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Chapter 1 1 

Introduction 2 

This document contains comments submitted by agencies, organizations and individuals concerning 3 
the August 2012 Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Comprehensive Groundwater 4 
Cleanup Strategy for Historical Chromium Discharges from Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E)’s Hinkley 5 
Compressor Station Project (the proposed project), responses to those comments, and appropriate 6 
revisions to the Draft EIR. The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region 7 
(Water Board), is the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) lead agency for this project. 8 

PG&E has implemented remediation activities to clean the groundwater impacted by historical 9 
chromium discharges from the Hinkley Compressor Station, pursuant to existing Water Board 10 
orders. In order to comprehensively contain and remediate the chromium plume, the Water Board 11 
has worked with PG&E to develop feasible remedial approaches. The Draft EIR evaluates at an equal 12 
level of detail six project alternatives, each with different types and combinations of remediation 13 
activities.  14 

The Draft EIR was made available to the public and regulatory agencies for review and comment 15 
during a 76-day comment period between August 21, 2012 and November 5, 2012. 16 

1.1 CEQA Requirements 17 

The Guidelines implementing CEQA require that written responses be prepared for all written 18 
comments received on a Draft EIR during the public review period. Per CEQA Guidelines Section 19 
15132, the Final EIR shall consist of: 20 

1. The Draft EIR or a revision of that draft. 21 

2. Comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIR either verbatim or in a summary. 22 

3. A list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIR.  23 

4. The response of the Lead Agency to significant environmental points raised in the review and 24 
consultation process. 25 

5. Any other information added by the Lead Agency. 26 

1.2 Final EIR Contents 27 

This Final EIR has been prepared in compliance with the CEQA Guidelines and includes the 28 
following. 29 

Volume I: Comments on the Draft EIR and Responses to Comments  30 

Chapter 1. Introduction 31 

Chapter 2. Comments Received on the Draft EIR 32 

Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 33 
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Volume II: Revised Draft Environmental Impact Report 1 

Executive Summary 2 

Chapter 1. Introduction 3 

Chapter 2. Project Description 4 

Chapter 3. Existing Conditions and Impacts 5 

Chapter 4. Other CEQA Analyses 6 

Chapter 5. References 7 

Chapter 6. List of Preparers 8 

Appendices 9 

A. Groundwater and Remediation Supporting Documentation 10 

B. Additional Data on Alternatives 11 

C. Biological Resources Report 12 

D. Air Quality and Climate Change Background Information 13 

E. Notice of Preparation and Scoping Comments 14 

1.3 Recirculation 15 

The CEQA Guidelines require a Draft EIR be recirculated for public review if significant new 16 
information is added to the EIR after the close of the public comment period on the Draft EIR but 17 
before certification of the Final EIR. Under the Guidelines, recirculation is required when new 18 
significant information identifies:  19 

• Significant new environmental impacts resulting from the project or from a new mitigation 20 
measure proposed to be implemented;  21 

• Substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact unless mitigation measures 22 
are adopted that reduce the impact to a level of insignificance;  23 

• Feasible project alternatives or mitigation measures, considerably different from others 24 
previously analyzed, that clearly would lessen the environmental impacts of the project but 25 
that the project’s proponents decline to adopt; or  26 

• The Draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in nature that 27 
meaningful public review and comment were precluded (Guidelines sec 15088.5[a]).  28 

Recirculation is not required where the new information clarifies, amplifies, or makes minor 29 
modifications to an adequate EIR (Guidelines sec 15088.5[b]).  30 

Information added to this EIR after the close of the Draft EIR public review period includes: 31 
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• Expanded plume area boundary and project study area boundary to include the latest 1 
(Fourth Quarter [Q4] 2012) monitoring well results, and consideration of potential impacts; 2 

• Additional analysis for the secondary impacts of water mitigation; 3 

• Additional information and analysis regarding remedial byproducts; and 4 

• Changes to mitigation in response to comments to clarify and expand mitigation intent or to 5 
clarify mitigation application in light of new information reviewed. 6 

The Water Board has determined that recirculation of the Draft EIR is not required because the new 7 
information and revisions provide clarification and amplification, and do not result in new or 8 
substantially more severe environmental impacts that have not already been discussed in the Draft 9 
EIR. The expanded plume area boundary and project study area do not change the nature of the 10 
activities evaluated in the EIR, so the expansion would not cause the project to result in any new or 11 
more harmful impacts than those already disclosed in the Draft EIR. Instead, the impacts would be 12 
“more of the same.” For this reason, the mitigation measures would apply equally well in the 13 
expanded area as in the areas already analyzed to minimize potentially significant environmental 14 
impacts. Further, recirculation is not required to provide additional notice because the Water Board 15 
already complied with CEQA’s notice requirements by publishing information about the proposed 16 
project in three local papers, on the Water Board’s webpage, and via an email notification service 17 
(Lyris list).  18 






