STATE OF CALIFORNIA

REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION

STAFF SUMMARY REPORT – Stephen Hill

MEETING DATE:
May 21, 2003

ITEM:


10

SUBJECT:
Groundwater Cleanup Progress Summary  - Status Report

CHRONOLOGY:
October 21, 1998 – underground tank program status report considered

June 16, 1999 – groundwater cleanup status report considered

November 29, 2000 – spills, leaks, investigations, and cleanups (SLIC) program

 status report considered

DISCUSSION:
We briefed the Board in 1999 on progress we had made in cleaning up groundwater contamination sites in our region since the the early 1980s.  At the time, we considered the groundwater cleanup program successful but saw various challenges ahead.  A key challenge was how to manage sites with persistent contaminants, where full cleanup will take many years or decades.   

Recently, we updated the “progress summary” (see Appendix A).  Compared to 1999, some findings haven’t changed much: we still devote substantial staff resources to cleanup programs, our cumulative caseload continues to grow as more sites are discovered, groundwater cleanup still takes a long time at most sites, and we continue to be successful in preventing impacts to municipal supply wells in our region.  We have continued to make steady progress on a number of fronts:

· More Board enforcement orders (increase from about 200 as of 1999 to 250 as of now)

· More sites enrolled in the SLIC cost recovery program (increase from about 300 to 400)

· Beneficial uses evaluated for more groundwater basins (notably the South Bay basins)

· More contaminant mass removed due to active cleanup (increase from over 500,000 pounds to over 670,000 pounds at Superfund sites alone)

· More case closures (increase from about 4,600 to 6,100 for underground tank cases and increase from about 300 to 400 for SLIC cases)

We also see various changes in the cleanup problems we face as well as the tools we use to address them:

· Emerging contaminants such as perchlorate and solvent stabilizers

· Increased municipal use of groundwater (for example, the planned utilization of brackish groundwater by Alameda County Water District)

· Shift in cleanup technologies proposed by dischargers (fewer “pump and treat” systems, more in-situ technologies such as enhanced bio-remediation, and more proposals for monitored natural attenuation)

· Our increased use of geographic information systems (GIS) to prioritize contamination sites, particularly leaking underground fuel tanks

· Our pro-active requests for MTBE monitoring in groundwater at operating gas stations, due to evidence of new releases from upgraded tanks

· Our development of risk-based screening levels (RBSLs) to improve risk assessments and encourage “brownfields” redevelopment and cleanup

· Our increased reliance on risk management measures, such as deed restrictions, to cope with long cleanup times

In sum, the groundwater cleanup program continues to be successful in getting contamination sites cleaned up and protecting both human health and water quality, despite various new challenges.  We will continue to update you on this program in the future.
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Appendix A:   Groundwater Cleanup Program – Progress Summary

