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Former Uses & Receptors

Pulp Mill / Lumberyard « Shallow

MGP groundwater
Junkyard & maintenance« Rjver and Slough
Pesticide distributor « Future users
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Definitions & Examples

Engineering Controls
— Physical barriers

Institutional Controls
— Rules, documents & practices

Why will you need them?
What are the concerns?

EC/IC Practice around the US

« US, other states and cities
— Federal and other states
— UECA
 Oregon g
— Law anc
— Deployn] '
— Monitor{




Track record of EC/IC

Track record of EG/IC
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Online Tracking Systems
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Tracking Systems
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LandWatch Service

500 monthly alerts E
notity of poasible

unsafe activities




~ EC/ICRoadmap
Remediation . i
Strategy: Discretionary Over  Utility &
Cleanup, Approval_ the street
ECs & ICs (use permit) counter work?
Review &
Reg analysis
Agency Record Inspection
51 IC Document & Reportin
E / V,)O Conditions of .
review: Approval Construction
local govt? Tracking
Public? Coordination Problem
Problem
States & Local Concerns

e Monitoring and enforcement
» Coordination

» Costs

» Legal liability




Association of State and Territorial
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emwrges. Better of the | of LUCy, larly by future land owners,
Including sn understanding of the mmmlhummmcundmywlq uﬂumm«kdm
protect the remedy are necessary 1o help ensure the of these

mondtoriag and oversight program seems 10 be o koy 10 assuring that hadmnmm
cognizant of the restrictions and helps (o ensure compliance. Though most States reported a high
rate of compliance, routine and regular site tnspections 1o determino compliance with LUCS are
necessary W ensure protectiveness of the remedial action. n:nyp:ormumadmmnm.
whether it is direct overaght by State p el or self- g and 2. doos pot seem
10 be ax critical 10 the sucoess of LUCs. wamnbkmmlomeww
wwareness are mentioned in the Findings section of thes report,

The responses indicate that, in general, local government suthonities are not carrently involved 1o
any sspmificant Jevel in the monitoring end oversight of LUCK. Impeoving efforts to keep tocal
officials aware of the presence of LUCs and the associated restrictions woald be a first step in
creating a swonger partnership and would likely result in greater complinnee with LUCs by
property owners.

While the resources assigned 1o monsoring and oversight of LUCK varied smony the responding
States, it was generally agroed that the use of LUCS as an integral part of remedies would
continue 1o increase. Some States indicated that their current approach to monitoring and
oversight was based in part on resource comstraints. Increases in the mumber of sites relying on
LUCs will continue 1o strain State capubilities 10 conduct monitoring and ovessight. Some States
are already tmplementing innovative approaches to mddress this, icloding requiring self-
trsonitoring and reporting and vaing an nuditing approach. Considering o combination of direct
oversight, modified oversaght, and sell~mondorning and reporting spproaches, depending on
specific site complexity, could belp States address the incressing load,
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Procedures for Processing Building Permit Evaluation

Requests

for Sites with Environmental Easements per ECL 71-3607
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