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Energy Act
Inspections

* August 8, 2007 CEI Deadline
— LDEQ Staff

— Contractors
e Two EPA contracts
 Two LDEQ contracts

3 Year CEIl Cycle
— LDEQ Staff

— Contractors
 One LDEQ contract



Hurricane Katrina — August 29, 2005



Hurricane Rita — September 24, 2005



Decision

e Two Hurricanes — 8/05 and 9/05

— Staff reallocated to hurricane response
— No time to plan to meet EA requirements

 UST Division created in January 2007

— 6 Experienced UST Inspectors
— 12 UST Remediation staff

— Developing new processes, SOPs and
training new staff



UST Compliance Act
August 8, 2007 Deadline

FY ‘07
LDEQ Stalff 457 CEls
EPA Contractors 913 CEls
DEQ Contractors 314 CEls

Total 1684 CEls



First Contract

 EPA Contract with input from LDEQ

e 6 hours of classroom training (by committee)
— Differences in LA vs. Federal regulations
— How to conduct CEl (file review, records review,
site visit)
— Report preparation and documenting AOCs
« 5 different LDEQ Inspectors accompanied
Contractors on first 2 days of CEls



Challenges

e Large number of inspection reports to
review (913)

— First EPA contract

« 784 CEl reports reviewed
 90% returned to Contractor for corrections

 LDEQ retained enforcement authority
— Lag time In receiving reports
6 month Legislative time frame to complete action



Challenges

e Supporting documentation of AOCs

 LDEQ Staff resource issues

— LDEQ to re-inspected approximately 30+
sites

— Strain on Enforcement Division
— Inputting information into LDEQ database

— Responding to releases discovered during
CEls



Challenges

o Complaints from UST Owners
— UST Owner not informed of CEIl outcome

— Contractor and UST Owner scheduling
conflicts

— Contractor citing AOC without verifying in
field

— Contractor made UST Owner leave room
while reviewing data



Subsequent Contracts

« EPA and DEQ Contracts

e Training Contractors Consistently
— 8 hour classroom CEl training by 1 person
— How to conduct CEl (file review, records review,
site visit)
— Report preparation and proper documentation
e Oversight during inspections
— At least 1 day with each contractor
— Random oversight visits



Subsequent Contracts

e Subsequent Contracts allowed use of LDEQ
FIF

— Results of CElI communicated to UST Owner
 Review of Contractor CEIl Reports

— Supporting documentation for each AOC

— Verify all SOC parameters reviewed

— Return reports with NOD letter for corrections
 EPA returned 10% of second contractor reports
 DEQ returned 7% of contractor reports

« Communicating with Contractors Often
— Availability to answer guestions as they arose



UST Compliance Act
3 year Cycle

e 4705 Active UST Sites

e 2008 Projected Commitments
— LDEQ UST Division 471 (10%)
— Contractors 705 (15%)
— Total 1176 (25%)



UST Compliance Act
3 year Cycle

 Number of active UST sites reducing

— Closed, exempt and excluded tanks that
were registered as active identified in 2007

o UST Staff training and experience
— Increase number of CEls by LDEQ Staff

« Contractor CEl numbers dependent on
bid amounts and amount of funding



Future Challenges

Funding — enough to meet 3 year cycle?

Coordinating Delivery Prohibition
requirements with Contractors

Staff resources for training, oversight, data
entry and enforcement
Writing a good contract is essential

— LDEQ: Heather Biletnikoff
— EPA: Sherry Fuerst and Audray Lincoln
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