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ITEM:			5A		





SUBJECT:	            ARCO Products Company, Chevron U.S.A., Inc., Phillips Petroleum Company, Texaco, Inc., Union Oil Company of California, City and County of San Francisco and Esprit De Corp., for the property located at Pier 64 and Associated Offsite Facilities, City and County of San Francisco – Amendment of Site Cleanup Requirements





CHRONOLOGY:	April 15, 1998 Site Cleanup Requirements adopted


                                   


                                   


DISCUSSION:	This item was continued from the October 17th Board Meeting in order to allow for additional time to address comments received. 





The Board in April 1998 adopted Site Cleanup Requirements, to address investigation and remediation of petroleum pollution related to former bulk storage facilities located in the vicinity of Pier 64 in the Mission Bay area of San Francisco (see Attachment A – Site Map).  Mission Bay is a major redevelopment for San Francisco consisting of approximately 300 acres of anticipated mixed use developments.





The existing 1998 order sets forth a task and time schedule to investigate and cleanup the free product petroleum plume in the vicinity of Pier 64. This amendment is proposed to make the cleanup progress more efficiently by revising and adding new tasks to facilitate cleanup and the protection of water quality. 





Attached are comments received following the October Board meeting (Appendix B). These comments, together with comments previously received (See Finding 9 of the Tentative Order) have been considered and incorporated as appropriate.    





In October and early November, we spoke and/or met with all of the dischargers to address their concerns.  We have made changes to the Tentative Order based on agreements reached during these meetings.  As of this writing, we believe that all of the issues have been addressed.  However, there remains a possibility that one or more parties may wish to present testimony at the Board meeting, given the sheer number of named dischargers and to the different interests of the current owners and the oil companies.





RECOMMEN-


DATION:		Adoption of Tentative Order
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		B – Correspondence
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