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Assessment 

Received call from Department of  Transportation 
(DOT) that an employee observed
a stream of  grease and oil laden water emanating 
from a grease interceptor behind Safeway at 1663 
Branham Lane
• Nearest storm drain was located roughly 100 feet 

from the interceptor and received grease and oil-
laden water discharge

• Outfall was located behind property and fed into 
Ross Creek, oily sheen and grease evident in 
standing water

• Creek walk conducted to gauge for odor, wildlife 
health risks, and extent of  discharge



Creating an Action Plan

Oversight Agencies

 Coordinated with DOT to 
contact California Office of  
Emergency Services (OES) 
and Fish and Wildlife to 
notify them of  discharge

 Contacted Valley Water to 
inform them of  discharge 
and submitted photos and 
current information on the 
discharge

Responsible Party

 Spoke with manager on-duty 
and notified them of  the 
discharge, was referred to 
divisional Environmental 
Manager who was issued 
remedial actions (RAs)

 Set high priority due date for 
interceptor repair & creek 
cleanup 



Considerations regarding enforcement

Site history/compliance history

 Check pre-inspection 
reports and relevant 
databases within 
municipality to 
determine if  site has a 
history of  similar 
violations and/or has 
been informed and 
educated regarding 
proper procedure and 
municipal codes

Gauge magnitude of  impact

 Direct discharges that have 
entered storm system and 
been discharged into creek 
higher priority and weight 
than potential discharges 
that can be resolved 
without enduring impacts

 Determine extent of  
cleanup and remediation

 Use enforcement as a tool 
to instill urgency 



Follow‐up

• Monitor and update as necessary with 
RP & cleanup contractor  to ensure 
timelines are met and remedial 
actions are properly addressed

• Follow up with oversight agencies as 
needed to ensure they are informed 
of  the progress and action



Timeline/Progression

12:45 P.M. – Received Call from Department of  Transportation

1:15 P.M. – Arrived on-site and spoke with DOT, observed overflow and inspected drains

1:30 P.M. – Conducted creek walk to determine extent and impact of  discharge, contacted inspector 
to pull up pre-inspection report

1:50 P.M. – Spoke with Safeway Manager and was referred to Environmental Manager

2:15 P.M. – Informed Safeway Environmental Manager of  violations and required them to call 
environmental cleanup contractor

3:30 P.M. – Received call from Safeway Environmental Manager that they were pursuing 
contractor/finding bids

6:30 P.M. – Inspector was informed that cleanup contractor has been contacted and mobilized to 
resolve spill

7:45 A.M. Next Day – Informed that cleanup had been completed and incident report would be sent 
later that day



Reporting

• Following the Enforcement Response Plan (ERP) 
review response timeline and compliance with RP 
and taper enforcement to reflect severity of  
violation while considering compliance and urgency 
of  action taken when issuing citations

• Inform and include groups and departments who 
monitor the site for associated waste 
generation/utilities of  the site’s recent violations to 
prevent future discharges (Fats Oils & Grease 
Group in this case)

• California State Water Resources Control Board 
notified and updated on discharge via DOT in this 
case

• Prevention vs Reaction: education is the endgame



Q & A


