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Meeting at El Dorado County Environmental Management Department, Building C, April 8, 
2015 9:30 am 
 
Notes taken by Dr. Cheryl Bly-Chester, P.E., Managing Principal Engineer of Rosewood 
Environmental Engineering. Contact at cherylblychester@aol.com or (916)-721-8557. 
  
13 Attending:  
George Turnboo, member of the EDC Solid Waste Advisory Committee  (SWAC) 
Laurel Stroud, EDC SWAC 
Barbara  Houghton  Environmental Health Manager EDC Environmental Management 
Curt Kiesel EDC Environmental Health 
Paul Halloway EDC Environmental Management 
Amy Velasco, EDC Environmental Management Dept 
Pete Minkle, Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Mitch Good, CA Dept Fish and Wildlife 
Amy Phyllips, EDC Stormwater Protection  
Greg Stanton, Deputy Director of EDC Environmental  Management  
Shenine May, Support Staff  (also taking notes) 
Carol Oz, CA Dept of Fish and Wildlife 
Cheryl Bly-Chester, Rosewood Environmental Engineering 
  
The meeting opened with Barbara Houghton going over the OES release report and Amy 
Velasco and Amy Phillip's report from the County on investigating the release report. Their 
report basically stated that there was no evidence of a release from the Plant Operations to Weber 
Creek. They looked primarily at the storm water pollution prevention plan and spill prevention 
plan elements and BMPs and said that everything was in place with no evidence of a release. The 
site was dry at the time of the visit and they made visual observations with no sampling. 
  
When he was given an opportunity to speak, Mr. Turnboo interjected that he was not reporting a 
release from the current operations, but rather from an "illegal" grading operation that caused a 
release  to the surface, likely the subsurface, and to Weber Creek -  originating from 
buried contamination from prior operation.  Turnboo received information from an interested 
party in the historic Diamond Lime Plant, a limestone kiln processing plant, that there was 
an  environmental concern at the site and that people were reportedly getting sick from it . He 
reported the release conditions to the State Office of Emergency Services. Barbara Houghton cut 
him off to go on with her staff report with all the measures they observed at the site, with Amy 
Velasco continuing to explain where they walked and what the photos in the report 
depicted. Barbara Houghton appeared to more concerned about the report to OES mobilizing the 
staff, than about the potential for contamination being reported. She said that they were unaware 
of any release from the former lime quarry, especially not involving bunker oil. 
  
I (Bly-Chester) asked what the current plant was permitted to process. Barbara Houghton said 
that is the State's business and not the County's so they can't answer that question - so I looked at 
Amy Phillips (EDC Stormwater) and asked what processes and pollutants were listed in the 
SWPPP.  I asked Amy P. if petroleum products were considered processing waste included in 
the covered permit activities.  She readily could find the the SIC code (5093) in her notes, but not 
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the pollutants so we agreed that we could find that in the SMARTS database for the Industrial 
SWPPP for the site. Barbara Houghton explained that there was a large, double-wall 
containment, vaulted aboveground storage tank at the site. I asked if the plant had an 
oil/water separator. Amy Velasco volunteered that they had adsorbent pillows and booms to 
capture petroleum products and there was no sheen or staining in evidence. Amy Phillips 
answered that she did not know if they had an oil/water separator, but that there was metal 
structure in the pond at the site. Barbara Houghton cut the discussion short. 
  
Barbara Houghton then turned the discussion to the DFW report. Mitch Good said that he had 
Carol Oz on the phone with him during his site walk and that he also did not see evidence of a 
recent release and did not sample. He stated that he thought that reporting the release to OES 
caused a huge waste of resources and blamed it on the reporting party. He said that they 
normally receive an OES report, contact the reporting party to get the details and ascertain how 
urgent the release investigation is so that they can respond appropriately. When asked if he did 
call the reporting party, he said that he had not. He was told by both Turnboo and Stroud that if 
he had spoken to either of them he would have known that this was not an urgent matter, but one 
that had not yet been addressed and was likely continuing.  
 
I asked Carol Oz if she knew if this was the same lime processing plant release to Weber Creek 
that was reported a few years ago. She said that she didn't know anything about it and had never 
been to the processing plant. I didn't think that was right, so I tried to jog her memory saying that 
it was in the Mountain Democrat and there was a Grand Jury Investigation about it. I said that I 
thought that it caused a fish kill. She said that she didn't know anything about it. She certainly 
did not volunteer that she had been the DFG Specialist who had sampled Weber Creek 
previously. She claimed to have no knowledge about releases there. 
  
Stroud said that there was yet another Grand Jury investigation going on. All of the EDC 
Environmental Management people also said that they didn't know anything about it.  
  
Despite the illegal grading operations and hazardous waste release with clear impact on the 
surrounding area, Greg Stanton, the Deputy Director of the Environmental Management 
Department, stated that El Dorado County does not have a case file concerning 
the former Diamond Lime Plant site. I asked if there was a case officer assigned to it - No there 
is not.   I asked  who was investigating this release -  he said that no one is. I asked who is 
overseeing clean up - no one is. Then Barbara Houghton said that EMD doesn't have a right  to 
investigate the release, as it is on private property and they can't enter private property under any 
circumstances and certainly not without hard data to put into a report. I challenged that statement 
from several different angles, but she insisted that the County had no right to address it. 
  
I told Deputy Director Stanton that my understanding of what raised alarm was that it appeared 
that Environmental Management Staff had intentionally erased all mention of Turnboo's report 
of a problem during the SW Advisory Meeting from the Conformed Meeting Minutes. That a 
brief mention of it had appeared in the Draft Minutes, but all mention of it was taken out in the 
final minutes. Stanton's explanation was that they did not want to provide full transcripts of the 
meetings and that the County did not have the resources for complete transcripts and if the Public 
wanted to listen to the transcripts, they could request them. I said that removing information 
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from a draft of the minutes was not in anyway saving the County's resources, so that didn't make 
any sense. He then said that he didn't want to set a  precedent of providing that much information 
about what was said during the meetings. I told him that as a member of the Public, I would 
appreciate one or two sentences just mentioning that a topic had been raised, so that I would 
know that there might be transcripts of interest to me. He said that a long-standing practice of the 
staff was to not include any discussion of topics raised unless they were on point for the agenda. 
I suggested that the staff should not omit such statements made by the Public or by Board 
Members, if they were within the jurisdiction of the Board. I told him that I found that practice 
by staff very troubling. 
  
I asked several times what EDC Environmental Management's role was in this matter and were 
told, mainly by Barbara Houghton and Greg Stanton that they do not have a role in it at all. I 
asked if there had been any environmental investigations into historical recognized 
environmental concerns. Barbara Houghton said that there had not been and that the only way 
such investigations would be initiated was when there was a property transfer of some kind, then 
the banks would initiate it, but their Environmental Management Department would not and did 
not have a right to conduct any investigations or have any authority to over the environmental 
conditions at the historic Limestone quarry. The Environmental Management Department 
expressly said that they do not have a file at all on the site. 
  
Turnboo mentioned a Parkway project going through the Site - I flat couldn't believe it. I 
pointedly asked Barbara Houghton f this site was within the Planned Parkway Corridor - Yes it 
is. I then said that of course they had a right and even an obligation to investigate the 
environmental condition of any parcels being considered for a County right-of-way project and 
that they MUST be working on an EIR that MUST have information on the old Diamond Lime 
Processing Plant. Houghton reiterated that they did not have any such information, that they did 
not have a file on the Site, and that only when they were acquiring the right-of-way would they 
even consider initiating such work. Stanton said that we should all wait to see what came out of 
the current Grand Jury Investigation. This was very frustrating for me, because in no County that 
I am aware of is the Environmental Management Department so disconnected from the Planning 
Department and function. Greg Stanton sardonically told me that I had an overblown impression 
of the reach of the Environmental Management's authorities and responsibilities. 
  
After the meeting The two CDFW representatives were still trying to make their point about 
wasted resources on reporting the release to the OES. I told them that due to the Porter Cologne 
Act and other laws, Any citizen  or member of the public who has reasonable 
suspicion,  knowledge, or belief of a release of more than five gallons of petroleum product 
or  hazardous materials is obligated to make a report, which is the purpose of the Office of 
Emergency Services  Spill Alert Hotline. I said that it is not the Citizen's responsibility to control 
the dispatch of government agencies. He first asked if he wasn't a citizen. I had to explain that, in 
this case, he was a civil servant and not a member of the Public at large. He said that the 
reporting party had an obligation to tell the truth, which I agreed with. Carol Oz said that she 
thought that this report should have been made to the County Environmental Health Department 
and so I reminded her that this all started when Turnboo reported it at the Solid Waste Advisory 
Meeting with the Environmental Management Department Staff taking all mention of it out 
of the minutes and not only did they not take the report, but they did not open a file,  or assign an 
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officer and then expunged all reference to it being discussed from the minutes of the meeting. 
She acknowledged that that was what was said in the meeting. 
  
  
======== 
When I was back in my office, a very quick internet search revealed that the EIR for the 
Diamond Dorado Retail Center (at the Site of the Diamond Lime Plant) Required the following: 
  
Diamond Dorado Retail Center EIR 
Mitigation Measure  requiring an onsite inspector for all construction activities (which would 
include grading) and if a hazardous materials release is found, then a remediation plan must be 
designed and implemented under EDC Environmental Management Authority. 
MM HAZ-3d:  A Registered Environmental Assessor (REA) that is certified by the California Department of Toxic Substances Control shall provide onsite monitoring of construction 
activities for parcels formerly part of the Diamond Lime Plant (APNs 051-250-51 and 54) to observe for the potential indication of hazardous materials releases, disposal areas or contaminated 
soils. If the REA identifies environmental conditions that require remediation or require further investigation, construction activities shall cease to allow the Project applicant to prepare and 
submit a site remediation permit application and draft work plan to the El Dorado County Department of Environmental Management. To document the implementation of the prescribed 
mitigation measure, the contracted REA must provide a memorandum of observations to the El Dorado County Department of Environmental Management.  
  
This clearly gave the Environmental Management Department not only the means to initiate an 
investigation when grading operations revealed the hazardous materials, but also should have 
initiated a file on the Site for ongoing observations from the required onsite inspector. Where is 
that file?  
 
The EIR should have had a history section on the property. I contacted two different EDC DOT 
personnel familiar with the Site and they both said that, of course, anything remotely related to 
recognized environmental concerns would have been reviewed by Environmental Management 
and they were both confused that Environmental Management would disavow any knowledge 
about the problems with the former lime plant at the Site or say that they did not have a file on it. 
They thought maybe we didn't ask the question in a way that Environmental Management 
understood. I said that we asked it several times coming from every angle we could imagine and 
that Barbara Houghton said they didn't have a right to investigate the private property. These 
Planning department people were quite confused by that, saying that this right-of-way and 
parkway project has been known for a very long time, that this is not new, and that 
Environmental Management is very aware of the project. 
  
I also found on the Internet the attached Grand Jury Report.  There was a Grand Jury hearing 
about the improperly regulated limestone waste release in 2013. (Case Number GJ-13-16, 
findings attached.) The El Dorado County Grand Jury found that the cause of the release was the 
former Diamond Lime Plant site, that the toxic limestone waste continued to flow into adjacent 
waterways with no attempt by any party to stop it, and that El Dorado County had not enforced 
grading and environmental ordinances in connection to the site.  stating squarely the following 
findings: 
  
FINDINGS  
1. The unpermitted grading spread toxic limestone waste over the site causing dangerously high 
levels of pH in surrounding tributaries.  



5	  

2. Toxic limestone waste continues to flow into adjacent waterways. Nobody is doing anything 
to stop it. Not the owner, not the County and not the State.  
3. The property along with several adjacent parcels have become the site of two important 
County projects: Diamond Dorado Parkway and Diamond Dorado Retail Center.  
4. El Dorado County has executed and recorded two CONSENT TO MAKING OF 
IRREVOCABLE OFFER OF DEDICATION, where it appears the owners have offered part of 
the property to the County without charge for rights-of-way for a portion of the Parkway. The 
offer can be accepted by the County until 5/25/2025.  
5. The County did not enforce the Grading Ordinance, Title 15.14 of the County Code. It is the 
law. The law was not enforced.  
6. It would be completely irresponsible of the County to allow the Diamond Dorado Parkway 
project to proceed without ensuring that all environmental issues and mitigations have been 
resolved.  
7. Section 15.14.410 of the Grading Ordinance is an extremely valuable tool to enforce proper 
grading of property. It should be used.  
8. It is somewhat disquieting that enforcement compliance can be predicated by payment of fines 
and fees by the offending party, particularly when environmental concerns are paramount.  
  
R ECOMMENDATIONS  
1.The Grand Jury recommends that El Dorado County immediately review whether spending 
public monies for the planning, engineering or improvements for Diamond Dorado Projects is 
wise given environmental concerns. 
2.The County should engage an environmental consultant to measure the impacts of existing 
grading upon dispersal of limestone waste in consideration of up to date reports and water 
samples from State agencies including the Regional Water Quality Control Board and the 
Department of Fish and Game. 
3.The County should ensure that all environmental issues and mitigations have been resolved 
before continuing with the development of the Diamond Dorado Parkway and the Diamond 
Dorado Retail Center. 
4.Property owners adjacent to the Project or in the vicinity of the Diamond Lime Plane should be 
advised of the existing contaminations. 
5.Planning Services and DOT should explore using County Grading, Erosion, And Sediment 
Control Ordinance Section 15.14.410 to achieve prudent results. 
6.The County should enforce the provisions of the Grading, Erosion, and Sediment Control 
Ordinance,Chapter 15.14 of the County Code. 
  
The Internet search revealed the following responses from the County 
  
1. The Grand Jury recommends that El Dorado County immediately review whether spending 
public monies for the planning, engineering or improvements for Diamond Dorado Projects is 
wise given environmental concerns.  
  
County's  Response: The recommendation will not be implemented because it is not warranted. 
The County is spending public monies to construct the Diamond Springs Parkway which has 
benefits for a wide range of County residents. The Diamond Dorado commercial project is being 
proposed by private developers. The County prepared an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for 
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the Diamond Springs Parkway Project (Project), which was adopted by the Board of Supervisors 
in 2011. The EIR is a comprehensive document that identifies and evaluates potentially 
significant adverse environmental effects of the Project, as well as mitigation measures that 
would serve to avoid or reduce these impacts to a less-than-significant level. Through this 
process, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the County determined 
that the Project would result in a less-than-significant environmental impact by implementing a 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan.  
  
  
2. The County should engage an environmental consultant to measure the impacts of existing 
grading upon dispersal of limestone waste in consideration of up to date reports and water 
samples from State agencies including the Regional Water Quality Control Board and the 
Department of Fish and Game.  
  
County's  Response: Recommendation has not yet been implemented but will be in the future. 
The County prepared an Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) for the Project, which  evaluated 
the project area for potential or known hazardous materials, hazardous waste, and contamination. 
Preparation of the ESA included a records search, field visits, and historical research on past land 
uses within the Project area in order to identify potential sources of contamination. The ESA 
identified recognized environmental conditions at 2 parcels within the Project area, and also 
recommended that the County provide on-site monitoring during construction of the parcels 
within the former lime plant site for the presence of hazardous material releases or 
contamination. The County will also conduct soil testing at the 2 parcels with recognized 
environmental conditions in order to determine the extent of contamination and create a work 
plan outlining the appropriate course of action in constructing the Project improvements.  
  
SO, in conclusion, it appears that EDC Environmental Management Department were fully 
aware that a hazardous release had occurred at the Site and were feigning ignorance of it and that 
they are intentionally trying to suppress public knowledge and obstruct discussion of it. They 
refused to accept or investigate the additional information about the bunker oil in a 
buried settling pond.  They gave the appearance of being ignorant of , and disinterested in, this 
very public environmental threat, and at least the appearance of being negligent in their duty to 
provide for Public Safety and Protect the Environment. 


