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Groundwater/Underground Injection Control (UIC) Programs

Thursday, Feb. 21, 2002, 10:00am – 2:00pm

Attendees
Ecology:  
Susan Braley, Laurie Morgan, Mary Shaleen-Hansen

EPA:  

Calvin Terada, Kirk Robinson, Jennifer Parker

Purpose:
To discuss UIC and Groundwater activities described in the 2001-2003 Environmental Performance Partnership Agreement (PPA).

Overview of PPA Obligations for Groundwater and UIC
Because several of the attendees are new to their jobs, the start of the meeting was devoted to providing an overview of the PPA and a discussion about general groundwater and UIC program issues, including funding, and the relationship of EPA and Ecology to the Interagency Groundwater Committee (IGWC).

In general, funding for the Groundwater program comes from Section 106 funding allocated by formula to the states. EPA strongly recommends that 15% of 106 funds go towards groundwater.  The UIC program is funded separately, but is also done via a national allocation model.

It was noted that there has traditionally been a good working relationship between EPA and Ecology.  The Interagency Groundwater Committee (IGWC) has been a good vehicle to identify and resolve groundwater issues.

A general discussion was held regarding a vacant groundwater position in Ecology.  (Note: Since the meeting on 2/21/02, a hiring freeze has been declared by the State, therefore any plans to fill the position have been put on indefinite hold.) 

A brief discussion was held on why the UIC program is at Ecology, and not the Dept of Health Drinking Water Program.  Calvin Terada pointed out that the Clean Water Act says that a State can only have NPDES primacy if they also have UIC primacy.  Therefore the UIC program was developed at the same time Ecology was gaining primacy of NPDES.

UIC Program
Calvin Terada gave an overview of the UIC Program.  He noted that nitrates are a primary driver as a key indicator of septic system performance.  He gave an overview of the Class 5 regulation revisions.  

In addition, the following issues were discussed:

� 
UIC Database – Ecology will be transferring UIC Database maintenance responsibilities between staff, but don’t expect any impacts on maintaining the database.  Ecology will be focusing on cleaning the database up and ensuring timely submittal of information to EPA.  EPA is looking at its database for non-primacy states and Indian Lands and is hoping to develop data transfer capability for UIC wells of mutual interest - usually where enforcement and compliance information is involved. 

� 
UIC Inspections – Ecology is on track to meet UIC inspection targets for the year.  It was noted that there could be improved coordination and communication regarding sites to be inspected.

� 
Washington DOH MOU for onsite sewage systems will need to be revised.  The main regulations for onsites are being revised.  Ecology and Health will work out responsibilities regarding who will regulate specific systems.  The State needs to make sure that permit regulations for onsite sewage systems are consistent with (equivalent to, or more stringent than) the recently promulgated federal UIC regulations.

� 
Mary Shaleen-Hansen gave an update on the status of Ecology’s UIC regulation revisions.  Ecology is waiting for a management decision on whether to permit UIC wells within the Stormwater Phase 2 permits.  This is causing a hold-up in the reg revisions.  EPA noted that rule authorizations may be a good way to go.  It was also noted that General Permits are not allowed per EPA regulations.  Mary will be filing the SEPA scoping notice, and then the checklist.  Mary is working with the Eastern Washington Stormwater Management Manual work group (the manual is due out in mid-2003.  She noted that this, plus the status and timing of the Onsite regulations, may cause a delay in getting the UIC regulations finalized.  

Groundwater Program
The following program issues were discussed:

� 
The Aquifer Vulnerability Project is nearly completed.  Laurie Morgan is in the process of training the Washington State Department of Agriculture staff in how to use it.  The draft report and maps are out and available on the web.

� 
The IGWC work was discussed.  Jennifer Parker noted that Ecology committed to offer technical support to the Columbia Basin GWMA through the MOU that was established between Ecology, Agriculture, Health, the Conservation Commission, WSU College of Agriculture and Home Economics and EPA.  She suggested that Ecology review the MOU to see what needs to be done.

� 
Ambient groundwater monitoring was discussed.  Ecology updated EPA on the status of the Groundwater Monitoring Strategy that the Ecology Environmental Assessments Program is taking the lead on.  It was noted that the need for geographic baseline studies was a common theme at the first meeting to gather information on ambient monitoring needs.

� 
There was a discussion about identifying areas of the state that are developing or have groundwater pollution concerns.  

� 
GWMA’s were also discussed.  GWMA’s actively monitor groundwater, are used by local governments in several areas of the state, and are funded through grants/loans from Ecology.  They are required to submit their data to Ecology’s EIM data system.  It would be beneficial to be aware of GWMA activity and make use of GWMA information.

� 
DOH and Ecology should be working cooperatively on source water protection with respect to potential contaminant sources.  DOH has these inventoried under the Safe Drinking Water Act, and Ecology has most of the regulatory authority for many of these facilities, and for non-point groundwater pollution under the groundwater standards. 

� 
There was a discussion about the integration of groundwater into watershed assessments.  Ecology is currently drafting new TMDL guidance and they are taking groundwater into account while drafting this guidance.

The meeting ended on schedule at 2:00pm.

