr. Horne?

16     DR. HORNE:  I would like to begin by saying tha t I

17 really appreciated something that Betsy Shirkey sai d,

18 except I would state it a little differently which is

19 that my -- my personal hope in this process is that  we

20 are able to fix the problem with the least damage t o the

21 people and the community of Hinkley.

22          There's something about how EIRs are writt en

23 where -- I mean, that's not -- that's implicit in t he

24 fact that we're taking on a project like that.  The  law

25 requires us to go through and evaluate the impacts to the
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1 environment.  But the reason for taking on the proj ect is

2 to -- to prevent more damage to the people and the

3 community of Hinkley.

4          I share a lot of the comments that Mr. Pum phrey

5 said.  I hear from the people of Hinkley, from all of you

6 who have spoken tonight a lot of frustration with t he

7 process.  And believe you may, I share your frustra tion.

8 It is very difficult to want to solve a problem and  to

9 hear month after month that the -- that as much as we try

10 to solve this problem, the problem still exists.

11          And I especially share Mr. Pumphrey's

12 frustration that what we hear from you is that the CAC

13 process is not working well and it's not working as  it

14 should.

15          And one of the -- underlying a lot of peop le's

16 comments here is a lack of trust in PG&E.  And give n that

17 one of the things I wanted you to think about in

18 reviewing the EIR is taking a look at the mitigatio n

19 measures.  Because the mitigation measures require a lot

20 of PG&E.

21          So what I want to know is do you trust PG& E to

22 follow through on those mitigation measures for how ever

23 long it takes?

24     THE AUDIENCE:  No.

25     DR. HORNE:  Well, you answered that.
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1          The graph that Mr. Webster showed with an

2 intersection of lines between environmental harm an d

3 speed of cleanup -- what is missing from his presen tation

4 of the line is that technical factors are not the o nly

5 things that go into where you set those lines.

6          A huge piece of what goes into how you dra w

7 those lines is what you, the people of the communit y, are

8 willing to accept in terms of how fast you want the  plume

9 cleaned up and what environmental impacts you're wi lling

10 to accept in the cleanup of that project.  We can't

11 rewrite the laws of physics and chemistry.

12          So what the EIR has done is try to put out  to

13 you information that tries to lay out different

14 alternatives and what the tradeoffs are with these

15 different alternatives.

16          So do you have any other ideas for other

17 alternatives for us to consider in the EIR?  Please  let

18 us know.  Because we want the full range of

19 alternatives -- of reasonable alternatives consider ed.

20          And I'm wondering if I could ask our execu tive

21 officer to address the questions of how we can defi ne the

22 plume better or getting a good definition of the pl ume

23 that the community trusts; and secondly, what can b e done

24 to improve the process with the Community Advisory

25 Committee?
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1     MS. KOUYOUMDJIAN:  Good evening, everyone.

2          To answer your questions, Dr. Horne and me mbers,

3 regarding defining the plume, we do have a draft or der

4 out there.  And I have received the comments from v arious

5 people on that.  And I really wanted to wait to hea r this

6 public discussion today because I do take to heart

7 everything you've said here.  And I'm going to circ le

8 back with our staff very shortly to make some decis ions

9 on that.  But I definitely want to hear from the

10 community because that is important to me and I kno w

11 important to the board and to our staff.  So I hope  we're

12 going to do something good on that soon for our

13 community.

14          Regarding the Community Advisory Committee , I've

15 worked with those -- many over my career for many s ites

16 up and down the state.  And I very much would like to

17 also let the community see if we can make that bett er.

18          The advisory committee in Hinkley is unlik e any

19 advisory committee I've worked with in the past.  S o I do

20 think there's some areas where we can be helpful.  And

21 I've talked to Gita Kapahi here who helped us facil itate

22 today who offers public participation for the state  board

23 in what has been done in other places in the state.

24          So I would like to commit to you that we'r e

25 going to regroup and figure out a way to help you i mprove
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1 that because I do think there's room for improvemen t.

2 Because if the Community Advisory Committee is not

3 speaking for the community, it's not working as int ended.

4 And I wrote some of the first laws in California so  it's

5 very near and dear to my heart to make sure you are

6 heard.  So I would like to work with that in the fu ture

7 and how we can go forward.  And I have some ideas o f how

8 to move forward, some things I did in the Kelman

9 investigation so I do think we can improve this.

10          I would also like to mention on health ris k

11 assessments -- I know that that was raised as well.   And

12 we did provide some information from OEHA on health  risks

13 of some of the chemicals that are there, but I thin k you

14 would like to know more about cancer, cancer cluste rs,

15 perhaps birth defects.  So I commit to you as well that I

16 would like to reach out to our colleagues at the

17 Department of Public Health to get some of their st udies

18 and maybe actually request them to step in here and  help

19 us.

20     MR. JARDINE:  Well, thank you.

21          I do indeed support Mr. Pumphrey and his

22 observations.  I think a 15-day extension would cer tainly

23 be helpful for the community.

24          And with the information just given by the

25 executive officer, I do indeed support all of those .  I
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1 do indeed support involvement of the U.S. Geologica l

2 Survey, USGS.  And we need a better definition of w here

3 that plume is so I'm in support of everything that was

4 said before this board by this board.

5          Further actions?

6          Counsel?

7     MS. NIEMEYER:  I was just going to remind every one

8 about our comment deadline in October --

9          Anne, go ahead.

10     MS. HOLDEN:  So do I -- are we extending the co mment

11 period 15 days?

12     MR. JARDINE:  Yes.

13     MS. HOLDEN:  Is that something we're doing?  Ok ay.

14 So I think that would make it to November 3rd which  is a

15 Saturday so we would roll that then to the 5th whic h is

16 the following Monday.

17     MR. JARDINE:  Yes.

18     MS. HOLDEN:  Okay.  Does everybody hear that?  You

19 have until November 5th.  All right.  And we'll get  that

20 revised information out on the website.

21     MR. JARDINE:  I have to thank everyone for givi ng

22 their input today.  I think it's very valuable to a ddress

23 this problem for the people that live there and the ir

24 prosperity.  Thank you.

25          And we stand adjourned.
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1          (Lahontan Water Board meeting adjourned 

2          at 9:36 p.m.)
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