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INVESTIGATIVE ORDER NO. R6-2026-XXXX REQUIRING SUBMITTAL
OF A FEASIBILITY STUDY TO EVALUATE CLEANUP LEVELS FOR
HEXAVALENT CHROMIUM, PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY,
HINKLEY COMPRESSOR STATION, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY

This Investigative Order requires Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) to submit a
Feasibility Study that provides technical |nfonnabon to the Water Board to assist staff in
determining a revised cleanup level for ion in gt atthe
PG&E Hinkley Compressor Station. This order establishes requiremenls for PG&E to
prepare a feasibility study to inform cleanup goals and remedial approaches as required
under Cleanup and Abatement Order (CAO) No. R6V-2015-0068-A1. This requirement
is made pursuant to California Water Code section 13267 which allows the Lahontan
Regional Water Quality Control Board (Lahontan Water Board) to require technical or
monitoring program nepons from any person of this state who has discharged,

oris of di: ing waste that could
affect water quality. The report required by this Order is necessary to ensure that water
quality is protected and that cleanup achieves background water quality or the lowest
level of water quality feasible. As such, the burden, including costs of this report, bears
a reasonable relationship to the need for the report and the benefits to be obtained from
the report. PG&E owns and operates the Hinkley Compressor Station and is identified
as the discharger and responsible party in CAO No. R6V-2015-0068-A1.

Background

PG&E has been (Crvi)) in

groundwater associated with the Hinkley Compressor Station since 1992. In 2007,
PG&E a study to cleanup goals, measure cleanup

effectiveness, and monitor plume migration for the Site. The 2007 PG&E background
study found maximum background levels at the Site were 3.1 parts per billion (ppb)
Cr(V1) and 3.2 ppb total chromium (Cr{T]), which have been used as an interim cleanup
level to determine the effectiveness of cleanup actions, and to determine whether the
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First Quarter 2026 Plume Map




15t Quarter 202 6 Plume Map Update
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Key Take -Aways

PLUME IS GENERALLY STABLE AND

Hydraulic Capture continues at
Thompson Rd preventing Cr(VI)
migration towards the north from the
southern plume area

243 monitoring wells were sampled,
including:
27 domestic and other private wells

A Two domestic wells (225 and 2330) exceeded
3.1 ppb Cr(VI1) and/or 3.2 ppb Cr(T) but below the
Cr(VI) MCL.

2 lower aquifer wells

Changes from the4™ Quarter 2025 to the 15t
CONTINUES TO SHRINK IN MOST AREASQuarter 2026 plume outline include the
following:

North of Thompson Road, the 3.1/3.2 ppb chromium
contour was expanded north around MAADSS.

On the southwest side of the plume, near Community
Boulevard, the 3.1/3.2 ppb contour was contracted east
of MW231S.

On the south side of the plume, under the compressor
station, the 3.1/3.2 ppb contour was contacted north of
SAMW37S/D.

In the central area of the plume, near Fairview Road and
Highway 58, the 3.1/3.2 ppb contour was contracted near
multiple wells related to the In Situ Reactive Zone due to
declining concentrations trends in this area.



Comparison of Chromium Isoconcentration Contours in the Upper Aquifer 2
First Quarter 2016 (Baseline), Fourth Quarter 2025, and First Quarter 202 6

Baseline 1Q 2016
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Comparison of Chromium

15t Quarter 2025

Isoconcentration Contours in the Upper Aquifer:

to 4 th Quarter 2025
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Location of Selected Monitoring Wells near Thompson Road
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1/2DL)

Concentration (ug/L, ND

Chromium Trend Graphs for Selected Monitoring Wells near Thompson Road
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Location of Domestic Well 01 -01A and Selected Monitoring Wells
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Concentration (ug/L, ND

Chromium Trend Graphs for Domestic Well 01 -01A and Selected Monitoring Wells
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Location of Domestic Well 35 -41 and Selected Monitoring Wells
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Get from Lauren Brown

Chromium Trend Graphs for Domestic Well 35 -41 and Selected Monitoring Wells
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Reach and maintain 50 ppb
of Cr(VI)/Cr(T) in 90% at
specific monitoring wells

by December 31, 2025.

40 wells is considered 90%
compliant .

Current: 43 wells
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Baseline 1Q 2016

Get from Katie

What is the 50 ppb Remedial Target?

4Q 2025
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What is the 10 ppb Remedial Target?
l

Reach an maintain 10 ppb
of Cr(VI)/Cr(T) in 80% at

specific monitoring wells
by December 31, 2032.

39 wells is considered 80%
compliant .

Current: 41 wells
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Get from Lauren Brown
Chromium Trend Graphs for Selected 50 ppb Compliance Monitoring Wells with Increasing or

Probably Increasing Mann Kendall Trends from First Quarter 2020 to Fourth Quarter 2025

CA-MW-405D MW-20
(Probably Increasing) (Probably Increasing)
80+
60
40 A °
20
O
0- D-DDD-DDDDD—— D DDDDD-DD-D-DDHD-HDO
SA-SM-11D SC-MW-03D
(Probably Increasing) (Increasing)

2020
2021 4
2022

PrOJECT
NAVIGATéR, LiD: == \T

A Verdantas Company

2024 -

9¢]
™
o
o~

Detected O Yes /\ No

2026
20204
2021
2022
2023
2024
2025
2026

2025 A

Chemical & chromium(vl) @ Chromium, Dissolved



Get from Lauren Brown

Chromium Trend Graphs for Selected 10 ppb Compliance Monitoring Wells with Increasing or
Probably Increasing Mann Kendall Trends from First Quarter 2020 to Fourth Quarter 2025
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What is the Investigative Order and Why is it Important?

What Is the Investigative Order ?
The Investigative Order (1O) is requiring
PG&E to conduct a feasibility study from the
results of the USGS Cr(VI) Background Study
to identify a feasible final cleanup number.
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Why is it Important?

The results of the 1O will identify the
best overall cleanup target and
recommended cleanup strategy.



Results from the USGS
Background Study.
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Hydraulic Containment Area
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Pathway to the Revised Cleanup and Abatement Order.

21

New Remedial
Target(s).

Plume contouring.

Revision to the
Sampling and

Monitoring Program.

Contingencies and

other community
concerns.
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Contingencies and other
Community Concerns

Monitoring Program

Plume Contouring

New Remedial Targets

PG&E Feasibility Study

Water Board Investigative Order



RESULTS OF THE
USGS Cr(VI) BGS

. 2.8 pg/L Eastern Sub-Area
. 3.9 pug/L Western Sub-Area
4.8 pg/L Northern Sub-Area
upgradient of Mount General
9.0 pug/L Northern Sub-Area
downgradient of Mount General
6.1 pg/L in Water Valley

Components of the Draft 10

GOALS & TARGETS
What are we trying to
achieve?

Set clear cleanup targets
based on the results of
the USGS Cr(VI) BGS
(2.8,3.8,4.8,5.8, 6.4,
and 10 ppb)

PERFORMANCE
(SHORT-TERM)

How quickly does it work?

Speed of contamination
reduction

. Early protection of human
health and environment

. Changes compared to past
conditions

CLEANUP OPTIONS
What are the possible solutions to
achieve the proposed remedial target?

Compare multiple cleanup
approaches

. Include “no action” and current
approach
Focus on safe, effective, and
realistic options
Technology availability
Ease of implementation

PERFORMANCE

(LONG-TERM)
Will it last?

Long-term protection
of human health and
the environment after
remedaial targets

GROUNDWATER
QUALITY

How does it affect groundwater quality
and the community?

Drinking water and local wells
Groundwater flow and conditions
. Health risks and long-term impacts

COST & TIMELINE
How much time and money
will it take to reach the
proposed remedial target?

. Cleanup timeline (90%,
95%, 99%)
Installation, operation,
and monitoring costs
Balance cost vs. benefits

BYPRODUCT EVALUATION
Are there any unintended impacts?

. Impacts from cleanup
byproducts

Water Board issues
Investigation Order to PG&E to
determine the feasibility of
proposed remedial targets.
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GROUNDWATER MODEL

How reliable are the predictions?

GW Model details and
assumptions

Compare predicted vs.
actual data (2015-2026)
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FLEXIBILITY OF

IMPLEMENTATION
What about difficult areas?

Targeted cleanup zones
Hard-to-treat areas
. Economical feasibility

Overview of Water Board's
Draft Investigation Order
(10) to PG&E to Conduct a
Feasibility Study on the
USGS Cr(VI) Background
Numbers

RECOMMENDATIONS
What is the recommended
plan based on these
components?

1. Best overall cleanup
strategy

2. Recommendation for
each cleanup level




Next Steps

B IRP Manager Team will prepare a formal comment
letter based on community input.

B Comments are due at 5:00 pm on June 26, 2026.
B Individual comments are welcome.
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