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ANNUAL AGENCY STATUS REPORT 
CALIFORNIA FISCAL YEAR 2015/2016   

 

July 1, 2015 through June 30, 2016 

Figure 2 shows a year on year comparison of 
reported case begin dates for LUST cases 
open in GeoTracker on 7/15/2015 and 
7/15/2016. The area  between the two curves 
represents the cases closed during the 12 
month period from July 2015 to July 2016. 

Source: Case begin dates were taken from 
the GeoTracker Advanced Case Reporting 
Tool Report on 7/15/2015 and 7/15/2016. For 
cases without a valid begin date, the Report 
Dates were compiled directly from GeoTracker 
on 7/15/2015 and 7/15/2016. 

Figure 1 shows statewide net and gross 
closure rates. Net Closure Rate is calculated 
from the difference in the number of cases from 
the beginning to end of the performance period, 
and represents the difference in total case load 
during the period. Gross Closure Rate is 
calculated based on the total number of cases 
closed, versus the number of open cases at the 
start of the performance period. For a 
breakdown of closure rates by agency, see 
Tables 4 and 5. 

Source: CA FY `15/`16 data were taken from 
the GeoTracker Advanced Case Reporting Tool 
on 7/15/2016. Data for previous fiscal years 
were taken from previous Agency Status 
Reports. All data presented include Military UST 
cases. 

Figure 2: Year on Year Comparison of Age Distribution of California’s LUST Cases 

This Annual Agency Status Report (report) 
presents leaking underground storage tank 
(LUST) case performance data collected 
from GeoTracker including case closure 
rates, average case age, agency response 
time to submittals, Cleanup Fund (CUF) 
hours budgeted, and Military UST site 
metrics for nine Regional Water Quality 
Control Boards (Regional Water Boards), 
the California State Water Resources 
Control Board (State Water Board), 13 Local 
Oversight Program (LOP) Agencies which 
were active during the period of 
performance, California Fiscal Year 2015/2016 (CA FY 2015/2016). This report has been prepared as part of 
the Cooperative Agreement LS-99T10301-4 between U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) 
Region 9 and the State Water Board. 

‡ 

Table 1: Case Closure Overview 

Figure 1: California Net and Gross Case Closure Rates 
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Tables 2 and 3 present data 
about the number of UST and 
Military UST cases open at the 
end of CA FY 2015/2016 by 
agency, the average age of open 
LUST cases for water boards and  
LOPs, and the average age of 
Military USTs for Regional Water 
Boards.  

  

NOTE: Tulare County ceased to 
be an LOP on 7/1/2016. 

Source: All CA FY 2015/2016 
case closure data in Tables 2 and 
3 were taken from the GeoTracker 
Advanced Case Reporting Tool 
on 7/15/2016.  Data for 
CA FY 2015/2016. 

Military UST Site data were 
compiled from the GeoTracker 
Cleanup Sites Data Download on 
7/15/2016. (available at: https://
geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/
datadownload). 

Table 2: State and Regional Water Board Open Case Data 

Table 3: LOP Open Case Data 



Annual Report 

3 

 

 

Tables 4 and 5 present 
the number of LUST and 
Military USTs open at the 
beginning of the 
performance period for 
each Regional Water 
Board and LOP. Also 
presented are the number 
of cases closed during the 
fiscal year, the net and 
gross closure rates for the 
period of performance 
and a comparison to the 5 
year average closure rate 
for each agency. The 
average age of cases 
closed during the period 
are also presented. 

Net Closure Rate is 
calculated from the 
difference in the number 
of cases from the 
beginning to end of the 
performance period, and 
represents the difference 
in total case load during 
the period. Gross Closure 
Rate is calculated based 
on the total number of 
cases closed, versus the 
number of open cases at 
the start of the 
performance period.  

NOTE: Tulare County 
ceased to be an LOP on 
7/1/2016. 

Source: All 
CA FY 2015/2016 case 
closure data in Tables 4 
and 5 were compiled 
from the GeoTracker 
Advanced Case Reporting 
Tool on 7/15/2016. 
Historical closure rate 
data were taken from 
previous Agency Status 
Reports. Case closure 
data for CA FY 2015/2016 
was compiled from the 
GeoTracker Advanced 
Case Reporting Tool on 
7/15/2016; historical 
closure rate data was 
compiled from previous 
Agency Status Reports. 

 

Table 5: LOP Case Closure Data 

Table 4: State and Regional Water Board Case Closure Data       
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Table 6: CUF Enrollment and Funding for Corrective Action Analysis by Agency 

Table 6 distinguishes between LUFT cases with and without claim numbers assigned by the UST Cleanup Fund (CUF), 
including any claim numbers associated with Emergency, Abandoned and Recalcitrant (EAR) or Orphan Site Cleanup Fund (OSCF) 
subaccount claims. Please note that Military UST cases are not eligible for the CUF and are omitted from the numbers presented in 
this table. Please also note that cases “in the CUF” may include cases with inactive or suspended claims, and cases “not in the CUF” 
may include state government facilities ineligible for the CUF. 

NOTE: Tulare County ceased to be an LOP on 7/1/2016. 

Source: Data for Table 6 were compiled from the GeoTracker CUF Case Report and Advanced Case Reporting Tool on 
7/15/2016.   
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Table 7 presents the percentage of agency responses to workplan and closure request submittals which were on time (less 
than 60 days from the data of submittal), and late (greater than 60 days from the date of submittal).  

NOTE: Tulare County ceased to be an LOP on 7/1/2016. 

Source: Data for Table 7 were taken from the GeoTracker Agency Response Report on 7/15/2016 and are presented as a 
percentage of total submitted closure requests or workplans for each agency for the period of performance. Data were polled for the 
period 7/1/2015 to 6/30/2016.  

Table 7: Agency Response Time by Submittal Type 
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 Table 8: Military UST Cleanup Site Funding and ESI Compliance  

Table 9 presents the percentage of Military UST Cleanup Site cases assigned to each case status by agency, as well as the 
average age of Military UST sites for each agency.  Source: All Case Status data shown on Overall Case Status tables were exported 
from the GeoTracker USEPA Report on 7/15/2016.  NOTE: LOPs and the State Water Board are not included  on Tables 8 and 9 
because all Military UST sites are overseen by Regional Water Boards. 

Table 8 shows Military UST Cleanup Site, Funding Source, and ESI Compliance. DERA: Defense Environmental Restoration 
Account funded sites.  

BRAC: Refers to Base Realignment and Closure Commission sites funded by the Department of Defense (DOD) Base 
Closure Account. 

ESI: Electronic Submittal of Information 

EDF: Electronic Deliverable Format 

Source: Data for Table 8 were compiled from the GeoTracker USEPA Report Total Cases at End Date Export on 7/15/2016 and 
8/12/2016 

Table 9: Military UST Cleanup Site Case Status and Average Age 
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Table 10: LUST and Military UST ESI Compliance 

Table 10 shows ESI compliance for  LUST and Military UST Sites in GeoTracker.  
Source: Data for Table 10 were taken from the GeoTracker USEPA Report on 8/12/2016, and the ESI Non–Compliance Report on 
7/15/2016. 

Table 11 shows an analysis of impacted drinking water wells by the type of well and the time frame for impact as indicated 
in the GeoTracker Risk Pages for LUST cases in the State of California. 

Source: The data for Table 11 were compiled from the GeoTracker Impacted / Nearby Wells Report on 7/15/2016. 

Table 11: Impacted Drinking Water Wells, Well Status, and  
      Time Frame for Impact 
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Table 12: LUST Case Regulatory Overview 

Table 12 presents data on the number of open cases per agency at the beginning and end of the period of performance,  the 
number of open cases per open case for CA FY 2015/2016, the net closure rate, percentage of cases admitted to the CUF, 
percentage of cases for which ESI data was submitted in CA FY 2015/2016. The percentage of workplan and closure requests with a 
response within 60-days of submittal, and the average number of Regulatory Activities during the period of performance per case 
open on 7/1/2016. 

Notes:  

PY: Person Years, approximately 1776 hours of labor.  

The number of cases per PY presented for Regional Water Boards are the actual number expended for CA FY 2015/2016, while the 
numbers presented for the LOPs are the number of PYs which were budgeted. The number of expended PYs for CA FY 2015/2016 
for LOPs is not yet available.  PYs for Region 5 were provided for the entire region and not for the individual sub-regions.  

Tulare County ceased to be an LOP on 7/1/2016; due to the transfer of cases away form this agency it was not presented 
here. Cases formerly assigned to Tulare County are included in the numbers presented for their respective Regional Water Boards, 
with the exception of a single case assigned to Tulare County on 7/15/2016, data for that case is presented elsewhere in this report.  

State Water Board: No workplans were submitted to the State Water Board during the period of performance, hours 
expended on the cases assigned to the State Water Board were not available for this report, and the ESI Compliance Report does not 
report on State Water Board Lead Cases.  

Source: Data for Table 12 were compiled from the GeoTracker Advanced Case Reporting Tool, the ESI Compliance Report, 
the Agency Response Report, the Regulatory Activities Report, the CUF Case Report, and the GeoTracker Cleanup Sites Data 
Download  on 7/15/2016. Budgeted and actual PYs per agency were provided by State Water Board staff in August 2016.  
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Table 13 shows the 
number of LUST cases 
statewide assigned to 
each case status, the 
average length of time 
that each case has been 
assigned to each status 
and the average age of 
cases assigned to each 
status. 

Please note that “Leak 
Reported” is not a case 
status, and that most 
cases with a leak reported 
during the period of 
performance have an 
official case status of 
“Open—Site 
Assessment.” 

Also, note that the age of 
closed cases is the age of 
the case at the time of 
closure during CA FY 
2015/2016. 

The numbers presented 
here represent cases 
statewide and includes 
cases assigned to former 
LOPs, USEPA, DTSC and 
Los Angeles County, 
which may not be 
reported in other figures in 
this report that exclude 
these agencies. 

 Table 13: Statewide LUST Case Status Breakdown 

†: Includes all new releases reported during the period of performance resulting in an open LUST case. 

‡: Cases closed during the period of performance.  

Source: Data shown in Table 13 were exported from the GeoTracker Cleanup Sites Data Download on 
7/15/2016 (Available at: https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/datadownload) except for Case Begin Dates which 
were exported from GeoTracker Advanced Case Reporting Tool captured 7/15/2016. 

† 

‡ 

Photograph 1: UST being removed by a track-mounted excavator 


