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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY & ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
BUREAU OF WATER PROTECTION AND LAND REUSE
PLANNING AND STANDARDS DIVISION
AQUIFER PROTECTION AREA PROGRAM
79 ELM STREET, HARTFORD, CT 06106

SITE REVIEW 

The site review is an opportunity to acquire a visual understanding of the existing facility or a facility where changes are proposed and to determine if additional information is needed for the registration or application process.  During the site review, any natural or man-made site features that may influence water quality should be noted.  Site features and activities to consider include topography, indoor and outdoor drainage systems, chemical and fuel storage and handling areas, waste storage areas, and waste and wastewater disposal methods. This will identify site –specific information to be used in making recommendations for best management practices, facility operation and maintenance, materials and stormwater management, and corrective actions, which are intended to minimize the risk of groundwater contamination.  Any signs of illegal disposal of hazardous materials or contamination from past use or adjacent properties should be noted.  

Site visits often generate additional questions.  Following the site visit, the reviewer should discuss any additional informational requirements with the Agency staff and the applicant.  Caution should always be used when doing a site visit. It is best to obtain prior permission from the owner and schedule the review at a reasonable hour. Avoid site reviews at private residences. 

Evaluation

Once all the submitted information has been reviewed and a site visit conducted, if any deficiencies relating to groundwater protection have been identified, they should be reported to the Aquifer Protection Agency.  Both existing and proposed site activities should be evaluated.  Examples of actual or potential adverse groundwater impacts include:
 
1. lack of adequate stormwater management controls; 
2. improper waste disposal practices; 
3. lack of secondary containment for fuel and/or chemical storage; 
4. illegal wastewater discharges; 
5. evidence of previous chemical releases to the environment; and 
6. lack of adequate fuel and/or chemical handling procedures.  

A systematic method of evaluating regulated activities should be followed to ensure consistency among reviews.  (Refer to Regulated Activity Site Review Evaluation Form below). 

Report 

The information obtained from the technical review process should be submitted to the Agency, with a copy to the applicant.  If necessary, the report should include the following:

1.    Reference to the project address, title, the date of the site review, information reviewed, and the date the information was received.

2.    Description of existing and proposed site conditions and activities, including land use activities, type of ground coverage (i.e.; asphalt pavement, gravel parking area, lawn), structures, parking areas, water resources such as ponds or streams on the property, or nearby fuel and chemical storage facilities, underground storage tanks, stormwater drainage systems, sanitary systems, floor drains, types and volumes of hazardous materials and hazardous wastes, and any other information the reviewer believes might be  pertinent to aquifer protection.



3.    Additional Information requirements, particularly the need for stormwater or materials management plans for activities that are being registered.

4.    List of items that need to be addressed to comply with APA regulations and required best management practices (BMPs).  

5.    List of other activities- the reviewer should identify any existing situations on a site that pose a threat to groundwater quality and/or violate existing aquifer protection or other environmental regulations.  

The technical review process can be a valuable opportunity to get existing problems corrected, as municipal agencies sometimes stipulate corrective site improvements as conditions of permit approval.  If the registered activity is acceptable ‘as is’ and the reviewer feels that no modifications are necessary, the registration can simply be accepted without additional comments. 


REGULATED ACTIVITY SITE REVIEW EVALUATION FORM

Site address:						Contact name:				

Regulated activity(s):										

Date application submitted:			Address:					
	
Aquifer Agency meeting date:			Phone:					

Date of Public Hearing:				Reviewer:				


SITE CHARACTERISTICS

Stormwater Management

Existing System Description									
Oil/water separator:  Yes       No	      Location:					
Dry wells:  Yes         No	 Number:	     Location:				
Infiltration galleries:  Yes 	    No	
Stormwater basins:  Yes	    No	 	
Maintenance:										

Proposed System Description								           	
Oil/water separator:  Yes       No	    Location:					
Dry wells:  Yes      No	  Number:	    Location:					
Infiltration galleries:  Yes 	  No	  
Stormwater basins:  Yes	   No	   
Stormwater maintenance schedule:							

Other:											


Amount of impervious surface:								

Wastewater

Sewered system 		   
Septic system		      Cleaning frequency:					
Floor drains:  Yes       No		Discharge point:				  
Holding tanks: Yes	  No					  	



Chemical Storage

Volume of chemicals stored:									
Types of chemicals stored:									
Storage containers/tanks:									
Underground		  Aboveground		
Storage area: secondary containment: Yes	  No	  Type:					
Heating source: 	UST          AST     		Size:					
Type of fuel:  gasoline         oil	   propane	    other				
Type of containment:  vault         diked area	             other					

Waste Chemicals

Generator Status:  LQG          SQG            CESQG	
Volume of waste stored:									
Types of waste stored:									
Storage containers:										
Storage area:  secondary containment:  Yes 	   No	    Type:				

Notes:																																																

Follow-up required:  Yes	   No	

Additional information requested:																																												

Date of review:				
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