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Meeting Notes: Community Advisory Group - Aerojet Superfund Issues, April 28, 2010 

1. Attendees 

Janis Heple, Tim Murphy (Aerojet), Jackie Lane, Gary Riley, and Kevin Mayer (EPA) , 
George Waegell, , Rick Bettis (League of Women Voters/Sierra Club), Larry Ladd, 
Jimmy Spearow, Travis Anderso (Golden State Water Co.), Greg Voetsch, Alta Tura 
(Sacramento Area Creeks Council,),Stephen Green, (SARA), Allen Tsao, Edward 
Thompson (resident ), Alex MacDonald (CVRWQCB), Nathan Schumacher and Ed 
Cargile (DTSC), Shaw Environmental representatives representing Sacramento County, 
Mike Yacysyn and Steve Nugen, J.C. Isham, and Tara Fitzgerald (Recorder, Weston 
Solutions, Inc.). 

 

2. February minutes were approved. 

 

3. Aerojet Community Updates: Tim Murphy, Aerojet  
  Mr. Murphy summarized the following: 

• There will be open house for GET-LA this summer. 
• Aerojet CDM pilot project – hydrogen gas injection received an award from the 

American Academy of Environmental Engineers. 

Question (Larry): What is the concentration in the Fair Oaks Monitoring well? 
 
Answer (Alex): TCE is ND(0.5) and perchlorate is ND(1). 
 
4. Remedial Investigation General Update, Kevin Mayer and Gary Riley, EPA 
 

• There will be a two full day meeting in June. 

Question (Edward Thompson, resident): Why isn’t the Fair Oaks extraction well located 
in the parking lot running? 
 
Answer: There are several extraction wells in that area that are running. The extraction 
well located in the parking lot is not in the aquifer that is being targeted. Currently, the 
monitoring well next to that extraction well is clean. Other extraction wells that are 
running in the area have TCE concentrations of 5-6ppb. Those extraction wells are 
located further east of the parking lot extraction well and were installed in 1998 or 1999. 
 
Question (Edward Thompson, resident): Can you get results from that test? 
 
Answer (Alex MacDonald): Yes, public records contain the results for monitoring wells. 
Also in Aerojet database. Alex MacDonald will provide the results for the monitoring 
well near his house to Edward Thompson. 
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• Excavation of 10D and 11D ditches was completed last year. Final report not yet 
submitted, but results are in for part of those ditches in OU5. PCBs from the 
ditches are now removed.  EPA will approve completion of the removal action 
after the final report is submitted and reviewed. 

Question: Where does PCB soil go? 
 
Answer: Altamont or Stockton-Forward Landfill.  Contamination levels were 
associated with levels that posed a potentially unacceptable risk to a current or 
future resident at the contamination site.  
 
Gary Riley discusses: 
 
• Mr. Riley is working on the investigation process in OU6. Agencies are 

commenting on the assessment of OU6. 

• Island Operable Unit (OU7) is an area of heavy industry and probably the most 
contaminated source on the Aerojet property.  Up to 1,000,000 ppb of TCE is 
found in the groundwater.  TCE in a product-phase is found below the water 
table in some locations. 

Question: Why is Area 39 located in OU6? 
 
Answer: OUs are created to manage remediation. OU6 contains boundary properties 
that were generally the least contaminated.  Originally OU5 was to include Area 39, 
but the investigation was not going to be completed in a timely manner. 
 
Question: Is Area 39 owned by Aerojet? 
Answer: No. 
 
Question: What is the maximum concentration of TCE in the Gold River Area 
(OU3)? 
 
Answer (Alex MacDonald): Less than 100 ppb. The fish hatchery near Gold River has 
concentrations in the range of 700 to 800 ppb.  
 
Question: What is the source in the hatchery? 
 
Answer (Alex MacDonald): There was a pipe to an old pond from Air Force Plant 70 
on Aerojet  running to the area.   It is suspected that the TCE came from that facility. 
TCE and its breakdown products are highest in the location of the old pond.  TCE in 
soil gas has not been found to be an issue and TCE has not been found in the 
American River.  
 
Question: What aquifer has a TCE concentration of 100 ppb?  
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Answer: Clean water is located above the aquifer where TCE is at 100 ppb.  There are 
several layers of perched groundwater above the layer where TCE is found 

 
5.  General Aerojet Cleanup Overview: Alex MacDonald. RWQCB 

 
 (Handout provided by Alex MacDonald)  
Questions and answers provided at the end of the handout information. 
 
A GET L-A Construction:  Construction underway—anticipation completion by end of 

April with operations starting by the middle of May 2010.   
 
B GET KA: Operating with all initially planned wells operating, including former AC-

7 (Georgetown). Flow is approximately 1700 gpm and could be increased up to 1900 
gpm.  Golden State has been asked to run AC-12 on a lead basis from now on and 
sampling by Aerojet will be on a monthly basis.  It will be hooked up to treatment 
plant when concentrations of pollutants reach trigger levels. Aerojet is looking at 
having an “open house” for the public at GET K-A this spring/summer.   

 
C AC-6 will be provided with treatment this summer.  One to two months of testing 

will take place prior to use within the Golden State system.  Discharge is under 
Aerojet’s NPDES permit. 

 
D AC-18 and AC-23 will be provided with perchlorate IX units with completion being 

in May/June 2010.  Similar process to AC-6 prior to use within the system. 
 
E GET H-A:  Working on getting two new extraction wells (White Rock Park and 

Coloma Road area) on north side of US 50 back to GET H.  CALTRANS 
encroachment permit has been received to allow the work on the undercrossing of 
US 50 to begin. 

 
F GET B –   GET B will be expanded to accept transfer of GET A facility to the GET B 

location and to accept water from new extraction wells located in southern Zone 3 
near Teichert.  Pipeline from GET A to GET B is completed.  Solar field adjacent to 
the facility has been completed and is already being expanded.  Working on design 
for treatment of GET A at GET B – installation of UV system for GET A initially and 
pilot testing a UV/HiPox system.  Work at two new extraction wells to allow them 
to be turned has been completed at the Teichert facility on Grant Line. Two other 
wells will follow – south on Teichert Facility next to the Tracy property. 

 
G White Rock Road North Dump –  90% Design going out to bid to hook up two 

extraction wells and treat the water at the system at AKT-1.  Water will be 
discharged to Teichert for their use or to Rebel Hill Ditch near GET B when Teichert 
does not need the water. 

 
H New Monitor Wells: 
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i) Monitor Well i Fair Oaks prior to extraction well on Park Avenue has been 
completed.  Initial sampling shown non-detect for TCE.   

ii) New Monitor well completed west of Haggin Park.  Put in at the request of 
Sacramento Suburban Water as an early warning well upgradient of their 
well field north of the American River.    Results of initial sampling is 
pending. 

 
I Chettenham Well Testing Continues:  The concentrations of perchlorate in the well 

have dropped to approximately 3-4 ppb, down from initial concentrations of over 90 
ppb. Aerojet has reached an agreement with Cal-American Water Company 
concerning the Chettenham Well. 

 
J Aerojet has provided the agencies with the annual groundwater plume maps.  Those 

are now under review. 
 
K Aerojet and Sacramento County are continuing negotiations on water replacement 

issues.  Meetings are occurring two times per week.  City of Folsom, The Boeing 
Company and Golden State Water Company also participate in some or all of the 
meetings. 

 
L Aerojet’s NPDES permit for the GETs was renewed for another 5 years at the March 

meeting of the Regional Board.   
 
M Perimeter Operable Unit - Excavation of PCB and metals contamination in 10D and 

11D ditches in the Administration Area has been completed.  Aerojet is working on 
finalizing the completion report. 

 
N EPA is in the final stages of completing the draft Record of Decision for the 

Perimeter Groundwater Operable Unit (OU-5). 
 
O Treatability Studies: 
 

i) Line 03.  Column studies on-going.  Looking at various ways to 
bioremediate/degrade perchlorate and TCE. 

 
ii) HOGOUT –  Treatability study on-going to look at in-situ treatment of soils 

and groundwater.  Various difficulties have arisen over the last couple of 
years of the study – lack of native bacteria able to degrade perchlorate, pH of 
soils is not optimum to allow bacteria to degrade perchlorate, low 
permeability of soils – among the issues causing problems.  Aerojet has 
constructed an in-situ bioremediation well where the water is amended, 
released at the bottom of the well, the water moves up through the well filled 
with packing material that provides media to support bacterial growth, the 
water reaches the top and overflows back down the well and into the 
subsurface and groundwater.  Flowrate is down to around 0.5 gpm to 1 gpm 
due to fine-grained materials.  Successfully reducing perchlorate and nitrate 
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to non-detect levels.  Looking at applying this type of technology to the 
IRCTS at the Propellant Burn Area and Former GET F Sprayfield. 

 
P Island OU Remedial Investigation Field Work:  Second round of field work is 

complete. Commencing assessment of data for the RI/FS 
 
Q Eastern Operable Unit – all initial proposed sampling has been completed.  

Supplemental sampling is now on-going to fill some data gaps.  Agencies reviewed 
supplemental work plan. 

 
R Central Operable Unit – Draft sampling plan has arrived, agency review has been 

completed and comments are being assembled for transmittal to Aerojet. 
 
S IRCTS: 
 

i) Sigma Complex In-situ Bioremediation of Groundwater.  System has been 
operational for over a year.  Boeing is adding an electron donor to remediate 
high concentrations on perchlorate in groundwater at the Sigma Complex.  
Boeing is recirculating groundwater and adding an electron donor (acetic 
acid) to stimulate biological growth and reduction of perchlorate.  Initially 
the system will include one extraction and one recharge well, and several 
monitor wells.  System is working very well.  The system will be expanded 
after obtaining operational data from the initial wells to deal with the high 
concentrations of perchlorate (>4000 µg/L) in the upper groundwater.    

ii) An in-situ perchlorate remediation system has been constructed for pilot 
testing at the Propellant Burn Area.  A gaseous electron donor, hydrogen, 
along with propane and nitrogen is being used.  System operational with no 
results to report at this time.  Switched to a propane-only injection to evaluate 
its use. Project completed.   Waiting for report of results. 

iii) Additional soil sampling to define extent of perchlorate at the Former GET F 
Sprayfield has been completed. 

iv) White Rock Road Dumps 1 and 2.  These two old burn dumps will be 
combined at the Dump 2 location on the IRCTS.  That area is slated to be a 
park in the Rio Del Oro development.  Work may not begin this year 
depending on the time it takes for the construction bidding process to be 
completed. 

v) The permit for Boeing and the IRCTS treatment systems is scheduled to be 
considered for renewal at the May 2010 meeting of the Regional Board. 

vi) Waste discharge requirements for modular biotreatment cells at GET F 
Sprayfield and PBA to remove perchlorate from extracted groundwater and 
discharge the effluent back to the ground for recharge will also be considered 
at the May 2010 meeting. 

 
Question (Larry): What is the Arden Cordova Well 12 trigger point for NDMA? 5 ppt? 
 
Answer (Alex): The NDMA trigger is 2 ppt. 
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Question (Larry): So there are no criteria for that well? 
 
Answer: There is criteria for that well 10 ppt (NDMA)t. (It appears this is DPH criteria, 
not a “trigger point” for Aerojet to need to provide an alternate water source. The 
following Question/Answer seems to review this.) 
 
Question (Larry): In 1998 Arden Cordova Well 12 was not running. Now it is running. 
Looks like the 2000 consent decree is being circumnavigated. 
 
Answer:  The 10 ppt  for NDMA criterion requires that the public be notified. 
 
Question (Larry): The trigger point requires that the well be replaced. The well is 
running. How is the well replaced? 
 
Answer (Alex MacDonald): Different water sources have been provided by Aerojet 
(Well 22A, 22B, surface water) to compensate for the lost water supply wells. 
 
Question (Larry): So even though alternate sources have been provided the well is 
running? 
 
Answer (Alex MacDonald): Yes, the permit issued by DPH allows the well to be 
operated if is meets the DPH requirements. 
 
Answer (Travis): Trigger level for NDMA is 10 ppt for public notification. 
 
Question (Larry): Is EPA method 521 used to analyze water samples? 
 
Answer: No, EPA method 521 is not being used. 
 
Question (Larry): EPA only accepts nitrosamine (NDMA) hits that are detected using 
EPA Method 521. Why isn’t it being used? 
 
Answer (Alex MacDonald): I have not heard that EPA only accepts Method 521 for 
NDMA. 
 
Question (Larry): So why is the water purveyor not using EPA Method 521? 
 
Answer: The EPA will get back to Larry about why they are not using EPA Method 521. 
 
Question: Is the Tracy property well monitored? 
 
Answer: Yes. Quarterly monitoring showed ND for analytes. 
 
Question: What is the radius of influence of the propellant burn area GET study? 
 
Answer: This pilot study had 100 to 200 feet radius. 
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6.  Solid Waste Sites on AJ and IRCTS Property, Ed Cargill – DTSC 

See the attached DTSC Handout for DTSC presentation.  
 
Question: Was a chromium speciation test conducted? 
Answer (Ed Cargile): Yes. It is Cr3+. 
 
Question: So you can’t build residences on the landfill, but you can build a park for 
kids to play on? 
 
Answer (Ed Cargile): A 4-foot layer will be placed and 6-inches of soil will be placed 
on top of that for grass to grow. 
 
Answer (Shaw Environmental): Engineer will have to inspect and insure that 4-foot 
layer is in place. Sacramento County would be responsible for inspections. 
 
Question: Will liner be placed under the 4-foot cap? 
 
Answer (Ed Cargile): No. Rainwater won’t move the contamination. 
 
Question: Wouldn’t it be better to place roads and houses over the contamination? 
 
Answer (Ed Cargile): Kids spend less time in a park than in their backyard. 
 
Question (Jimmy): Will there be demarcation between Chemicals of Concern (COC) 
impacted materials and 4-foot fill so that people will be aware of the contamination 
in the future? 
 
Answer (Shaw Environmental): Demarcation has been utilized at other sites. Plastic 
mesh has been used to mark burn dump w/ COC and 4-foot fill. That is not planned 
here. 
 
Question (Alta): Is there a watchdog group making sure that surveys, inspections, 
etc. are being done? It sounds like monitoring/maintenance won’t be done. What are 
the consequences if it isn’t? 
 
Answer (Ed Cargile): You would have to eat the impacted soil for a long time every 
day to develop problems. 
 
Question (Larry): Will the grass be irrigated?  
 
Answer (Ed Cargile): Yes. 
 
Question (Larry): Will the irrigation water be from a local well? 
 
Answer (Ed Cargile): Sacramento County will provide water for irrigation. 
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Question (Allen): Layer should be 6-feet versus 4-feet because of ground squirrels 
and other burrowing animals that dig up to 6-feet. Burrowing animals would go past 
4-feet.  
 
Answer: The question is not directly answered but beings a discussion: 
Janis: Like Alta I have low expectations that in 60 to 70 years Sacramento County 
will continue to do long-term maintenance. Has the maintenance cost been factored 
into deciding that the cap is the most cost effective choice versus removing the COC 
impacted soil? 
 
Answer (Ed Cargile): 20 to 30 year timeframe is examined. 60 to 70 year timeframe is 
not considered.   
 
Janis responded that 20-30 years is a short timeframe, and that she has now made 
comments on the Aerojet site for 30 years.  
 
Comment (Allen): We also have to consider eco-risk as well. Another DOD site 
ended up having to do gopher control monthly. 
 

Question: Burning was done at Sutter’s Landing for a longer time than the landfill (being 
discussed). Will the same approach be taken? 
 
Answer (Ed Cargile): I am not aware of what will be done at Sutter’s Landing. 
Comment (Shaw Environmental): The 4-foot layer will not be easily burrowed into as it 
is all dredged materials. 
 
 
Janis notes that a list of Aerojet discharge points was handed out at the last meeting.   
There was some limited discussion regarding this handout, which is included at the end 
of these minutes. 
 
Question (Larry): What process is used to decide if there will be discharges from the 
GET facilities to Alder Creek. 
 
Answer (Alex MacDonald): Discharges to Alder Creek are not currently permitted. They 
could be considered in the future. 
 
7.  Tentative next meeting date June 23rd,  2010 
 
 2010 Proposed Schedule For the Aerojet CAG Meetings 
 
August 25 
October 27 
December 22 – suggest changing to December 15 to avoid holiday interference. 
 
 
 



 

 

Aerojet Citizen’s Advisory Goup Meeting April 2010 

Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) 

Presentation 
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Aerojet and Boeing Discharges from GET Systems – Feb 2010 
 
GET A 
 

• Current Flow:  Aprproximately 250 gpm 
• Discharge Point:  To Rebel Hill Ditch in northeastern Aerojet.  Discharge seeps 

into ground after a short distance. 
• Chemicals of Concern: NDMA and VOCs 
• Effluent Limitations:  Governed by Partial Consent Decree.  NDMA 2-20 ppt, 10 

ppt, and  TCE 2 ppb. 
• Notes:  GET A treatment system will be moving to the GET B location with 

discharge with the GET B water.  This will occur in August 2010.  Waste 
Discharge Requirements will be written to cover discharge from facility after 
PGOU ROD. 

 
GET B 
 

• Current Flow:  1200 gpm 
• Discharge Point:  To Rebel Hill Ditch in southeastern Aerojet.  Discharge seeps 

into ground on Aerojet property. 
• Chemicals of Concern:  NDMA, perchlorate and VOCs. 
• Effluent Limitatoins:  Governed by the PCD.  Same limits as GET A 
• Notes: Treatment plant will be modified under the Perimeter Groundwater OU 

and expanded as necessary.  Also takes water from White Rock Road North 
Dump extraction wells.  Waste Discharge Requirements will be written to cover 
discharge from facility after PGOU ROD. 

 
GET D 
 

• Current Flow:  Approximately 600 gpm 
• Discharge Point:  Injected back into the ground near the property boundary at 

Folsom Blvd. 
• Chemicals of Concern:  Perchlorate and VOCs 
• Effluent Limitations:  Governed by PCD and Cleanup and Abatement Order.  

Pechlorate 4 ppb, TCE 2 ppb. 
• Notes:  Under the Perimeter OU, GET D will likely be combined at the ARGET 

facility and discharge under the NPDES permit with its associated limits. 
 
GET E/F 
 

• Current Flow:  Approximately 4200 gpm 
• Discharge Point:  To Buffalo Creek on Aerojet Property, downstream of ARGET 

discharge 
• Chemicals of Concern:  NDMA, VOCs, perchlorate, SVOCs  
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• Effluent Limitations: Governed by NPDES permit.  NDMA – 2 ppt, VOCs – ND, 
except for TCE which is 1.5 ppb, perchlorate 4 ppb. 

• Notes:  TCE limit of 1.5 was modified from 0.5 ppb due to interferences from the 
perchlorate treatment system (low suspended solids carryover).  Still meets water 
quality objectives in Buffalo Creek.  Could be expanded in future to handle flows 
from PGOU. 

 
ARGET 
 

• Current Flow:  Approximately 2000 gpm 
• Discharge Point:  To Buffalo Creek on Aerojet Property, upstream of GET E/F 

discharge 
• Chemicals of Concern:  1,4-dioxane, VOCs, perchlorate  
• Effluent limitations governed by NPDES permit.  1,4-dioxane -  3 ppb, VOCs – 

ND (0.5 ppb), perchlorate 4 ppb – with an interim limit of 8 ppb until December 
2012 

• Notes:  Interim limit due to low influent concentrations around 6 ppb and dilution 
with GET E/F water and American River.  Treatment system will be combined 
with GET D and treatment for perchlorate applied at that time (before December 
2012).  Still meets WQOs in Buffalo Creek with dilution from GET E/F. 

 
GET H-A 
 

• Current Flow:  Approximately 1300 gpm 
• Discharge Point:  To ditch on Mather Field that flows to Morrison Creek south of 

Mather Field 
• Chemicals of Concern:  TCE and Perchlorate  
• Effluent Limitations governed by NPDES permit.  VOCs – ND (0.5 ppb), 

perchlorate 4 ppb 
• Notes:  Combines with GET H-B flow from the Boeing plant 

 
GET H-A 
 

• Current Flow:  Approximately 3000 gpm 
• Discharge Point:  To ditch on Mather Field that flows to Morrison Creek south of 

Mather Field 
• Chemicals of Concern:  TCE and Perchlorate  
• Effluent Limitations governed by NPDES permit.  VOCs – ND (0.5 ppb), 

perchlorate 4 ppb 
• Notes:  Combines with GET H-A flow from the Boeing plant.  Flow could 

increase up to 4000 gpm as new extraction wells added. 
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GET J 
 

• Current Flow:  Approximately 3800 gpm 
• Discharge Point:  To drainage ditch that flows to Buffalo Creek in Gold River 
• Chemicals of Concern:  TCE, NDMA and Perchlorate  
• Effluent Limitations governed by NPDES permit.  VOCs – ND (0.5 ppb), 

perchlorate 4 ppb, NDMA – 7 ppt 
• Notes:  Effluent limitations for NDMA based on achievability of treatment system.    

WQOs met in Buffalo Creek with dilution from GET E/F and ARGET 
 
GET K-A 
 

• Current Flow:  Approximately 1600 gpm 
• Discharge Point:  To drainage ditch that flows to American River near Hagan 

Park 
• Chemicals of Concern:  TCE, NDMA and Perchlorate  
• Effluent Limitations governed by NPDES permit.  VOCs – ND (0.5 ppb), 

perchlorate 4 ppb, NDMA – 7 ppt 
• Notes:  Effluent limitations for NDMA based on achievability of treatment system.    

WQOs met in American River 
 
GET L-A 
 

• Current Flow:  Still under construction – operation in April.  Flow will be 
approximately 800-1200 gpm 

• Discharge Point:  To American River at Ancil Hoffman Park.  Flow will be used 
as much as possible to irrigate the Ancil Hoffman golf course 

• Chemicals of Concern:  TCE, NDMA and Perchlorate  
• Effluent Limitations governed by NPDES permit.  VOCs – ND (0.5 ppb), 

perchlorate 4 ppb, NDMA – 7 ppt 
• Notes:  Effluent limitations for NDMA based on achievability of treatment system.    

WQOs met in American River. 
 
 
GET L-B (operated by The Boeing Company) 
 

• Current Flow:  Approximately 600 gpm 
• Discharge Point:  To American River upstream of Ancil Hoffman Park. 
• Chemicals of Concern:  TCE, NDMA and Perchlorate  
• Effluent Limitations governed by NPDES permit.  VOCs – ND (0.5 ppb), 

perchlorate 4 ppb, NDMA – 7 ppt 
• Notes:  Effluent limitations for NDMA based on achievability of treatment system.    

WQOs met in American River. 
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SGSA (The Boeing Company) 
 

• Current Flow:  Approximately 800 gpm 
• Discharge Point:  To Morrison Creek on the IRCTS property. 
• Chemicals of Concern:  TCE and Perchlorate  
• Effluent Limitations governed by NPDES permit.  VOCs – ND (0.5 ppb), 

perchlorate 4 ppb 
• Notes:  Flow is also provided for Granite Construction mining project and future 

grading on the property for dust control 
 
Sailor Bar Park Well 
 

• Current Flow:  Approximately 250 gpm 
• Discharge Point:  To pond in Sailor Bar Park.  Used to maintain water elevation 

and water quality in the pond. 
• Chemicals of Concern:  VOCs 
• Effluent Limitations governed by NPDES permit.  VOCs – ND (0.5 ppb),  
• Notes:  None 

 
Chettenham Well 
 

• Current Flow:  Approximately 400 gpm 
• Discharge Point:  To drainage channel that discharges to American River near 

Arden Bar 
• Chemicals of Concern:  Perchlorate 
• Effluent Limitations governed by NPDES permit.  Perchlorate 4 ppb 
• Notes:  Concentration of perchlorate has decrease to just under 4 ppb in the 

influent. 
 
AC-6 
 

• Current Flow:  Not yet completed. Flow projected at 700 gpm 
• Discharge Point:  To drainage channel containing GET K-A flow, with discharge 

to the American River 
• Chemicals of Concern:  Perchlorate, VOCs 
• Effluent Limitations governed by NPDES permit.  Perchlorate 4 ppb, VOCS – 

ND 
• Notes:  Flow will be for approximately 2 months at start up and then intermittent 

during regular operations of the well 
 
AC-18 
 

• Current Flow:  Not yet completed. Flow projected at 700 gpm 
• Discharge Point:  To drainage channel containing GET H-A and H-B flows, with 

discharge to Morrison Creek 
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• Chemicals of Concern:  Perchlorate 
• Effluent Limitations governed by NPDES permit.  Perchlorate 4 ppb,  
• Notes:  Flow will be for approximately 2 months at start up and then intermittent 

during regular operations of the well 
 
AC-23 
 

• Current Flow:  Not yet completed. Flow projected at 700 gpm 
• Discharge Point:  To drainage channel containing Chettenham flow, with 

discharge to American River 
• Chemicals of Concern:  Perchlorate 
• Effluent Limitations governed by NPDES permit.  Perchlorate 4 ppb,  
• Notes:  Flow will be for approximately 2 months at start up and then intermittent 

during regular operations of the well 
 
Teichert Well 
 

• Current Flow:  Intermittent – up to 1200 gpm 
• Discharge Point:  To Teichert facility for use as process water.  Excess flows will 

go back up to GET B area for discharge under WDRs to be completed. 
• Chemicals of Concern:  Perchlorate and VOCs 
• Effluent Limitations:.  Perchlorate 4 ppb and VOCs - ND  
• Notes:  System will also receive flow from two southern extraction wells for the 

White Rock Road North Dump by the end of this year  WDRs will be developed 
to govern discharge.  Most of the time the flow will be utilized by Teichert for 
processing at one or more of their facilities along Grant Line and Scott Roads. 
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