

December 18, 1998



Mr. Walt Pettit

Executive Director

State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100



Dear Mr. Pettit:



On October 28 and December 1, 1998, the Bay Protection and Toxic Cleanup Program (BPTCP) Advisory Committee developed several recommendations on factors that should be considered by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) during the development of the consolidated toxic hot spot cleanup plan (enclosed).  The Committee is still discussing other recommendations and refinements of the enclosed recommendations that may be submitted to the SWRCB in the near future.



The Committee looks forward to its continued participation in reviewing and commenting on the BPTCP and hope these recommendations prove useful in the further development of this program.  If you would like to discuss the recommendations please call me at (925) 825-9388.



Sincerely,









Scott Folwarkow

Chair



Enclosure



cc:	BPTCP Advisory Committee

��December 18, 1998



Bay Protection and Toxic Cleanup Program 
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Consolidated Toxic Hot Spot Cleanup Plan 





On October 28 and December 1, 1998, the Bay Protection and Toxic Cleanup Program (BPTCP) Advisory Committee developed recommendations for the State Water Resources Control Board’s (SWRCB’s) consolidated toxic hot spot cleanup plan.  This document represents the consensus of the Advisory Committee and focuses on the issues the SWRCB listed in the guidance policy that needed to be addressed in the consolidated plan.  



1.  Approach for consolidating and compiling regional toxic hot spot cleanup plans



The SWRCB should consolidate lists of candidate toxic hot spots into two summary lists using the Regions’ ranked lists as follows:  (1) toxic hot spots should be placed in a Statewide list and arranged in alphabetical order (e.g., Table 1) within each rank (high, moderate and low); and (2) toxic hot spots should be arranged by Region (from north to south) and in alphabetical order (e.g., Table 2).  The SWRCB should use separate chapters to detail remediation activities approved by the Regional Water Quality Control Boards (RWQCBs).





Table 1:  Toxic hot spots arranged by rank and in alphabetical order in each rank



Rank

�Water Body (Region)

��High

�Sites or water bodies listed alphabetically

��Moderate�Sites or water bodies listed alphabetically

��Low�Sites or water bodies listed alphabetically

��









Table 2: Toxic hot spots arranged by Region (from north to south) and in alphabetical order.



Region

�Rank�Toxic Hot Spot��North Coast�High

Moderate

Low�Site or water bodies listed alphabetically

��San Francisco Bay�High

Moderate

Low�Site or water bodies listed alphabetically

��.

.

.�.

.

.�.

.

.��San Diego�High

Moderate

Low�Sites or water bodies listed alphabetically

��





2.  Removing locations from and reevaluating the list of known toxic hot spots



The SWRCB should establish a system that allows the RWQCBs to report the status of sites.  Site status should only be reported if no further action is necessary to remediate the site.  This system should not require that a site be removed from the known toxic hot spot list in the Consolidated Plan.  RWQCBs would issue certification of “no further action” (NFA) to stop action at sites and then the SWRCB would take a formal action (on the consent calendar) to update the status of the toxic hot spot.



The list, therefore, would contain the name of the site, the Region it is located in, the date it was listed, and, if no further action is required, a note to that effect, and the date the NFA was determined.



3.  Guidance on reevaluating waste discharge requirements in compliance with Water Code Section 13395



The SWRCB should provide guidance only on acknowledgment of the toxic hot spot in Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) and on the  meaning of “reevaluation” as used in Water Code Section 13395.  The SWRCB should also require the RWQCBs to consider  special conditions in WDRs if required to address or mitigate a toxic hot spot. 









4.  Existing mechanisms to implement the consolidated toxic hot spot cleanup plan



When identifying mechanisms and funds to address known toxic hot spots, the SWRCB should consider using the following:



A.  Nonpoint Source Grants (Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 319)



B.  Wetland Grants (CWA Section 104(b))



C.  State Revolving Fund (SRF) Loan Program



D.  Agricultural Drainage Management Loan Program



E.  CALFED



F.  Cleanup and Abatement Fund



G.  ACLs to address problems at toxic hot spots.  Exchange penalties for supplemental environmental projects at toxic hot spots.



H.  Trading credits



I.    Responsible parties.



J.   Any combination of  Alternatives A through I and any other funding source identified by the RWQCBs.



5.  Findings regarding the consolidated toxic hot spot cleanup plan



The SWRCB should provide findings on estimate of funds needed to address toxic hot spots.  The estimates should project how much funding is needed (i.e., a range).



Additionally, the SWRCB should address the need to fund watershed management.
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Mr. Walt Pettit

Page �page \* arabic�1�

May 9, 1995








