
Lack of Caillfornla"s 
wlll to embrace the 
needed changes to 
protect our 
wlnerable 
communities. 

- repr.-santatn,.-s-o, -·. 
comeandgo: 
Environmental Justice 
communities have 
Institutional 
knowledge,
somawhatbut notas 
long as tribal
knowledge, that 
n•ds to be heard,

valued andvalued and lncorporat.d 
-.lncornorat•d ln_th In the decision 

tr-. 

It doesn't take 
into account 
the root cause 
of zoning 
issues 

Supplemental Information - Examples 

What is the potential and added value 
of this information? How would it 

inform and improve the permitting 
decision? 

In rural areas. Census 
Tracts can be very 
large geographically. 
distorting the data of 
a small established 
community within the 
Census Tract 
Supplemental data on 
specific communities 
would be helpful. 

What are the challenges associated with 
this information that need to be 
addressed? 

There is value in 
simplicity and 
predictability. Why 
are the 21 data sets 
included in 
CalEnviroScreen not 
sufficient to identify 
wlnerable 
communities in CA? 

Using a totality of the 
data approach leaves 
a lot of discretion to 
DTSC staff and puts 
communities who 
may not have 
resources to collect 
and submit data at a 
disadvantage. 

It takes a long time to 
get data through a 
traditlonal academic 
peer-review process 
which could mNn It Is 
outdated. Are there 
more dynamic modes 
ofdata collection that 
could be tagged as 
provisional? 



Lockat__,
ICDNI..Inthose 
conm1.1nlla1 n the
m.....,_gut__.,.r_ll
rep,•1111tatlve - ratlW'
tlwl-lcngabouttltllln___

Might need 2 -of 
crbrlai commun11¥ 
a,d other,and Dl'SC 
follow upon Info 
provided by 
communitiesto
ensure quality

Provide 
certainty of 
the process
and start the
dialogues now

, __tto r­

outoftltll -•maybea..,.-nt 
foro-t;ypesd-·-­N■■on wfW' thll
lhouiml't beOMroul --1

gwc:llll••for how
pa,tlcladatale,g. 
meclan HH lncomel
lhoulcl ...gallMNcl todona,-~-·_,._,_ .. ... accaplad,-­
-quollt;yddata 

Start to gather 
the data that 
Is needed to 
supplement 
CESnow 

luslnuw respond 
to demand, DTSC
should Identify 
whera n■■ ded new 
fllcllltlu should be 
locatad.--to 
bids to bulld/nin 
tho•

St.tall thua 
proc....nows look
atwh•e fadlltles
are and start 
looldng at tiara,
Information n■■ ded.
etc - do not waitfor 
Nch ...mlt 
expiration to arise 

Focus on bulldlng 
partnerships .,._n 
communltlu, 
agencies/eel 
lns11tutlons for 
funding & time & 
ensuring data 
quality 

Empower 
community to 
articulate their 
nMdsandthlnk 
about their own 
solutions 

Patrice/Julia 

Community Perspective 

What shou ld be considered a1ppropri.ate and 

substant ive supplemental data for DTSC 
permitting decision process? 

How should DTSC val lidate the relevance and 
appropriateness of supplementa l informat ion? 

Cbmmunlty 
lnfcrmdon ahodd 
be*ectlonal for 
thea98'K)'totake 
- ... -Inducing
~iowtngupm 
....... tho-ltyof 
...tdata a nHded 

Bulldng 
relatlon1hlps and 
empo\Nel'lng 
communities. 
Trusting their 
kl'IOIN'ledge to 
continue retNrch 
and collect data. 

hc.-.Nlmout 
who has f'NOl#Ces 
to cdlKt data & 
w...... 
motMltlon ii to 
pf'CMdedata 

If there are data 
gaps, start 
gathering that Info 
now. Consider 
lnvoMng another 
agency orprocess 
(e.g.. OEHHA or 
AB617) to gather 
that InfoIf-· 

Clearly define what 
supplemental 
Information Is 
needed, which 
Indicators arenot 
robust for a glwn 
communlfy In CES 
and target that data 

Supplemental Info Is 
good, particularly 
giwn conc•ns on 
undar-lncluslveness, 
but Ht guardrails• a 
"closed unlwrse" of 
Information. 
Consider, 
compliance hlsto,y 

QUALITY 

What additional guidel ines are needed to 

ensure quality of data? 

How can we ensu re that these guidelines are 
inclusive wh ile preserving the r igor of the data 
and its appl icability to the permitting process? 

-­

--ccm•

TIMELI NESS 

How ca11 DTSC ensure that th is added step 

would not keep the permitti ng process f ro rn 

moving forwaird in a t imely manner? 

How would supplemental information impact 
permitti ng decisions? 

___... 
.....,. of ,,••t)tsis 
byM1tysis"-dNl1y' 
l»IIMwf'YCl!Sls 
not~.......... and 

l'loodflt.N do not 
a.low so mu::h dlt.a 
thlt tM p,oc-.s ls...... 

C.....tracttlz• 
end boundarin.,.
Important- MN to ........ 
comrnunfti,. not 
c.-.lUI tract

Burdan should 
notbe on 
commJnity. 



Orlt 
Diana 

Hin-Yun 

Industry Perspective 

What shou ld be considered a1ppropri.ate and 

substant ive supplemental data for DTSC 
permitting decision process? 

How should DTSC val lidate the relevance and 
appropriateness of supplementa l informat ion? 

this actualy show 
d fferently? How 
would DTSC consl­
alr pollution burden 
using multiple del<I 
sets, and who woulcl 
evaluate the data? 
same applies for other 
domalns. e.g.. 
multiple lndlcotors 
that depict 

How Is• facility 
suppoNd to ew luate 
suppl.mental data 
and apply It to Its 
proposed WOrk Plln? 
What are the 
boundarl•s by which• 
HWF will be required 
to offer up 
mitigations? 

Is data rrMNlnt to 
chal'IICtltrize tha 
community, 
regardless of the 
HWF, or the HWFs 
contribution to the 
overall cumulative 
Impacts? 

If It Is supposed to be 
about• fecll ty's 
proportional 
contrbutlon. then this 
needs to be expllc ltJy 
sl<lted by DTSC. 
Would Dl'SC then 
reject dlta that Is 
compl.tety unrel.ated 
to the fecl lty and Its 
lmpects? 

QUALITY 

What additional guidel ines are needed to 

ensure quality of data? 

How can we ensu re that these guidelines are 
inclusive wh ile preserving the r igor of the data 
and its appl icability to the permitting process? 

How will DTSC 
ensure consistency 
In outcomes if uch 
community has 
different data being 
consklered? 

Relevancy Is more
Important than data
quality. Aftltr that,
weighting of
evidence.

TIMELINESS 

How can DTSC ensure that th is added step 

would not keep the permitti ng process f ro rn 

moving forwaird in a t imely manner? 

How would supplemental information impact 
permitti ng decisions? 



Patricia 

Tribal Perspective 

QUALITY TIMELINESS 

What should be considered a1ppropri.ate and 

substantive supplemental data for DTSC 
permitting decision process? 

How should DTSC val lidate the relevance and 
appropriateness of supplementa l information? 

What additional guidelines are needed to 

ensure quality of data? 

How can we ensure that these guidelines are 
inclusive while preserving the r igor of the data 
and its applicability to the permitting process? 

How ca11 DTSC ensure that th is added step 

would not keep the perm itting process fro rn 

moving forwaird in a t imely manner? 

How would supplemental information impact 
permitting decisions? 



Evelia 
Gary 

I 

.....a. QUALITY 

-

TIMELINESS 

' 

lntant Isnot to do
big 10elal problem 
soMng, If the facility
Is no longer there, 
what ls the real 
Impact to 
potentially lass 
stringent
requirements 

can, expect permit 
managers to ba-rts In all upects,
-da high bar on 
the qually of the 
dlt.,,lnformatlon. 
How do-get the 
ber Ht to fairly treat 
la"llubatantiated 
Information? 

Cltlzans collect data 
through ' Pwpla Air" 
oroth• tools. Data 
from do.ices at a 
home could ba UNd 
to subltantlata data. 
Nead to ba tasted and 
provide real error In 
that data. Acceptable 
sampling and arror 
r-. 

Local Agency Perspective 

What shou ld be considered a1ppropri.ate and 

substant ive supplemental data for DTSC 
permitting decision process? 

How should DTSC val lidate the relevance and 
appropriateness of supplementa l informat ion? 
Obligated to review W 
there Is a tru• health 
Impact, can't be 
perception bas.~ 
tangible that a facility 
can corr.c-t. It should 
be corr.ct-.d. The 
weighting should be 
bas.don ho.v w.11 w. 
can substantiate It. 

If there is 
factual info
that there is 
harm, DTSC
should act on 
this data. 

Ifdata is not
substantiated, how
do we address it? 
The weight that 
OTSC gives
supplemental data 
should be linked to 
its rigor 

Substantive evidence. 
besed In fact, If meets 
crlterl.a ain utllze It. 
Thresholds?• What 
will be the 
thresholds? OTSC 
defaults to air districts 
or RWQCB11 OTSC ain 
establ sh thresholds 

Thresholds 
might be
needed to 
develop for
permit 
decision. 

If evidence is 
based in fact.
this needs to 
be considered. 

Hard toput pm 25 
concentration In llne 
with hNlth 
thresholds to compare 
to chemic.I threshold. 
HRA may only focus 
on 1 chemlcal of 
concern, HRA n..cls 
to conslct.r total 
e fltcts of all 
chemlcals lnvolv4KI. 

Qualitative vs 
quantitative 
balance, 
where is the 
balance,

What additional guidel ines are needed to 

ensure quality of data? 

How can we ensu re that these guidelines are 
inclusive wh ile preserving the r igor of the data 
and its appl icability to the permitting process? 

oqect1ve1-mat u 1~ 
holds facllltles to, 
shoulcl'l't lesson the 
quality fo, outslda 
data, belanclng data 
quality with decisions 
Is rNlly Important. 
Maybe need to work 
slmllart,, with public 
to help them with a 
study to make It 
oualltv data 

How ca11 DTSC ensure that th is added step 

would not keep the permitti ng process frorn 
moving forwaird in a t imely manner? 

How would supplemental information impact 
permitti ng decisions? 

WIii er•«• Issues with 
timing • No specified 
tlmellne for 
supplemental 
l'lformatlon, may tak• 
a long time to go 
through, confirm th• 
Information? Open 
• nd• d amout of stuff 
wll caUH delays. 

Make sure 
information is
received in 
the
appropriate 
time frame.

Thresh olds might be 
needed to develop 
for permit decision. 
May take time in the 
permit decision. 

Perhaps facility can 
pay for data study 
when public has a 
concern? Will it wer 
be good enough? 

Could use the data 
as an •issue• 
indicator, and 
support any permit 
decisions with data 
from a reputable 
source. 




