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Status Groundwater Daughter Directive

- Second reading did not succeed in adopted version
of the directive

- Reconciliation started at 2006, September the 1st

- A (positive ?) result is expected after 90 days, so for

the end of november ?

ARCADIS @




Role of Nicole

- Several working groups for the implementation of the GWDD
- Nicole is chairing the working group 3 (Direct and indirect inputs)

- This guidance document will be finished by the first quarter of
2007

- Nicole has is own working group to give input to the working

group 3; regular phone conferences and meetings (Adam Laszlo (KGI)

,Marc Van Gijzel (VOPAK), Bertil Grundfelt (Kemakta), Brigitte Vandenbulcke (Cefic), Hans-Peter
Koschitzky (Vegas), Jane Dottridge (ESI), Laurent Bakker (Tauw), Lucia Buvé (Umicore), Marjan
Blom (Environ), Paul Van Riet (Dow), Roger Jacquet (Solvay), Tony Chapman (R3))
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Points of compliance
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Assessing New Activities

Examine activity: Establish Source - Pathway — Receptor
relationships and characterise source term — Is the source term insignificant? 1(

v N
Is the input  |direct Can input be authorised
direct or indirect? under Art 11(3)j?
indirect ﬁ
Are hazardous Y. Can substance be prevented from entering Y
substances involved? groundwater? Assess at POC No. 1

\ A \ A

Can substance be limited Would resulting input
in groundwater so that |y be so small as to obviate %
pollution or rising trend -} any present or future danger _>-
does not occur? of deterioration in the quality
Assess at POC Nos. 2,3 of the receiving groundwater?

\ A N
Would resulting input

be so small as to obviate |y
any present or future danger ->
of deterioration in the quality
of the receiving groundwater?

\ A
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Assessing Historical Sources

Examine activity: Establish Source

relationships and characterise source term
Y
v Has the
Are hazardous substances contamination already
involved? (POC 0) entered the ground -
N

v

Define remediation target
and undertake measures*
to prevent spreading of
pollutants, or that it cannot
result in a rising trend,
based on risk assessment
and consideration of costs
Set compliance at receptor
(POC 2 or 3 dependent

on receptor)

Define remediation target
and undertake measures*
to prevent spreading of
pollutants, or that it cannot
result in a rising trend,

based on risk

angassmfidration of costs

Set compliance at receptor
(POC 2o0r3
depensteéceptor)

N
>

- Pathway — Receptor
— Is the source term significant? N

No action
required

Substance should be pre -
vented from entering
groundwater by remediating
the soil.
Set compliance at water
table prior to entry into
groundwater (POC 0 or 1)

S

v

Continue only if compliance
at the water table is
unachievable as justified
through risk assessment
and consideration of costs.

*Risk based, BATNEEC & preferably verified
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Developing Measures

Potential input

(def. GWDD) _
Inlg input  pefine if it is a Define POC 2
# as_sessment direct or indirect (process based)
g FISE input + assessment
- and1
Prevention and
limitation
no input No action no p Problem at
For new installations

~ POC2?
with hazardous
compounds

% yeS
Risk assessment| yes Defensive -
to define Problem at monitoring* Risk assessment
measures g at POC 3 at POC 3

L
<

*at national level
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Thank you for your attention
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