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Brownfields 2001 National Conference (Chuck Headlee)

On September 24-26, Board staff attended the USEPA-sponsored Brownfields 2001 National Conference. This year’s conference theme was “Restoring the Environment, Revitalizing Communities”.  The conference was attended by federal, state, and local regulators; redevelopment agencies; mayors and city managers; developers; and consultants.   Keynote speakers included USEPA Administrator Christine Whitman and other national dignitaries.  

Brownfields are properties that are idle, abandoned, or underused because they are contaminated, or thought to be contaminated, and have not been redeveloped due to concerns about the cost of remediation or potential liability issues. The conference emphasized that brownfields redevelopment makes good sense. Brownfields sites present an opportunity to create a new future for the community while cleaning the environment and preserving history for future generations.  Two aspects of the conference were of particular interest:  

· A brownfields project in our region won one of this year’s USEPA "Phoenix" Awards  - the Bridgecourt Housing and East Baybridge Center in Emeryville.  The awards are given to one project per USEPA region in recognition of brownfields projects that successfully cleanup up contaminated property and return it to productive use.  This is a mixed housing and retail center constructed on several brownfields sites on the Emeryville-Oakland border.  The Board oversaw environmental remediation and long-term risk management for this site.

· One session discussed pending federal legislation that would provide $200 million per year to the states for brownfields redevelopment projects.  About 25% of the funds would be earmarked for "USTfields," leaking underground fuel tank sites that have languished because of the petroleum exemption provisions of the federal Superfund law.  This is particularly important in our region because of the many old and abandoned service stations in the urban core areas.  Staff will be working closely with local agencies to help them take advantage of this possible funding opportunity.

Arsenic at Former Southern Pacific Rail Spur/East Palo Alto (Mark Johnson)  
Since last month's EO report, staff have learned that arsenic pollution of shallow soils is limited to the former rail spur and does not extend into the back yards of the adjacent residential area.  This result will simplify site characterization and cleanup work.  

Board staff updated the Board last month of the ongoing investigations of arsenic impacted soil along a former Southern Pacific (now Union Pacific Rail Road or UPRR) rail spur in East Palo Alto.  The former rail spur is approximately 5,700 feet long and separates the Ravenswood Industrial Area from the adjacent residential area.  In late September, Board staff received results of the investigation of the rail spur as well as draft supplemental data from soil samples collected in a number of adjacent residential back yards.  The data collected along the rail spur is consistent with previous investigations and indicates that levels of arsenic decrease from the center of the rail spur moving toward the fences.  The supplemental data collected from the backyards indicates that no impacts of arsenic are present.

Board staff met earlier this month with both UPRR and the City of East Palo Alto to discuss the investigation results, future land uses and appropriate further actions.  With respect to future land use, we anticipate that the rail spur easement will be terminated and the former rail spur area will be returned to the adjacent homeowners and incorporated into their backyards.  This being the case, arsenic-impacted soil along the rail spur will be removed, thereby allowing the homeowners unrestricted use of the former rail spur area.

Within the next few months, we expect to receive from UPRR and the City a remedial action plan for the removal of approximately 25,000 cubic yards of soil from the former rail spur area.  We anticipate that the remedial actions will be implemented in spring 2002.  In the next month or so, Board staff, UPRR and the City will be holding a community meeting to notify residents of the results on the investigation, decisions on future land use, and the schedule for developing a cleanup plan for the rail spur.  We will keep the Board apprised of ongoing progress at the site.

Santa Clara Valley Water District Multi-Year Stream Maintenance Program (Paul Amato)

We have been working with the Santa Clara Valley Water District (the District) to develop a multi-year program for routine stream maintenance activities that all permitting agencies, including ours, could permit once rather than annually as occurs now. The District’s Stream Maintenance Program, as proposed, would apply to sediment removal, bank protection, vegetation management, and a specific group of minor channel maintenance activities that the District regularly performs to maintain water supply and flood control in Santa Clara County.  This approach is intended to improve project design and implementation, insure mitigation consistency, and streamline the review process that currently involves annual preparation, review, and permitting of several individual proposals.

Mitigation for sediment removal activities is proposed one time for each site over the course of the Program.  This approach is proposed because the impacts to each site are considered temporary, occurring only while vegetation reestablishes after each sediment removal episode.  Tidal and freshwater wetland restoration and creation, stream and watershed protection, and removal of the non-native giant reed have been proposed for mitigation.   Reestablishing appropriate riparian vegetation as close to each site as possible is proposed to mitigate stream bank repair projects that involve the use of rock or other forms of hardscape.  Vegetation management and other minor activities have been determined to have insignificant impacts when best management practices are followed.  As a result, mitigation is not proposed for such activities.

We have coordinated with federal and state regulatory agencies to determine and describe to the District unresolved issues with the Stream Maintenance Program as currently proposed.   We intend to bring consideration of the final Program to the Board early next year, pending resolution of remaining issues.  

CALFED Watershed Program (Tobi Tyler and Sandia Potter)

Board staff attended the CALFED Watershed Program’s Watershed Partnerships Seminar in Sacramento from September 17 – 28.  The other 35 participants included four Regional Board staff from Regions 4, 5, and 9; City and County managers; environmental group members; agricultural, forestry and rangeland representatives; water purveyors and managers; recreation industry representatives; and other State agency representatives (DWR).

The seminar offered an excellent array of presentations by experts in the fields of ecology, hydro-geomorphology, GIS mapping, watershed modeling, economics, environmental journalism, policy, and watershed management.  The seminar also provided tools to enhance skills in facilitating, team building, working with county and local governments, and developing community-based partnerships that work toward a common goal of improving and sustaining healthy watersheds.  In addition to presentations (both interactive and not), the seminar included a field trip to the Cache Creek watershed, which was the subject of a case study.  The participants were divided into 5 groups, based on the diversity of experience and interest, and required to develop a watershed management plan for the watershed, which was presented to the entire group on the last day of the seminar.  The exercise provided an opportunity to practice the collaboration skills presented and gain immediate feedback from the seminar’s facilitator on how to effectively function with diverse stakeholders in dynamic groups.

Ultramar Diamond Shamrock Golden Eagle Refinery (David Elias)

Many of the historical environmental liabilities at the Golden Eagle Refinery (formerly the Avon Refinery), located in Martinez, are currently owned and managed by the Joint Environmental Investigation and Remediation Committee (JEIRC).  The JEIRC was formed by Tosco, Phillips, and Texaco, in order to address these liabilities.  In the last seven years the JEIRC has improved their separate-phase hydrocarbon extraction efficiency dramatically.  Hydrocarbon removal from the subsurface began in about 1984.  From 1984 to 1993, a total of 1,957,000 gallons were extracted from the subsurface and recycled at the site for an average of 195,000 gallons/yr.  Since 1994, the year that the committee began managing the system, an additional 2,241,000 gallons have been extracted, for an average of 320,000 gallons per year.  To date, a total of 4,198,000 have been extracted from the subsurface. Staff are currently working with the JEIRC to augment/modify the extraction systems to maximize recovery in areas where hydrogeology allows for efficient hydrocarbon removal. 

Tosco Refinery (Larry Kolb)

On September 17, Tosco Corporation became a wholly owned subsidiary of Phillips Petroleum Company.  Tosco will continue to operate its refinery in Rodeo.  

In-house Training

Our September training was an annual health and safety 8-hour refresher.  Our October training will be on the topic of analytical chemistry; how we evaluate analytical data.  Brown-bag topics included an October 3 session on the no-net-loss policy for wetlands and an October 25 session on undersea photography by one of our staff, Vincent Christian.

Staff Presentations

Shin-Roei Lee and Steve Morse made presentations to the West County Regional Wastewater Service Providers Group at their meeting of September 14th. The Group represents existing (and potential) wastewater agencies in West Contra Costa County. Steve's presentation covered the Board's enforcement program; Shin-Roei's presentation was on emerging Board policies and regulations.

On October 1, Keith Lichten in the Watershed Management Division lectured at UC Berkeley's graduate infrastructure class, in the Department of City and Regional Planning.  He spoke on the history of storm drainage in Oakland, the NPDES storm water program, and ongoing changes to the program, including the proposed revisions to the Santa Clara Valley urban runoff program's permit.  Class attendees included Zhang Quan, Deputy Director of the Environmental Protection Bureau of Shanghai, China, who requested to tour the Board over the next few weeks. 

Roger Brewer will be giving a presentation entitled "Investigation and Control of Contaminated Groundwater Discharges to the San Francisco Bay Estuary" at the national Geological Society of America meeting in Boston the week of November 5th.  Greg Bartow and Andree Breaux are co-authors.  The presentation will focus on the groundwater contamination problems along the margins of the Bay and the protection of near shore ecological habitats.

Two Regional Board staff members gave presentations at the 8th Annual Continuing Legal Education Conference on California Wetlands held in San Francisco on September 13 and 14.  Larry Kolb presented "404 Permitting Process" and Andree Breaux presented "State Water Regulation Policy".

I continued stormwater outreach discussions with Santa Clara cities and County elected officials. I met with the Santa Clara Cities Association (city council members) and the County Pollution Prevention Committee, consisting of County supervisors, mayors, industry, environmental groups, and the Water District. I will also meet again with the Cities Managers Association. Staff and I met with the Public Works Directors to continue our outreach on stormwater.

October 4, 2001

 New Items in Italics
Power Plants Currently Under Construction

	Project
	Applicant
	Capacity
	Regional Board Status

	Delta Energy Center

(Pittsburg)
	Calpine and Bechtel
	880 MW
	· Facilitated in streamlining the wastewater reuse permitting process

· Reviewed Application for Certification (AFC)

· General Industrial Stormwater Permit Notice Of Intent (NOI) has not yet been submitted

	United Golden Gate Peaking Project Phase I (provide power during peak load time only)

(San Francisco International Airport)
	El Paso Merchant Energy Company
	51 MW
	· Reviewed AFC

· General Industrial Stormwater Permit NOI has not yet been submitted

· Project on hold due to land lease issues

	Total Generation Capacity:
	931MW SUM(800+500) \# "#,##0" 


Power Plants with Application Currently Being Reviewed by CEC

	Project
	Applicant
	Capacity
	Regional Board Status

	Metcalf Energy Center

(San Jose)
	Calpine and Bechtel
	600 MW
	· Reviewed AFC

· General Industrial Stormwater Permit NOI has not yet been submitted

· Project Approved by CEC on 9/24/01

	Potrero Repower Project

(San Francisco)
	Mirant
	540 MW
	· Facilitated in the interpretation of thermal limitation and requirements for thermal exemption

· Reviewed AFC

· Facilitated in the determination of intake structure location and dredging requirements.

· NPDES Permit application submitted and deemed complete.

· Drafted Tentative Order (TO)

· Tentative Order out for public review

Potential Problem with community objections.  

	United Golden Gate Project Phase II

(San Francisco International Airport)
	El Paso Merchant Energy
	520 MW
	No AFC or permit application received to date.

Project on hold due to land lease issues.

	Valero Cogeneration Project
	Valero Refining Company
	102 MW
	AFC submitted

CEC 4 month fast track review

	Project
	Applicant
	Capacity
	Regional Board Status

	Russell City Energy Center

(Hayward)
	Calpine/ Bechtel
	600 MW
	· AFC received.

· Facilitated in NPDES permitting consideration

· Facilitated in Water Quality Certification process

Potential Problem with wetland fill

	Spartan I Energy Center (San Jose)
	Spartan Power LLC
	96 MW
	· AFC received



	Total Generation Capacity:
	2,458 MW


Power Plant with Application Expected in 2001/2002

	Project
	Applicant
	Capacity
	Regional Board Status

	South City

(South San Francisco)
	South City LLC
	550 MW
	No AFC or permit application received to date.

	Spartan II Energy Center (Milpitas)
	Spartan Power LLC
	96 MW
	No AFC or permit application received to date.

	Metcalf Peaker (Santa Clara County)
	Calpine/Bechtel
	196 MW
	No AFC or permit application received to date.

	SFO Peaker (San Mateo County)
	
	114 MW
	No AFC or permit application received to date.

	Concord Peaker (Concord)
	
	90 MW
	No AFC or permit application received to date.

	Total Generation Capacity:
	1,046 MW


Power Plant with Application Withdrawn

	Project
	Applicant
	Capacity
	Remarks

	Eastshore Substation Reliability Generation Project

(Alameda County)
	Calpine
	91.2 MW
	Provide power during peak load demand only

	Martin Substation Peaking Project

(San Mateo County)
	Calpine
	91.2 MW
	Provide power during peak load demand only

	Newark Substation Reliability Generation Project

(Alameda County)
	Calpine
	91.2 MW
	Provide power during peak load demand only

	San Francisco Bay Barged-Mounted Emergency Generator

(San Francisco County)
	PG&E National Energy Group
	95 MW
	Provide power during peak load demand only

	San Mateo Substation Peaking Project

(San Mateo County)
	Calpine
	91.2 MW
	Provide power during peak load demand only

	Scott Substation Peaking Project

(Santa Clara County)
	Calpine
	88 MW
	Provide power during peak load demand only

	Total Generation Capacity:
	547.8 MW


Definitions:

PEAK LOAD -- The highest electrical demand within a particular period of time.  Daily electric peaks on weekdays occur in late afternoon and early evening.  Annual peaks occur on hot summer days.

PEAK LOAD POWER PLANT -- A power generating station that is normally used to produce extra electricity during peak load times.  A plant usually housing old or low-efficiency steam units, gas turbines, diesels, or pumped storage hydroelectric equipment normally used during the peak-load periods.

PEAKING UNIT -- A power generator used by a utility to produce extra electricity during peak load times.

Note: 1,000 MW can provide energy needed by 1 million homes
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