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(FILE NO. 97-019) 1 ~ 
%+rIIEIPEAS, the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, t o s  h g e l e s  Regioa 
finds that: 1 

1 

1. California Watcr Code (CWC) scctio~l 13260(a)(l) requires that any person discharging 
wastes, or proposing to discharge wastes other than into a community wastewater callection 
systcm, which could affect the quality of the waters of the Slate, shall file a report of waste 
discharge (ROWS)) with the Regional Water Qudity Control Board (Regional Board) 
exercising jarisdiction in the area, and that Regional Board shall. then prescribe requirements 
for tl~e discharge or proposcd discharge oft~~astes. 

2. The Former ~Znadite South Gate Facility (Facility) is focaked at 10547 Garfield k n u e  in thle 
City of South G ~ B ,  California (Latitude 33' 55' 5gW, Longitude -1 18" 10' 3"W), The 
Facility wirere the proposed remediation is going to be inlpfeluented is curra~tly owned and 
admiiristered by Anadite California Restoration Tmst (hereafter Discllarger). The Facility is 
approximateIy 3.4 acres and Iocated approximately 2,200 feet east of the Long Bcaell 
Freeway (7 10 Freeway), f ,800 feet east of the confluence of the Los Atlgeles and Ria TI~IKIo 
Rivers. The Facility is bordered by a paved parking lot and residential houses on the nol-th, 
Garfield Avenue on the east, hfeado'1~1r Road on the south, and Scssler Street on the wasi. 

3. The Facility was invoived in industrial plating, coating, chemical milling, iu~d hard anodizing 
activities £ram the early 1950s until 2007, az1d aperated as Anadite South Gate. Si~xccc 2007 
the Facility has been occupied by Garfield Metal Finishing and coxlducts limited nxetaf 
finishing operations. During the time of operation by Anadite Sour11 Gate, the Facility 
infrastnreture included a paint shop, above ground process tanks used for immersia~dtr-eating 
metal products, storage buildings, and offices related to metal processing operations. 

4, The DiscXlarger has been conducting soil and gomdwater investigations skzce 1991 under 
the oversight of the Region31 Board pursuant to Cleanup and Abatement Order No. 98-004. 
A total of 65 groundwater monitoring wells have been installed oil and off site at different 
depths to monitor the groundwater conditiol~s ancl quality at Qle Facility and vicinity. Results 
from the soif and groundwater assessments indicate that: the primary compounds of concern 
cue llre following chlorinated volatile organic compou~lds fVOCs): trichloroelhqtfcne (TCE), 
tetrachloroethylene (PCE), cis-1,Zdiclzloroethene (cis-l,2-DCE), trans-l,2-dichloroetlene 
(trans-1,2-DCE), vinyl chloride (VC), and 1,4-dioxane (dioxane). 
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5. The "Final Groundwater Remediation Pilot Study Report and Remedial Action Plan", 
approved by the Regional Board, identified twelve candidate tecl~nalogies for groundwatcr 
remediation. From the tweIve candidates, e~If~ancecI anaerobic bioremediation (EM)  
foIowed by monitored natural attenuation fMN-4) proposed. Regional Board approved 
only EIEiB technolo~y as an interim measure to remediate the source zone area. 

6 ,  The "Groundwater Remedial Design and Implementation Plan", approved by the Regioilal 
Board, described the major components of E M  techology, and proposed an electron donor 
evaluation and laboratory treatabilily study to determine the ~ppropriate clectron dononor and 
bioaugmentatian culture to be used. A Beach-Scale Treatability Study Report recoinmcrided 
glycerin as a primary electron donor and Shaw's ~ ~ c - 9 ' ~  as a primary culture. 

7. To address Bfie groundwater contaminaiion, Flre Discharger proposes to inject an electron 
donor @rimady lactate (either as sodium lactate or factic acid), glycerin, waste glycerin, 
whey powder, or emlsified vegetable oil [EVO-Ne\x?mm ZoneTW or EOSThi]); and amended 
~vi th  a n~n~pathogenic, naturally derived, chlorinated etllene degrading bacterial cufuure 
[Sha~v's SDC-gm or SLREMYs KB-I") to create a reducing condition in gromdtvater to 
facilitate reductive dech1orination of chlol-jnated VQCs. 

8. If necessary, low concentrations of biofkling corztrol chemicals (clilofine dioxide or sodium 
I~ypocl~lori~e) inay be added to the treatment area as part of well mainterlance. A traeer such 
as potassium or soclium bromide may be added to the re-injected groundwater to iinprove t11e 
understax~ding ofthe bcal hydraulics. 

9. Groundwate~ beneath the site and vicinity is unconfined and has been encountered at 
approximately 46 fwt below ground su~face. The direction of groundwater Rotv at different 
zones vasies, but is generally toward to the south. 

i 
10. The Discharger shall monitor for the presence and coi~centration of injection solutio~~ and 

contaninants and evaluate flow conditions md any potexltial for migration of contaminants 
outside the treatment area. As specified in the Waste Discharge Requirements and Notice of 
Preparation of Mitigated Negative Declaration, the Discharger shall providc hydrdulc 
cor~trol, if necessary, to prevent offsite migration. Monitoring of groundwater quality and 
flow conditions across the entire VOCs plume is required by a conlprehensive separate 
plume-wide grouadtvater rnorlitoriilg propm.  

11. The application of electron donor amendment and ttioaugr~entation cultures to groundcvslter 
may result in temporary adverse impacts to groundwater quality, but impacts that inay result 
will be localized, and of short-term duration, and will not irlzpact any existing or prospective 
uses of groundwater. 

12. The Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Pla.1) for the Los Angeles Region designaks the 
beneficial uses of groundwater in the Central Basin for municipal and domestic supply, 
industrial process supply, industrial sen.icc supply, and agricultural supply. 
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13. The permitted discl~arge is consistent with the anti-degradation provisions of State Watcr 
R~SOUFC~S Control Board Resolution No. 68-16 (Anti-degradation Policy). The discharge 
may resu1.t in some localized exceedance of backpound concentratioi~s of constituents sue11 
as total organic carbon, VOCs, and totaI dissolved solids, but this is not anticipated to rcsult 
in any long-term groundwater degradation. 

14. This Regional Board has assumed lead agency role for this project under the Ckalifornia 
I 

I 
Environmen$ai Q~~ality Act (CEQA) [Public Resources Codc section 21000 d seq.] and has 
.conducted an Initial Study (in the format of an expanded Environmental Che~klist) in 
accordance with Title 14, California Code of Regulations, Section 15063, titfed G~t id~~ ines  
for Implementation of the CEQA. Based UII tile Initial Study, Regional Board prepared a 
Mitigated Negative Declaration documenting that the project will not have a significant 
adverse effect on the environment. , 

15. The Regional Board has notified the Discharger and interested agencies and persons of its - 

intent to prescribe Waste Discharge Requirements for this discharge and has provided them 
with an apportnity ta submit their written comments and recu~mendations, The Regional I 

Boad, in a public meeting on February 3, 2011, heard and considered all comments 
pertaining to me discharge and to the tentative requirements. 

\ 

36. Copies of the Enviromental Checklist and proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration were 
transmitted to the State Clearinghouse, ail ageilcies and interested parties. All coniments I 

received have been addressed by Regional Board staff. The Regional Board considered ali 
testimony and evidence at a public hearing held on February 3, 2011 at the Metropolitan 
Water District of Souther~l Caiifomia, Board Roont, Los Angebs, located at 7013 North 
Alameda Street, Las Angeles, California (date and location. may cllange), and good cause 
was found to approve fie E~vironmentaf Checkfist and adopt a Mitigaled Negative 
Declaration. 

17. The Regional Board has reviewed the ZnitiaI Study and Mitigated Negative Deciaraiion 1 

concerning this Resolution prepared by staff in compliance wit11 the CEQA (Public Resources 
I , 

Code section 21000 et sq.1, The Regional Board concurs with the staff Eztldings that a I 

Mitigated Negative Declaration should bc adopted. The Initial Study and A4itigated Negative 
Declaration were circuiated for public review and comment. 

TEEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED thst the Regional Board: 

1. Adopts the Environmental Checklist, Initial Study, and Mitigated Negative Declaration and 
direcis the Executive Officer to file a Notice of Determination with the State Clearingl~ouse 
within 30 days as required by the California Code of Rcgulatians. 

2. Directs that a copy of this Resolution shall be forwarded to tile State Water Resources 
Control Board and all interested parties. 
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3. Directs that the discharge of electron donors and bacterial cultures into groundwater sfialf 
confam wit11 all thc requirements, conditions, and provisions set forth in A. ''Discharge 
Li~nits " and 3. "Discharge Specijications" of the ORDER NO, R4-2011-0035. 

CERTIEICATIOH 

I, Samuel Unger, Executive Officer, da hereby c e d e  that the fore~oirtg is a full, true, :,ld correct 
copy of a Resolution adopted by tile California Regional Water Quafity Control Board, T,os 
.bgcles Region an February 3,201 1. 

Executive Officer " 


