Issues and Alternatives Discussed 


at the October 28, 1998 Meeting


of the 


BPTCP Advisory Committee





On October 28 discussions were initiated on the contents and composition of the State Water Resources Control Board’s (SWRCB’s) consolidated toxic hot spot cleanup plan.  No consensus was reached at the meeting on the topics listed below.  Further discussion on these topics will take place at the December meeting of the September 1998 Advisory Committee.  The discussion focused on the issues the SWRCB listed in the guidance policy.  The issues, alternatives and a summary of the discussion is presented below.








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





A.  Assemble the regional toxic hot spot cleanup plans into separate chapters by Region.





B.  Consolidate lists of candidate toxic hot spots into a single, summary list using the Regions’ ranked lists; arrange by Region (from north to south) and alphabetical order.  Use separate chapters for the remediation activities approved by the RWQCBs.





C.  Consolidate lists of candidate toxic hot spots and re-rank using alternative criteria.





Discussion:  Alternative B seemed to be a workable alternative.  Concern was raised about the perception at being at the top of the list.  No matter how the list is presented the potential exists for unintended interpretations.





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





A.  Do not adopt a process for revaluation and removing sites from the lists  





B.  Use a process that modifies the Consolidated Plan.





C.  Do not modify the Consolidated Plan.  Set up a system that allows the RWQCBs to report status on sites.  RWQCBs would issue certification of “no further action” to stop action at sites.





Discussion:  There seemed to be some support for Alternative C.  Sites could be more easily addressed using this approach because the RWQCBs could administratively report on site status including certifying that cleanup action is completed (e.g., a certification of “no further action”).


�



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





A.  Provide no additional guidance





B.  Provide guidance only on acknowledgment of toxic hot spot in WDRs and on the  meaning of “reevaluation” in Water Code Section 13395.





C.  Provide additio
