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SECTION 1.0

Introduction

Los Esteros Critical Energy Facility, LLC (the Applicant) obtained a license from the
California Energy Commission (CEC) for continued operation of Phase 1 of the Los Esteros
Critical Energy Facility (LECEF or the project) located in San Jose, Santa Clara County,
California. Phase 1 is a nominal 180-megawatt (MW) natural-gas-fired peaking power plant
consisting of four simple-cycle combustion turbine generators and associated equipment.
The license also authorizes conversion of the peaker power plant to combined-cycle
operation. The combined-cycle conversion will involve the addition of four heat recovery
steam generators (HRSG), one steam-turbine generator (STG), a six-cell, plume-abated
cooling tower, and ancillary equipment to the LECEF for a total combined nominal
generating capacity of 320 MW.

The Applicant originally applied for a CEC license for Phase 1 of the LECEF in August 2001,
under the expedited licensing provision promulgated under California Public Resources
Code (PRC) §25552. The CEC granted the Phase 1 license in July 2002, and the LECEF was
constructed and became operational in March 2003. The purpose of the October 2006 Phase
2 CEC Application for Certification (AFC) was to meet the requirement of PRC §25552 by
recertifying (relicensing) Phase 1 and to certify the Phase 2 conversion to combined-cycle,
which will allow the project to achieve much higher efficiency in generating power.

As licensed and constructed, the 21-acre LECEF Phase 1 site currently consists of the
following features:

 Four GE LM6000 SPRINT combustion turbine generators (CTG) with water injection

 Oxidation catalysts and selective catalytic reduction (SCR) pollution control equipment,
installed within four HRSG casings and stacks (these casings were installed during
Phase 1 in anticipation of Phase 2)

 A 115-kilovolt (kV) switchyard

 A 150-foot-long, wood pole transmission line to Pacific Gas and Electric Company’s
(PG&E) 115-kV Los Esteros-Nortech transmission line, immediately to the west of the
LECEF switchyard

 A 2,700-foot-long primary access road, named Thomas Foon Chew Way, linking LECEF
with Zanker Road

 A 470-foot-long emergency access road, linking Thomas Foon Chew Way and
Alviso-Milpitas Road

 A 55-foot-long, 10-inch-diameter natural gas supply line between the facility and PG&E
lines 101 and 109
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 Two 1,500-foot-long recycled water supply lines between the facility and the City of
San Jose (the City) Waste Pollution Control Plant’s (WPCP) recycled water supply
pipeline in Zanker Road

 A 2,000-foot-long sanitary sewer discharge line to the City’s sewer main in Zanker Road

 A 1,000-foot-long stormwater line between the LECEF and the Coyote Creek flood
control channel to the east. Installation of a permanent stormwater outfall, which
extended the Phase 1 temporary outfall 250 feet to the low flow channel was completed
in accordance with CEC licensing requirements (Phase 1), a 2007 Soils Management Plan
and other permit conditions (including permits from U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
[USACE], Regional Water Quality Control Board [RWQCB], and California Department
of Fish and Game [CDFG]) in October 2008.

 A 370-horsepower diesel fire pump

Phase 2 of the project will add the following major equipment to the Phase 1 facility:

 HRSGs tube sections and associated steam drums and piping

 HRSG duct burners

 A six-cell, plume-abated cooling tower

 A nominal 140 MW STG

 Circulating water pumps and boiler feedwater pumps

 A deaerating surface condenser

 A second ammonia storage tank to be installed in the existing secondary containment basin

 A 115-kV transmission connection to the adjacent PG&E Los Esteros Substation

The Applicant owns the 34-acre project parcel on which the LECEF Phase 1/Phase 2
facilities and temporary construction parking and laydown area are situated. All Phase 2
infrastructure (including HRSGs, STGs, cooling towers, storage tanks, various pumps, and
115-kV connection) will be sited entirely within the existing fenced Phase 1 site. The 13-acre
temporary construction parking and laydown area required during Phase 2 construction is
located immediately south of LECEF and north of Alviso-Milpitas Road. The parking and
laydown area was also used for parking and laydown during Phase 1 construction.

This Soils Management Plan (SMP) addresses management of soils generated during
construction of any onsite facilities at the LECEF and associated linear projects. This SMP
covers the requirements of Condition of Certification (COC) WASTE-6 as stated in the
CEC’s Final Decision for LECEF Phase 2 dated October 2006. The scope of this SMP is
limited to activities involving the excavation, characterization, management, reuse and/or
disposal of soils at the LECEF site. All other onsite activities that could generate wastes will
be managed in accordance with plans prepared by LECEF and approved by the
CEC Compliance Project Manager (CPM) as required by the CEC’s 2006 Decision.
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This plan covers the following issues as required by COC WASTE-6:

 Land use history, including description and locations of known contamination

 The nature and extent of previous investigations and remediation at the site

 The nature and extent of unremediated areas at LECEF

 A listing and description of institutional controls, such as the City’s excavation
ordinance and other local, state, and federal regulations and laws that will apply to
LECEF

 Names and positions of individuals involved with soils management and their specific
roles

 An earthwork schedule

 A description of protocols for the investigation and evaluation of historically related
chemicals such as dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane (DDT) and previously unidentified
contamination that may be potentially encountered, including any temporary and
permanent controls that may be required to reduce exposure to onsite workers, visitors
and the public

 Requirements for site-specific Health and Safety Plans (HSP) to be prepared by all
contractors at LECEF

 Hazardous waste determination and disposal procedures for known and previously
unidentified contamination

 Requirements for site specific techniques at the site to minimize dust, manage stockpiles,
run-on and run-off controls, waste disposal procedures, etc.

 Copies of previous site assessments and relevant permits or closures from regulatory
agencies (provided as Appendixes A and B)

This document was prepared under the direct supervision of Mr. Thomas A. Lae, a State of
California Professional Geologist, License No. 7099. Mr. Lae has more than 20 years of
experience in the field of environmental geology, including environmental assessments,
remedial investigations, assessments of geologic hazards and resources for power plant
licensing projects, Superfund site investigations, remedial investigations/feasibility studies,
underground storage tank/oil water separator closures, landfill groundwater monitoring,
and phase II environmental assessments.
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SECTION 2.0

Background

This section provides a brief summary of land use history, nature and extent of known
contamination, previous investigation and remedial activities at the site, and the extent of
potentially impacted areas at LECEF. Also provided in this section is a brief summary of the
institutional controls applicable to the LECEF site. Prior soil management activities and
analysis have been extensive, and there are no known areas of the site in need of
remediation.

2.1 History of Contamination and Cleanup at LECEF

The LECEF site was previously developed as an orchard with at least one residence. The
orchard was removed by 1980, after which additional residential structures and several
plant nursery complexes were constructed at the site. These later fell into disrepair and had
become dilapidated prior to the construction of the LECEF. Structures within the plant
nursery complexes that were located on the LECEF property included greenhouses, a
vegetable cooler, agricultural chemical and other storage sheds, and boilers used to provide
steam heat for the greenhouses, and a number of underground storage tanks (UST) and
water wells.

Prior to the July 2, 2002, CEC licensing of the original LECEF, the site underwent both Phase
I and Phase II Environmental Site Assessments (ESA) in succession. Historically, chemicals
detected at the site included total DDT, arsenic, lead, toxaphene, dieldrin and endrin,
consistent with the site’s past agricultural use. The main pesticide detected was DDT and
the related compounds dichlorodiphenyldichloroethane (DDD) and
dichlorodiphenyldichloroethene (DDE), collectively referred to as total DDT. Pesticides,
including total DDT, were found at levels up to 11,030 micrograms per kilogram (µg/kg).
This concentration is greater than the 1,000 µg/kg level above which the soil would be
considered hazardous waste by the State of California, if removed from the site. Petroleum
hydrocarbons were reportedly not detected in the soil or in groundwater samples collected
near the existing underground fuel storage tanks.

Site clearing and remediation for the LECEF Phase 1 project occurred in late 2001, prior to
the completion of the CEC licensing process. As noted in the CEC Phase 1 Final Decision for
LECEF dated July 2002, “Because the condition of the site attracted safety nuisances, the
City of San Jose’s Fire Department requested and received permission for the site to
undergo limited demolition and remediation associated with dilapidated buildings,
greenhouses, and associated facilities.”

The remediation activities were conducted based on the recommendations of the ESAs and
consisted of: (1) removal and disposal of three underground fuel storage tanks, (2) disposal
of lead-contaminated debris, (3) disposal of asbestos wastes, (4) disposal of a limited amount
of toxaphene and DDT-contaminated soil excavated from two pesticide mixing/storage
areas, and (5) destruction of the onsite water supply wells. Excluding those soils removed
from the pesticide mixing/storage areas, the remaining soils at the site were left in place
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because the concentrations of the pesticides and metals were below the U.S. Environmental

Protection Agency (EPA) Region IX Preliminary Remediation Goals (PRGs) of 12,000 g/kg
permitted for industrial use at the time of the remedial action. The locations of these known
contaminants are identified in the Phase II ESA in Appendix B.

County permits were obtained for the removal of the onsite underground fuel storage tanks
and destruction of the water wells prior to and during the LECEF Phase 1 construction. As
indicated in the Phase 1 relicensing, staff noted that information was submitted addressing
closure (CEC, 2005). The removed USTs included one 500-gallon gasoline tank, one 2,000-
gallon diesel tank, and one 10,000-gallon diesel tank. The USTs were excavated and
disposed of offsite in accordance with state and local regulations. As many as five water
supply wells were also reported to have been located on the LECEF property. These wells
were also destroyed under a permit from the Santa Clara Valley Water District in
accordance with state and local regulations.

As stated, the underlying soils at the site may contain residual contamination including
elevated levels of total DDT, dieldrin, endrin, lead, and arsenic. The current industrial soil
PRGs for total DDT and arsenic are 7.0 milligrams/kilogram (mg/kg) and 1.6 mg/kg,
respectively. Based on the data provided in the ESA reports, total DDT was detected in the
site’s surface and subsurface soils up to 11.03 mg/kg and arsenic was reported in
concentrations of up to 67 mg/kg. As such, several areas at the site may contain subsurface
soils that contain total DDT and arsenic at levels exceeding the current EPA Region IX
PRGs.

The potential for exposure to these contaminated soils at LECEF is currently mitigated
through covering with buildings, paving and gravel. Any earth disturbing activities that
occur prior to construction of LECEF Phase 2 could exacerbate potential exposure through
incidental ingestion, dermal contact, and inhalation of suspended particulates. The locations
of these known contaminants are identified in the Phase II ESA in Appendix B.

2.2 Institutional Controls

The CEC retains sole jurisdiction for licensing and compliance of power plants that exceed
50 MW of capacity (as is the case with LECEF). The CEC CPM will be responsible for the
final approval and implementation of the SMP. However, Condition of Certification
WASTE-6 indicates that a copy of the Draft SMP be provided to the Berkeley Office of the
California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) for review and comment.

Other institutional controls that currently apply to this SMP include those found in
California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 22, Division 4.5. These regulations detail
requirements for management of hazardous and potentially hazardous wastes including
requirements applicable to the generation, storage, transport, and treatment or disposal of
wastes.

Construction activities will be performed in accordance with the requirements outlined in
Title 17, Chapter 17.04, Part 6 of the San Jose Municipal Code pertaining to excavation and
grading operations. This ordinance includes requirements for permitting, hazard
management, erosion control, and inspections for excavation and grading activities.
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To the extent necessary, the SMP shall be updated to reflect changes in laws, regulations or
site conditions.

The current LECEF license issued by the CEC contains requirements for certain notifications
in the event of a transfer of the LECEF site to another entity as well as requirements for
ultimate closure of the site.



IS121410144207SAC/411762/110310005 3-1

SECTION 3.0

Roles and Responsibilities

This section addresses the roles and responsibilities for the management, implementation,
and oversight of this SMP. Table 1 lists major project milestones.

TABLE 1
Project Schedule Major Milestones

Activity Date

Mobilization May 16, 2011

Delineate and mark the boundaries of the construction zone Prior to construction

Implement perimeter erosion and sediment controls; protect interior and
down gradient inlets, waterways, and sensitive areas

Prior to construction

Stabilize construction entrance/exit and roadway (BMP TC-1 and BMP TC-2) Prior to construction

Establish parking and staging areas for vehicle and equipment storage,
maintenance, and fueling in accordance with BMPs NS-8, NS-9, and NS-10

Prior to construction

Establish laydown and parking area(s) for materials storage/staging in
accordance with BMPs WM-1 through WM-6

Prior to construction

Establish concrete washout area in accordance with BMPs WM-8, NS-12,
and NS-13

Prior to construction

Completion of construction June 1, 2013

3.1 Owner

The LECEF compliance manager will be responsible for ensuring that all soil wastes
generated as part of construction activities at the project site comply with this SMP and
applicable laws, ordinances, regulations and standards. LECEF will be considered the
generator of excavated soil for construction projects related to improvements or
modifications to the existing facilities and related easements or right-of-ways associated
with the LECEF. As the generator, LECEF will be responsible for the management of soil
materials generated from site-related construction projects including the characterization,
accumulation, and ultimate disposition of the material. This includes the determination of
soils as hazardous or nonhazardous waste, monitoring of accumulation times and limits,
maintaining records and documents in accordance with applicable federal and state
recordkeeping requirements, and submittal of reports where required.

The LECEF compliance manager will provide oversight of the construction contractor
during the implementation of the procedures outlined in this SMP and will ensure that all
required documentation is prepared and submitted according to specified schedules. The
LECEF compliance manager will also coordinate reviews of the required plans and reports
by the CEC CPM, CEC Staff, and outside agencies (e.g., DTSC) as necessary.



SECTION 3: ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITIES

3-2 IS121410144207SAC/411762/110310005

LECEF Compliance Manager: Ms. Allison Bryan (925) 557-2250
Alternate SMP Contact: Ms. Rosemary Silva (408) 361-4954

3.2 Construction Contractor

On a project-specific basis, the construction contractor will be responsible for proper
handling of excavated soil materials in compliance with the procedures outlined in this SMP
and all applicable federal, state, and local laws and regulations.

The construction contractor will also be responsible for preparing a site-specific HSP for
construction projects that is consistent with the SMP. The HSP will be prepared by a
certified industrial hygienist and will be designed to protect onsite workers by including
engineering controls, monitoring, and security to prevent unauthorized entry and to reduce
construction-related hazards. The HSP will address the possibility of encountering
subsurface hazards including hazardous waste contamination and include procedures to
protect workers and the public.

The construction contractor will also designate an individual who will have responsibility
for implementing project soil waste management activities under the oversight of the
LECEF compliance manager.

This individual will provide day-to-day oversight of construction waste management
including:

 Visual inspections of all waste storage areas

 Identification/classification of wastes generated

 Maintenance of storage areas

 Arranging for and coordinating the offsite transport of generated wastes

 Record keeping of inspections and waste transport/disposal/recycling activities.

The Phase 2 construction contractor and individual(s) responsible for SMP implementation
will be provided to the CEC following contractor selection. Construction activities are
expected to commence May 16, 2011, and last approximately 24 months.
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SECTION 4.0

Management of Excavated Soil

This section addresses the need for any further soil investigation at the LECEF site and the
characterization, onsite management, and re-use or disposal of excavated soils.

4.1 Potentially Contaminated Soils

As indicated in Section 2.1, LECEF conducted both a Phase I ESA and a partial Phase II ESA
evaluating soil and groundwater contamination at the power plant site. Following the Phase
II ESA and as recommended in the ESA, removal actions including tank removals, well
closures, and soil excavation and disposal were conducted at the site. The general locations
of these remedial activities relative to the current LECEF site are included on the figures in
the Phase I and Phase II ESAs (provided on CD).

During construction activities in areas of expected contamination, the exposure of construction
workers, site workers, visitors, and the public to potentially contaminated soil will be
minimized by a series of control measures. Equipment operators and laborers will be required
to wear personal protective equipment (PPE) such as dust masks or air-purifying respirators
when necessary, and as designated by the HSP to avoid potential exposure. The required level
of respiratory protection will be determined based the procedures outlined in the project HSP,
and may include continuous air monitoring. Construction personnel that are expected to come
in close contact with potentially contaminated soil may also be required to wear protective
coveralls and gloves to minimize dermal contact. The PPE requirements for given tasks and
anticipated site conditions will be provided in the project HSP.

To protect site workers, visitors, and the public from potential exposure to site contaminants,
access to these construction areas will be strictly controlled and only those with the proper
authorization and training will be allowed to access the site. Where necessary, the creation of
potential dust from excavation activities will be controlled through the use of watering and/or
silt fencing to avoid the creation of fugitive dust and other measures as outlined in the LECEF
Air Quality Construction Mitigation Plan. Additional control measures as defined in the LECEF
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan and Section 4.4 of the SMP will be used to minimize the
effects of construction efforts on the surrounding environment.

4.2 Pre-excavation/Pre-grading Soil Characterization

In an effort to increase the efficiency of the construction process and to assess potential
hazards of known and previously unidentified contamination, the Applicant may elect to
characterize specific project work areas for contamination in situ prior to excavation or
grading activities. Representative soil samples may be collected and submitted for
laboratory analysis on an average frequency of approximately one sample per 100 cubic
yards of soil to be characterized (for linear trenching samples will be collected at a frequency
of at least one per 100 linear feet). If characterization is not performed prior to ground-
disturbing activities, health and safety and soil management protocols will be implemented
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based on the presumption that soil contaminants are present at potential concentrations
levels that may require a higher level of worker protection.

4.3 Detection of Unanticipated Contaminated Soil

Once earthwork and construction activities commence, the following approach will be taken
to address areas of unanticipated contamination beneath the surface soil. Field crews will be
directed to stop work if they observe staining, unusual odors, or leaking containers during
the excavation activities. The field personnel will be instructed to notify the construction
superintendent, who will, in turn, notify the California licensed Professional Engineer (PE)
or Professional Geologist (PG) designated to the project. The PE or PG will inspect and
evaluate the potentially contaminated material and direct any collection of samples for
analyses as provided in this SMP.

4.4 Stockpiled Soils from Construction Activities

Soil generated from Phase 2 earthwork and construction activities will be stockpiled on site for
subsequent handling, sampling and characterization. Stockpiled soils will be placed into lined
roll-off containers, or stored in 55-gallon drums, depending on the quantity of soil to be
excavated. Stockpiled or drummed soil will be temporarily staged in a bermed area constructed
with an impermeable polyethylene liner to prevent stormwater run-on and runoff. Stockpiles
will be covered to prevent airborne migration of dust. Where possible, soils suspected or known
to be hazardous waste will be stored separately from those considered nonhazardous. Liners
used for hazardous waste soil stockpiles will be 20 millimeters or greater in thickness. Roll-off
containers must be lined with impermeable plastic and have closeable tops that can be secured
at the end of each day to prevent fugitive dust and protect the soil from rain or potential
tampering by human activity. Soil materials placed in roll-off containers must not be stacked to
levels that would prevent the lids from being closed properly.

4.5 Reuse of Soils on Site

Excavated and stockpiled soil will be reused on site to the maximum extent possible.
Stockpiled soils intended for offsite disposal will be handled in accordance with Sections 4.7
and 4.8 of this SMP.

4.6 Sample Collection and Analyses

Soils collected for analysis and characterization at LECEF shall be handled as follows:

Soil samples may be collected at varying depths from approximately 0 to 24 inches below
grade using a hand auger or similar device. In situ samples will be collected in laboratory-
grade stainless steel sleeves or glass jars filled to capacity to eliminate headspace.
Immediately after collection of the sample, the stainless steel sleeves or glass jars will be
capped and labeled with the location, depth, date, and time of collection.

Properly labeled sample containers will then be placed on ice in a 4°C cooler for shipment to
a California Department of Environmental Health (DEHS)-certified analytical laboratory
under standard chain-of-custody protocols. The chain-of-custody document will be remain
with the samples at all times and should include information regarding the sample
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numbers, sample dates, sample times, analyses requested, and other instructions for the
laboratory. Copies of the chain-of-custody documents will be maintained in the LECEF files.

All non-disposable equipment used for sample collection will be decontaminated prior to and
after sampling at each location. Decontamination will be performed using either steam-cleaning
methods or a triple-rinse method. The triple-rinse method will consist of cleaning the sampling
equipment initially with a solution of potable water and alconox, liquinox, or equivalent non-
phosphatic detergent. The equipment will then be rinsed in a solution of potable water,
followed by a third rinse with deionized or distilled water to complete the procedure.

Based on historical uses at the site and the analytical results of the Phase I and Phase II
ESAs, soil samples collected from locations at the site will be analyzed for total DDT, lead,
and/or arsenic. Total DDT will be analyzed using EPA Method 8081A, and lead and arsenic
will be analyzed using EPA Methods 6010B/7000.

Additional analyses for hazardous waste characterization including the total threshold limit
concentration (TTLC), soluble threshold limit concentration (STLC), and toxicity
characteristic leaching procedure (TCLP) may be performed where necessary for landfill
disposal requirements. Trigger values for performing STLC or TCLP analyses will be based
on the ten-times and twenty-times rule: if the concentration of an analyte is more than ten
times the STLC value for that constituent, an STLC analysis is required; if the concentration
is more than twenty times the TCLP value, a TCLP analysis is required.

Based on historical data for the site, total DDT, lead, and arsenic are the most likely triggers
for characterization as hazardous waste. The TTLC, STLC, and TCLP trigger values for
those constituents are provided in Table 2 and are based on the CCR Title 22 and Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) regulations for classifying waste as California State
Hazardous (TTLC and STLC) or RCRA hazardous (TCLP).

TABLE 2
Constituents on Concerns Limits

Constituent TTLC Limit (mg/kg) STLC Limit (mg/L) TCLP Limit (mg/L)

DDT 1.0 0.1 --

Arsenic 500 5 5

Lead 1,000 5 5

Disposal facilities may require different TTLC values or trigger values for adding STLC and
TCLP than those listed above. In addition to the consideration of the hazardous waste
criteria, California Health and Safety Code, Section 25157.8 prohibits land disposal of lead in
excess of 350 mg/kg in any location other than a Class I landfill, or a landfill specifically
approved for such a purpose.

Future construction projects at the site may require a revised sampling approach based on
the location and scope of work to be performed. Revisions to the sampling approach will be
addressed by preparing an addendum to this SMP for those sections that require
modification to address future construction projects.
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4.7 Soil Disposal

Soils that are not reused on site will be sampled and characterized for disposal. There are
two possible scenarios for ultimate disposition of the excavated soils that are not reused
onsite. The number of composite samples will be dependent on the quantity of excavated
soil to be characterized but will be based on a rate of approximately one sample per
1,000 cubic yards of soil. (In-situ characterization results may be used in lieu of additional
characterization if determined to be representative of the excavated soil.) Analysis could
indicate: (1) Soils are below designated waste levels and are thus acceptable for disposal or
reuse at a Class II or III landfill; or (2) the soils exceed not only industrial screening levels
but are also above either designated waste levels or are characterized as hazardous waste
under CCR Title 22, Division 4.5.

4.8 Waste Disposal Sites

Nonhazardous soil waste that is not reused onsite and is not considered a designated waste
will be disposed of at a Class III landfill. Soils that are considered a designated waste will be
disposed of at a Class II disposal facility. Hazardous waste will be shipped to a fully
permitted offsite Class I disposal facility. The construction contractor will be responsible for
establishing contractual agreements with waste disposal and/or recycling companies
including any additional chemical constituent analysis that may be required by the landfill.
For ultimate disposal, California has the following three hazardous waste (Class I) landfills:

Clean Harbors Buttonwillow Landfill in Kern County: Buttonwillow has been permitted
to accept all hazardous wastes except flammables, PCB with a concentration greater than
50 parts per million, medical waste, explosives, and radioactive waste with radioactivity
greater than 1,800 picocuries (Buoni, 2009).

Clean Harbors Westmoreland Landfill in Imperial County: The landfill’s conditional use
permit prohibits the acceptance of some types of waste, including radioactive (except
geothermal) waste, flammables, biological hazard waste (medical), PCB, dioxins, air- and
water-reactive wastes, and strong oxidizers (Clean Harbors, 2011).

Chemical Waste Management, Inc’s Kettleman Hills Landfill in Kings County: The
Class I landfill is permitted for and will accept all hazardous wastes except radioactive,
medical, and unexploded ordnance (CIWMB, 2007).

In addition to landfills, approximately 25 offsite commercial hazardous waste treatment and
recycling facilities operate in the region, including facilities owned by Safety-Kleen in
Reedly and San Jose, California. These facilities have sufficient capacity to recycle and/or
treat hazardous waste generated in California that does not go to landfills.
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SECTION 5.0
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Phase I ESA – Lowney Associates - April 13, 2000



















































Appendix B
Phase II ESA – Lowney Associates - July 14, 2000,
with supplemental soil quality evaluation report

July 20, 2000
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