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i Results from RI/FS sampling showed that only asphalt-related SVOC’s &
arsenic exceeded Region 6 Industrial Screening levels.
ii. Samples were taken from ber  th asphalt.
1ii. ™ " area has since been paved by TPL — removing the exposure pathway.
b. Bldg 536: PCB nediation is complete.
c. Bldg 537t
1. PCB remediation is complete.
ii. Release assessment for pesticides outside of Bldg 537 to be conducted.
d. Bldg 542 & 539 (600)
1. Investigation to determine source of & extent of groundwater
contamination to be conducted.
e. Bldg 29: Release assessment: confirmation sampling remains
f. Septic tanks
1. Bldg 542 & 539 (600) septic systems: will be invest” 1ited as part of the
above investigation.
ii. Bldg 536 & 537 septic systems: will be investigated as part of the release
assessment.
Asbestos
Lead Based Paint
PC. in paint









Meeting Record
FWDA BLM/DA Transfer Team Meeting
July 25, 2000

COE Albugquerque office
Meeting Attendees (sign-in sheet attached):
Dwayne Ford USACE- Fort Worth 817-978-3. .. x1644
Katy Fitzgerald USACE- Fort Worth 817-978-3221 x1972
Thomas Hemstreet BIA Navajo Region 505-863-8268
Clayton Seoutewa BIA Zuni Agency 505-782-5591
Allison Carbo PMC Environmental 610-280-51
Mary Jane Stell PMC Environmental 610-280-5062
Larry Fisher Tooele Army Depot 435-833-3257
Tom Turner Tooele Army Depot 435-833-2762
Mark Blakeslee Bureau of Land Management 505-438-7424
—.genia Quintana Navajo Nation EPA 520-871-7800
T.Par  Sando BIA, SWRO 505-346-7136
Calvin Quimayousie BIA, NRO 505-863-8244
Fern Becenti BIA, NRO- Prop. Management  505-863-8223
Roseria Duwyenie BIA- NRO- Env. Services 505-863-8285
Bill Walker BIA, SWRO- EQS 505-346-7507

Mr. Dwayne Ford, F' _ A Technical Manager for USACE Fort Worth District, provided a brief
introduction to the meeting and reviewed the proposed agenda. He opened the meeting by presenting the
Risk Assessment Work Plan (RAWP) by following the outline in the handout, which is attached.

I. Comments concerni  the RAWP

e Dwayne presented tnat this is a continuing teaming process and that he would like an open discussion

and dialogue
e  Purpose of meeting- develop a process for conducting the risk assessments
1. Risk assessments should determi1 = whether previous Army activities at F1. _ A resulted in
conditions which are incompatible with future planned land uses or represent unacceptable
risks to the future occupants

2. The risk assessment should be a process which attempts to quantify the risks at each site,
enabling the BLM/DA team to make subsequent risk management decisions

3. The BLM/DA team should jointly develop the process and be confident that the results are
conservative, productive, and consider Native American cultural factors

4. The risk assessment process should is critical to parcel transfer and an approach which is
jointly developed, agreed to, and executed by the BLM/DA team will expedite property
transfer

e  Objectives of the Risk Assessment Work Plan:

_..e RAWP is written in two parts, which are designed to accomplish the following:
a. protect human health- addressed in the Human Health Risk Assessment (HHRA)
b. protect the ecology of the area — addressed in the Ecological Risk Assessment (ERA)

e Rose said that NTEC got a grant from USEPA Region IX to develop Native American exposu

scenario and that she is currently looking into getting this inf  ation for the team.

o  Rose asked about how the PRGs fit into the GPRA goals.

Allison responded that PMC used Region VI PRGs for their screening except in subsistence
farming scenarios. In these scenarios, a background screening was done first.

e Rose asked about data elevated above the background limits but below PRGs or action le* 3
Dwayne responded that we will look at the cumulative risk including all data. The process
outlined in the handout was described.

o  Rose asked about the constituents that were not sampled for, likep  lorate.

Tom replied that NMED will be sampling for perchlorate next week.
Rose then pointed out that some states only have standards for water.



Mary Jane responded that they followed PA/SI/RI process, identified what was done at each AOC,
the potential COCs, and analyzed ale  list of parameters to detect the COCs. Since perchlorate
is a new issue, it will be addressed separately.
Dwayne added that perchlorate should be in the same areas as explosives, which means that the
remedy for explosives in ground water will also likely address perchlorate. There is a steering
committee with members from EPA, NASA, DOD and other agencies that are worki ‘o define
acceptable levels of perchlorate and set a standard for perchlorate. The few regulatory numbers
that are available are not final yet and they still may change so we could be too conservative or not
conservative enol ~ if we select our own thresholds now. Any numbers at this point are arbitrary.
Tom added that the Army will be responsible if ; chlorate issues arise at a later time.
Allison added that at this time there is no datar  rding any acute or chronic effects of
perchlorate.
In the Baseline Human Health Risk Assessment, Allison stressed the importance of getting input from
the Native Americans regarding the Exposure Assessment, This section identifies the number of days
and years an individual lives or works on a certain part of the land, the body we ™ "t of the individuals
living there, etc. This information needs to be reasonably accurate and adapted 1o the future users of
the land so that the model will calculate risk levels which closely reflect the exposure pathways which
will be affecting the future land users.
Allison pointed out that in Section 2.1.1, the macronutrients will not be assessed because the land users
will never reach the tox levels. These are chemicals needed for good health. There is no toxicity data
on these. '
Rose asked what exposure scenarios would be used to evaluate the risks in the areas identified in the
reuse plan.
Dwayne referred to pages 2-6 in the handout, which outlines these.
Allison explained that 2 scenarios, residential and industrial, will be used in most casestc ‘ve a
range of risks for the risk management decisions.
Mary Jane explained that the elimination of risks can be made part of the reder  dpment and that
eliminating contact can eliminate the risks.
Tom said that future use of the land may be restricted based upon the risks.
These are all options, along with remediation, which can be used by t|  :isk management team to
bring risks to w * © 1icceptable levels.
The maximum scree levels used by Region VI are available at the Region VI web-site for both the
Human Health and the rcological Risk Assessment.
Clayton said that the Zuni tribe may have changes to the Navajo Nation Economic Reuse Master Plan
for FWDA, but that he will check with them and get back to everyone.
Clayton asked the difference between the Residential and Industrial risk assessment models.
Allison responded that the difference is basically the exposure duration (residential will be higher
because you are living there all or most of your life, whereas with industrial you are only working
there 5 days a week for 8 or 10 hours a day and you probably won’t be working there all of your
life) and the soil ingestion rates.
Calvin asked if the next parcels to be transferred will have a Risk Assessment do  ind will they be
cleaneduy ~ ime for transfer.
Parcels 15 and 17 are okay because there are no AOCs in those parcels. Parcels 6 and 22 are
being used by TPL in the same manner as the Army was using them. The Army did an
environmental bas¢ " survey in the Parcels 6 and 22. The agreement between the Army and
TPL is that any contamination caused by TPL will be their responsibility to clean up. Tom
pointed out that these sites are planned for industrial reuse very similar to their original use. TPL
has an obligation to identify any risks as part of their worke: _  tection. Ifitis currently safe to
work there the future land use is the same, there is no point in doing a RA. A Risk Assessment
will not be performed on Parcels 6 and 22.
Mark asked if the Risk Assessment models were protective enough if the tribes decide to use the lands
for somi ~° else in the future. For example, is residential protective eno "1 for hunting and
gathering in the Forest land? It was brought up that Parcel 20 may be used 1or seasonal living or
" mngathert and is currently targeted for a recreational exposure model.
Rose said that a permit could be granted to gather pvon nuts throughout the season.



Mary Jane said that this is the input that PMC needs so that they can adjust their models for the
Risk Assessment.

e Rose asked if she can contact Mary Jane and Allison regarding questions concerning the RAWP.
Dwayne said yes, definitely, anyone who needs to contact them can and are encouraged to do so.

o  When the exposure assumptions are done for the  idential users and the children are only defined for

ages 0-6, for children above age 6, are the adult figures used?

The teenage years are not explicitly done because the child model is the most conservative and the
children are more susceptible to exposure when they are very young. The 0-6 age child model is
therefore more conservative and is also protective of older children.

II. After all of the cor  2nts concerning the H....A, Dwayne began presenting the ERA by following the
outline in the handout.

e  Under the Ecological Risk Assessment, Allison stated that the Preassessment will not be used to drop
any sites. All sites that go through the preassessment will be carried through the whole process. The
preassessment will be used to prioritize the si  to see which ones have better habitats, etc.

e Several people had concemns regarding the Habitat-Specific Food Web and the characterization of the
land as a lowland tall grass prairie and suburban areas.

Allison explained that the habitat was mapped and it was found that much of the land was tall
grass prairie. The Adr" * tration area was found to be a suburban area.

e  Rose asked if the Risk Assessment under the feedi  zuilds will address T and E species.

Allison replied that the endangered species were looked at during the initial environmental
investigation and will be considered in the ERA.
Rose would like a copy of the methods used to evaluate the T and E species.

e  Rose said that she thought the area around Parcel 10 and the suspected POL area would be considered
a wetland.

Dwayne said that this would be considered when the habitat and exposure setting was evaluated.
Mary Jane said that she did not remember wetland vegetation there.

® Rose asked if sheep were considered in the section concerning the uptake of beef and produce because
the tribes raise more sheep than they do cattle.

Allison said that no, sheep were not used because there is really no model for sheep. She will look
into getting a model for or adapting the beef model for sheep.

e Allison and Mary Jane need the input from the tribes regarding details such as how much land will be
used for gardens, how much produce will be brought in from outside, how much beef or sheep will be
raised on how much land, how much silage will be brought in from outside the installation, etc.

IT1. After all the comments and recommendations about the Risk Assessment Work Plan were discussed,
Dwayne began presenting the Risk Assessment Technical Memorandum (RATM) following the outline on
the handout. Dwayne summarized the Army’s preliminary concept for minimizing human risk at the
OB/OD unit, which involves precluding exposure to or off-site migration of UXO or contaminants.

To minimize physical contact, access such as fenci  and signage already installed on the southern
boundary of the OB/OD unit.

To prevent exposure to groundwater, a series of sentinel wells will be installed to monitor for off-
site migration. The geologists agree that the very complex ography of the area makes accurate
characte  tions of source, nature, and extent impossible. instead, sentinel wells along migration pathways
will ensure that off-site migration of contaminated groundwater is detected.

To minimize contaminants or UXO from leavi :he OB/OD unit through a surface water
pathway, focused stabilization and/or excavation of the aeoris piles will be conducted whe app. _ iate
and possibly a downstream stilling basin or similar structure will be constructed.

With this remedial concept in mind, human risk at the OB/OD unit will be evaluated very similar to that of
the rest of the installation with the exception that the exposure models will be tailored to the OB/OD unit
conditions. Specifically, this will entail evaluation of off-site recreational users and on-site remediation
workers.

e RATM is written for the OB/OD area only, which will be retained by the Army.



Rose said that the future use of the OB/OD area assumes fencing and signs. She would like the same
access controls around all fenced boundaries. The West  boundary fence is not adequate to restrict
use.
Tom will try to accelerate western boundary fence to address this issue.
Dwayne stressed the high quality of the habitat and the wetland there, and identified that as the
resource to be protected.
Dwayne explained the Army Environmental Center approach to rank and evaluate habitat and natural
and cultural resources.
Rose asked how this fits in with the MOU between the Army and U.S. Fish and Wildlife.
No one knows about this MOU. Tomt = " that the MOU might be between BMDO and not the
Army. Bill Smith should be contac ! about this MOU.
Dwayne explained the use of representative species at lower trophic levels.
He explained that if the lower trophic levels are not being impacted, then the upper trophic levels
are okay.
Samples of the vegetation at the OB/OD area are being col  ted to input into the models.
LOAELS numbers were used because they are protective of the population.
If the populations are at risk, _ ions to bring the risks to acceptable levels need to be looked at. If
there are no risks to the population, there is no action.
Rose said that Ron Kneebone told her that the Southern properties may be designated as a critical
habitat for the endangered Mexican Spotted Owl. R : again inquired whether T and E species would
be considered. Allison indicated that the habitat would be evaluated for suitability for T and E species.
Rose would like a copy of the Harris and Harper paper on Native American scenario.

. After the RATM was discussed, some miscellaneous items were brought up.

Rose said that the next parcels on their wish list to be transferred after 15, 17, 6, and 22 are 5, 8,10,
and 14,

There are no AOCs on these parcels, so the RA approach does not affect the scheduling.

However, parcel 10 has the Suspected POL area

The next groups of parcels are 4, 7, 13, 18, 23, and 24 and 11, 12, 16, and 21.

Parcel 25 is a new parcel, so they are not sure where in the sequence they want this parcel.
There is a correction on Table 1 listing the parcels and their risk assessment models. Building 530 is
not TPL property. Since the future use is possibly going to be industrial, the residential and industrial
risk assessment models will be used.
Cal * and Thomas had concemns about how the sites will be transferred. On what does the transfer
sequence depend?

Tom and Dwayne both said that the priority and sequence of the parcelstobe tr  “erred can be

decided in this BLM/DA team.
Roses ested that the team have regularly scheduled meeting times to discuss issues and that team
members should have assignments to be done by t  1ext meeting.
Rose mentioned that on August 9 and 10, there is a walk thro 1 at FWDA and that on the 8 of August
would be a good time to have the next meeting.
Tom will draft up a description of the BLM/DA team’s charter and objectives as an attachment to the
MOA and send out to the other team members. It was discussed that this team was not put together to
identify clean up levels but to define the process which enables the clean up levels to be determined.
Tom suggested using meeting minutes to document all recommendations made in the team meetings.
Thomas said that the Navajo regional director needs to review, sign off on, or at least be aware of the
agreements made in these meetings. The methods for making the parent organizations or management
aware of the BLM/DA team’s recommendations were discussed. It was decided that each BLM/DA
team member should be responsible form: 3 sure their management has the opportunity to review
and provide input into the process.
Rose asked if the Administration Record has been updated

Dwayne said that copies were made, but it has not been updated. He will check on it.

The action items for each individual were discussed:
e PMC- a. copy of the Harris and Harper paper to other team members
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b. contact Robin Streeter to try to get the data on the Native American scenario from
Region IX
¢. send Rose a copy of the methods used to determine/evaluate the T and E species
d. look at the habitat description to make sure that FWDA is a tall grass prairie or that
data closest to the setting is available

e. find a model for sheep or adapt the beef model to account for sheep

Clayton- a. get Zuni input on the Risk Assessment methods and on the reuse plan changes
b. Ge  ni input on the use of recreational area for food gathering, what food will be
gathered

Thomas- set up the meeti  -oom for the next meeting (see item VI)

Rose- try to get the Native American scenario data

Dwayne/Katy- a. type up meeting minutes and send to team members
b. setup conference call (see item VI)
c. check on updating the Administration Record

Eugenia- get Navajo input on RA approach and the use of areas

Mark- a. will review the RA approach with Brian Floyd (since Karl Ford is not available)
b. work with Tom on the MOU Amendment
c. send update to Dwight Hemple

Tom- a. write up draft charter for this group to lay out the process to finalize the MOA
b. tt environmental baseline on Parcels 6 and 22 to team members
c. uevelop a format for documenting the recommendations for the MOA

Some upcoming meetings and conference calls that everyone needs to be aware of:
A conference call was set up for August 17, 2000 at 10:00 am mountain time, 12:00 east  time.
The next BCT/RAB meeti s September 13, 2000 at the Navajo Chapter House Church Rock.
. om said that if the team was going tor  t the schedule of the MOA, we have 2 mor¢  mths to
finalize the approach.
It was decided that the next meeting would be at 9 am on August 8 at the BIA office in Gallup, NM.

nda for the August 8, 2000 meeting is as follows:

Agenda for August 8, 2000 meeting:

RAWP action items from July 25, 2000

b. MOU Amendments- defining team charter and pro s for defining “clean up levels”

Parcels 6 and 22 tasks needed to facilitate transfer

d. Format for attachments to MOU regarding the RA approach recommendations



Meeting Record

FWDA BLM/DA Transfer Team Meeting

August 8, 2000

Federal Building in Gallup, NM

Meeting Attendees (sign-in sheet attached)

Clayton Seoutewa
Ernest Mackel
Hayes A. Lewis
Mark Blakeslee
Fern Becenti

Lena M. Yazzie
Eugenia Quintana
Brian Lloyd
Roseria Duwyenie
Bill Walker

Tim Matthews
Pablo Padilla

Tom Tur,

Parker Sando
Thomas Hemstreet
Sharlene Begay-Platero
Larry Fisher

Katy Fitzgerald
Dwayne Ford

T.J. Namingha

BIA, Zuni Agency
BIA " ni/ mcy
Pueblo of Zum

BLM

BIA, Navajo Prop. Mgmt
BIA, Navajo

Navajo Nation EPA
BLM

BIA-NRO-BES
BIA-SWRO-EQS

HQ, OSC

Pueblo of Zuni

Tooele Army Depot
BIA, SWRO

BIA, NRO

Navajo Nation

Tooele Army Depot
COE Fort Worth

COE Fort Worth

BIA, NRO, Real Estate

505-782-5591
505-782-4577
505-782-4481 x 126
505-438-7424
505-863-8223
520-871-5934
520-871-7800
505-761-8798
505-863-8285
15-346-7507 x 7109
309-782-4532
505-782-8-5852
435-833-2762
505-346-7136
505-863-8268
520-871-6969
435-833-3257
817-978-3221 x 1972
817-978-3977 x 1644
520-871-5931

Mr. Dwayne Ford, FWDA Technical Manager for USACE Fort Worth District, provided a brief
introduction to the meeting and reviewed the proposed agenda. He opened the meeting with a review of the
completion of the Action Items from the last meeting.

I Action Items from the previous meeting
e PMOC to provide a copy of the Harris and Harper paper
e  Copies were sent to team members and additional copies were handed out at the August 8

eting

e PMC to contact Robin Streeter concerning EPA Region IX data on Native American exposure scenario

¢ Rose mentioned that there have been 3 meetings and that the notes from the r

be sent to her.

tings were to

PMC to send a copy of the methodology used to evaluate T and E species

e Dwayne read the information sent to him concerning this. It did not answer Rose’s original
question, so she will clarify her question to get a better answer.

PMC to look at the habitat description to see if FWDA is tall

ass prairie

e  PMC sent info to Dwayne that said that NMED wanred the habitat of FWDA to be classified
as tall grass prairie, but that it can be classified as a grassland, whichever is more appropriate

and agreed upon.

e  Bill Walker later stated that it was not tall grass prairie because the soils at FWDA don’t

exhibit the thick sod characteristic of tall grass prairie.

e  PMC to find a model for sheep or adapt a beef model to account for sheep
¢  PMC has data on sheep that they can use to modify the beef model. EPA Region VI requires

the use of a beef model on other Army installations, but since sh

) s more appropriate to

FWDA, the BLM/DA team agreed to use a “sheep” model.

e Clayton was tc
reuse plan

t Zuni input regarding their cha

s to the Risk Assessment models and the land



e  Hayes said that there were no major problems with the risk assessment approach. He noted
that, regarding potential changes to the reuse plan, there were no known changes which would
affect the risk assessment approach or the general reuse plan categories. After transfer of the
property, there might be some changes in specific utilization for the parcels but none which
would cha :its “zoning” designation. For example, a parcel classified as “light industrial”
might have several changes to the mix of businesses which ultimately occupy that parcel, but
they would not be of such a nature to change the parcel to “heavy industrial” or “residential”.
Therefore, the risk assessment should proceed as described in the RAWP handout with the
corrections noted below.

e The Zuni representatives noted some minor corrections that needed to be made to the RAWP
handout.

e A. Onpage2-7, section 2.2.2.4 under the subsistence farming land use, the second
paragraph needs to be changed from “... Navajo and possibly the Zuni tribes” to *
Navajo and Zuni tribes.”
e  B. On page 2-8, Hayes and Clayton expressed concern that the bullets under
explaining why the RA model is very conservative were not tailored enough to the
Navajo and Zuni tribes. Dwayne interjected here to point out that unless one of these
bullets is incorrect, the RA model is very conservative because it assumes, for
example that the Native American subsistence farmer stays in one area everyday for
his whole life. Inreality, the Native +  rtican lifestyle is such that he probably
won’t live in the area on the same farm for all of his life because he is seasonally
nomadic. If the RA was tailored more specifically to the Native American lifestyle,
the model would become much less conservative because being nomadic decreases
the exposure whereas having the model assume that the farmer lives in the same
farm and grows or raises all of his food all of his life, greatly increases his exposure.
The bullets were intended to show why the model was actually more conservative
than a more “realistic” exposure scenario tailored more specifically to Navajo and
Zuni lifestyles.
Thomas was to get the meeting room set up
Rose was to try to get the data from Region IX concerni  the Native American exposure scenario
e  See previous action item.
Dwayne and Katy were to get the meeting minutes typed up and sent out to the team members, set up a
conference call for A° st 17, 2000, and to check on updating the Administration Record
e  The minutes were sent out to the members who were present at the last meeting and extra
copies were passed out to those who were not present
e  The conference call was moved to a later date and delegated to Tim
e The Administration Record does need upda ~ ' and Dwayne is wor” ~ | with Albuquerque
District on an update.
Mark was to review the RA approach with Briar ~ “oyd, work on the MOU Amendment with Tom, and
send an update to Dwight Hempel.
e  Mark came up with a format for the MOU Amendment regarding cleanup levels that he
discussed later inthe m  ing
Tom was to draft a charter for the group to lay out the process to fine  the MOA, get the
environmental baseline on Parcels 6 and 22 to the team members, and develop a format for
documenti  the recommendations for the MOA.
e Tne charter was drafted and sent out to the team members. Additional copies were made and
given out to those members who didn’t get a copy of the charter.
e  The environmental baseline was sent out to team members. Tom can provide additional
copies to those members who did not receive them.

After the Risk Assessment action items had been reviewed, Mr. Tom Turner, Environmental
Division Chief for Tooele Army  :pot, presented his draft of the group’s charter for determining
the process to finalize the MOA.
Tom said that the group needed to pick 6 BLM/BIA representatives and 4 Army representatives to
create the core of the decision/recommendation making body as requested by the Department of
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Interior and the Department of the Army BRAC office. Mark concurred when asked to name the
BLM/BIA team members, the following representatives were identified:
e BLM/BIA:
Pablo Padilla- Pueblo of Zuni
Eugenia Quintana- Navajo Nation
Bill Walker- BIA Southwest Region
Rose Duwyenie- BIA Navajo Region
Brian Lloyd- BLM Albuquerque Field Office
Mark Blakeslee- BLM New Mexico State Office
o The Army then designated its tearn members as:
a. T.  Tumer- TEAD
b. Larry Fisher- FWDA BEC
c. Tim Matthews- OSC
d. Dwayne Ford- Fort Worth COE
The group is not exclusive to these 10 people. These 10 people will be the ones required to attend
all of the meetings and will be the points of contact for their agencies. It is their responsibility to
disperse the information from the team meetings to their agencies and any people in their agencies
who might need to be aware of the information from this group. This smaller group will provide
t  -ommitment needed for this project to be successful.
Rose questioned what would happen if one member exited from the group. Would the slot still be
open for a replacement?
Yes, all of the spots from the 10-person group will remain, and will be filled if one becomes
empty. This statement needs to be added to the charter by Tom.
Mark commented that action number 7 of the charter’s action items is a step that requires decisions
bigger than this oup can make.
Tom repliea that this group can do step 6 and he can change the charter to incorporate step 7 into
the overall FWDA transfer schedule.
Hayes would like the wordi  of number 3 to be changed from “... Native American...” to
and Navajo...”
Brian asked about what the definition of an AOC was. An AOC is an Area of Concern, a site where
previous DOD activities may have potentially resulted in a release to the environment. The AOCs
were identified based on previous documents and investigations, interviews with former employees,
site inspections and walkovers, and process knowledge.
Eugenia would like to change the phrase “...cultural aspects...” to “... cultural and traditional
aspects...” in number 3.
Tom welcomes suggestions for a shorter name for the team.
Pablo would like Tom to have the changes to the charter done by Friday, August 18, 2000 because he
will be attending an MOA team meeting where the charter will be discussed and he would like to have
anupdated __rof the charter.
Tom said that would be no problem.

o o o
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The Contaminated Sites in Parcels 6 and 22 were discussed after comments v e made regarding
the draft charter.
The AOCs in these parcels are:
Building 528- TPL is using as their main ammunition disassembly building
Building 536- T~ is using *
Building 537- TPL is using *
Building 542- TPL is using *
Building 539-*
"hese buildings have septic tanks

KO RO O

«  The RUFS results showed that several semivolatile organic compounds (SVOCs)
numbers exceed the EPA Region VI Industrial screening levels. The SVOCs are
typically associated with asphalt pavement and the sampli  locations were all either
beneath or adjacent to asphalt paved areas. There were no mistorical operations at



Building 528 which utilized significant quantities of SVOCs. The conclusion drawn
from this was that the SVOCs were due to the pavement in the area.
o  This same area has been paved over by TPL, which is a remedial action eliminating
the exposure pathway because it was “capped”.
¢ Since the exposure pathway was eliminated, this building will not be in the RA and
no further remedial action is required.
e  The Environmental Baseline Survey (EBS) needs to be reviewed by everyone before
the next meeting.
e  Rose asked if the EBS documents the asbestos before TPL’s remedial actions or if it
includes TPL’s asbestos abatement work.
Tom answered that the “ori = 1" asbestos is included in the survey, not TPL’s
remedial actions.
e T.J. asked if a copy of the Facility Land Use Contract is available so that the
wording on the BIA permit can be correct.
Tom will look at the contract.
e  Mark pointed out that all of the results for Building 528 are below the Region VI
Industrial screening numbers for all of the parameters that have numbers available.

This building is an AOC because a PCB transformer leaked outside of the building.
Levels of PCBs in the soil were found that required remediation.

e 1998 contractor removed the soil where the transformer leaked.
After this soil removal, 8 confirmation samples were taken and all were shown to be
non-detect, at levels of less than 0.1 ppm.

e  Since the confirmation samples showed no detection of PCBs, the PCB remediation
work is complete and this building will not be included in the Risk Assessment.

This building has the same story with the PCB transformer as Building 536.
The remediation was done under the same contract as Building 536.
The confirmation samples were all non-detect, therefore the PCB remediation work
is complete.
This is also an AQOC because there was a possible pesticide release to a small
drainage area outside of the building.
A Release Assessment is to be done to determine if there are enough contaminants in
the soil to do a Risk Assessment screening.
This work will be done in the future after the land is transferred.
Pablo asked about the timeframe for getting back the Release Assessment results.
Dwayne replied that Data Quality Objectives (DQOs) drafts are ready for
review. The Corps is looking to award a contract to collect data and hopefully
get the draft results by November 30, 2000.
Mark pointed out that the pesticide levels are below the EPA Region VT health levels
for Industrial areas.
o  There was an issue of distrust with the Army that the work will not be completed
after the land is transferred.
Sharlene asked if the agreement for the Army to work on Building 537 after it is
transferred can be put into the Public Land Order as well as in the MOA.
Tom said that whoever would be in charge of that is above this group. VvV will
need to consult with the larger FWDA IPR group.
The septic systems at buildings 536/537 will be investigated as part of the same release assessment for
hose buildings. They are in Parcel 23, so they are notan ~  aediate concern.
Buildings 542/539
e  Building 539 1s actually marked building 600, but is referred to as 539 on maps, etc.
¢ Building 539 was a shower room when the installation was in use and is considered
an AOC because a background monitor well installed outside of the TNT leaching
beds beside this building detected explosives.






PCBs in paint

The question was posed about what would happen if the buildings containing lead-
based paint were to be leased out to outside businesses.
The information about the existing lead-based paint would have to be disclosed
by the BLM/BIA to the future landowners, but that if remedial action is
required, the future landow: s would be responsible for remediation.

A sample from the paint in Building 11 was taken which showed that PCBs were
present in the paint itself,
...21e is the possibility of PCBs in the paint of other buildings, but they haven’t been
sampled.
EPA has proposed a rule for the exemption to continue using and for distribution in
commerce for buildings having PCBsinp ~ as long as the building follows these
conditions:

¢ PCBs must be in place and in good condition

e  Marking or identifying the PCBs

e  Making the information about the health risks available to

employees and other occupants of the buil ™

e  Monitoring for PCBs in the air and on the surface

e  The PCBs present will need to be removed or
encapsulated if they are present in levels that exceed
regulation levels.

e  Wipe monitoring will need to be done quarterly for the
first year after remediation and annually for every year
after that.

e EPA does not have a time frame yet for when the proposed rule will be
finalized

e  All buildings on the installation, including those being used by BMDO,
have the possibility for containing PCBs

¢ Building 11 has a fairly high amount of PCBs present, 100-250 ppm.

e  Currently the only regulation causing concern for PCBs in paint is one
concerning the Distribution in Commerce, which prohibits the transfer of
building 11 and other buildings containing P __..

¢  Rose asked if the paint in Building 11 is intact, whether it is interior or
exterior, and where the written notice to the USEPA, records, maintenance
and other such documents will be kept.

TPL or BLM will have to keep the documents.

The paint known to contain PCBs is inside the building. Some

of it is in good condition; some of it is in poor condition.

e ...e Army’s position regardi  the Distribution in Commerce is that the
land is being transferred from one federal agency to another federal agency,

and should not be considered as distribution in commerce.

Mark needs to talk to Dwight about :

e A letter concerning the ESA that says that the Army will be responsible for
cleaning up elevated levels of lead found in ammunition storage igloos
when TPL leaves the installation.

o The letter also references rumors of some 500-pound bombs in Igloo Block
B. We need clarification before the Parcel is transferred.

¢ Dwayne took an action item to find out about these bombs
from a survey done by PMC

There were elevated Cadmium levels in Building 530, in Parcel 21, which could be harmful to wildlife
There are a lot of rodent feces in the buildings, which would be a health issue due to the hanta virus.

e __isis not an environmental issue that can be remediated by this group. It
needs to become an issue by the future land users as a
health/safety/industrial hygiene issue.



e Rose asked if the AOCs in Parcels 6, 22, 15, and 17 are covered under the permit and who will monitor
the permit after the transfer.
e Tom replied that there is no permit now. The OB/OD area is covered under
a closure plan. Army’s position is that on sites where the Army feels there
is no more work to be done, no more work will be done by the Army. The
Army will follow the 1998 post-closure rule to close areas like the OB/OD
area without a permit. A permit application has not been acted upon nor has
a Corrective Action Order been issued by NMED.

V. After other environmental contaminants were discussed, Mark explained his handout, the
Appendix A draft.
¢ Tom can draft up an MOA/MOU to incorporate what was talked about today.
e  Mark can e-mail an electronic copy of his handout.

VL Action Items

e Dwayne requested that everyone take an action item to review the Native American exposure factors
handout given out by PMC at the last meeting and report any changes or comments at the next
meeting/conference call. If you need a copy of the handout, please contact Dwayne or PMC.

e Tom-

Update charter and e-mail the changes by the 18"of A st

Get clarification on the asbestos in Building 33 and TPy projects/improvements

Try to find documentation about the 500-pound bombs

Provide T~ Facilities Land Use contract language requiring TPL to perform

asbestos abatement

e Pablo-
o  Talk to the Zuni cultural people about doing a cultural inventory/documentation
e Read and review the Harris and Harper paper’s applicability to the Zuni people with
Andrew Othole
e Larmry-
e Try to get funding for sending Stuart Harris to a RAB meeting to talk about doing an
exposure survey
® Rose-
Make inquiries on training from Stuart Harris
Read the Harris and Harper paper
Refine question about the T and E species for the RI/FS
Getinf  tion from the Navajo Nation about the plants/herbs they will use
Call Bill Smith about the critical habitat for the spotted owl

e  Sharlene-

Work with Rose and E nia on the cultural inventory

e Dwayne-

Get meeting minutes sent out to everyone

Try to find documentation on the 500-pound bombs

Review the format that Mark came up with for the MOA
Find out if there 1s a “pick list” for the habitat classifications

e Clayton-
Read the EBS information

e  Thomas-

Read the EBS information

Read and review Mark’s handout
Review the Harris and Harper paper
Helping Rose with the cultural inventory

e  Parker-
o Work with T.J. on the permit



*  Mark-
e  Comments on the draft Appendix A
e  Coordinate with Dwight on the draft letter regarding the ESA
e Fem-
e Let Calvin know about the missile launch in relation to the T and E species
e FEugenia-
Read the EBS
Provide comments on the draft Appendix A
e  Work with Rose on the cultural inventory

e  Brian-
e Review the draft Appendix A
e Review the ESA
e TJ-
o  Work on the permit with Parker
o Bill-
e  Figure out what land classification FWDA is- prairie, grassland, etc.
e Tim-

Set up the conference call
Help out Tooele when they need it

VIIL Upcoming Meetings
o August 24™_ Conference Call at 10 a.m. mountain time
Tim will set up, Phone number is
(309) 782-6000, conference code 2453
TBD

VIII.  Agenda for the next meeting
e Risk Assessment action items

e  Parcels 6 and 22 action items

e MOU



























9. Next conference call agenda:
a. .arcel 6 & 22 7 wiron :ntal Issue Summary.
b. Appendix A.
c. Parcel 15 & 17 ..avironmental Isst 3

»om Turner
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Guidance . or Lead-Based Paint Hazard Management During Transfer Of Army Real Property

are not permitted for lead-based paint hazards but are an option for controlling potential soil-lead
hazards.

(d) A paint inspection is a surface-by-surface investigation to det  ine the presence of
lead-based paint and the provision of a report explaining the results of the investigation.

(2) Disclose the known presence of lead-based paint and/or lead-based paint hazards to
prospective purchasers and to transferees in accordance with the .. .sclosure Rule issued jointly by
HUD (Subpart A of reference g.) anc¢ ™A (Subpart F of reference h.).

(3) Contractually arrange for the transferee to perform, as a condition of sale, abatement of
lead-based paint hazards and all other requirements set forth in paragraph 4.c. of this guidance.

(a) MACOMs should describe with particularity the specific actions that the transfe :1is
required to perform as a condition of the transfer.

(b) The delineation of responsibility for abatement of lead-based paint hazards must
occur prior to signing of and be contained in a Memorandum of Agreement or contract for sale for
transfer of the property.

(¢) MACOMs should use the Army Model Language for Memorandums of Agreement
(MOA), Findings of Suitability for Transfer (FOST), and Deeds (APPENDIX A) relating to lead-
based paint for all real property transfers. MACOMs should consult with Army legal counsel to
modify the model language to  lect agreement reached with the transferee and to determine, on a
case-by-case basis, if the model language should be used in the deed, as well as in the MOA.

c. ..ansferees, as contractually required, should perform the Army’s obligations required by 24
CFR 35, as amended by Final Rule dated 15 September 1999, and comply with the following
additional requirements:

(1) Abate lead-based paint hazards prior to reoccupancy as residential real property. The
abatement must begin within 12 months of the date of the risk assessment used for the
identification of hazards. If more than 12 months have elapsed since the date of the risk
assessment, the transferee should perform a new risk assessment.

™" Abate soil-lead hazards in residential real property and in non-residential real property
that is located in or adjacent to property intended with reasonable certainty for residential or child-
occupied use following transfer.

(3) Address potential soil-lead hazards in or adjacent to residential non-play areas and

determine appropriate actions  ither aba nent, interim controls, or no action. In evaluating each
of these al natives, the relative prc ~ ity of play areas, the potential for dust generation, the areal
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Guidance For Lead-Ba [ Paint Hazard Management During Transfer Of Army Real Property

extent of bare soil available for exposure, tI  feasibility of any control options, and state and local
requirements should be considered.

(4) Abate dust-lead and « eriorated lead-based paint hazards in residential real property
constructed prior to 1960.

(5) Identify and abate soil-lead hazards in residential real property that is demolished and
redeveloped for residential or child-occupied facility use following trans . The transferee will
abate soil-lead hazards prior to occupancy of redeveloped residential real property.

(6) Evaluate lead-based paint hazards in non-residential real property for which there is a
reasonable certainty that the property will be converted for residential or child-occupied facility use
after transfer. ..le transferee will abate lead-based paint hazards prior to occupancy of converted
non-residential real property.

(7) Evaluate lead-based paint hazards in child-occupied facilities on residential real property
that will be reused as child-occupied facilities after transfer. The transferee will abate lead-based
paint hazards prior to reuse as a child-occupied facility.

(8) Send a copy of the clearance documentation to the Army to be retained in official records
relating to the transfer.

5. Facilities, environmental, and medical questions relating to the interpretation of technical,
procedural, or policy guidance should be referred to the Office of the Assistant Chief of Staff for
Installation Managen 1t or the U.S. Army Center for Health Promotion and Preventive Medicine.
Legal questions regarding whether a particular state or local law is applicable to the property
transfer or regarding in  pretation of proposed regulations, HUD Guidelines, or EPA guidance
should be referred t MACOM legal office or to the Office of the Judge Advocate General,
Environmental Law ._...sion.
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Thepoliciessetforthin * * FieldGuidearenotintended,norcantheybereliedupon,to
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(iii): Existing uses of such PCB materials exhibiting environmental releases above
0.001n ‘m’ for a 10-hour workday, 40-hour work week, or as measured by workplace air
monitoring, or surface levels as measu | by a standard wipe test of exterior accessible
areas in excess of 10 micrograms/100 square centimeters, shall be removed or contained.

(iv): Air monitoring activities shall be conducted qu erly for the first year and
then annually thereafter, and results recorded until the material is removed from service.

(v): Standard wipe s pling of exterior surfaces shall be conducted quar ly for
the first year and then annually thereafter, and the results recorded until the material is
noved from service.

(vi): Records of me: iremr s, inspections, and maintenance shall be maintained
for review in a central location for a period of 3 years after the PC™ material has been
removed.

(vii): Within 24 hours of a measurement above the levels specified in paragraphs
(iii), (iv), or (v), the owner/operator shall:
(A): Provide written notice to ~ A Regional Administrator
(B): Initiate corrective actions.

(viii): All PCB materials with a concentration of 50 nom or greater, shall be
handled, stored, and disposed of in accordance with the PC.. storage requiren its of
section 761.65 and the disposal  jui nents of section 761.60 or 761.62.






release controls, encapsulation, or the immediate removal of the 1 material. If
encapsulation has been chosen as the containn 1t option, the sampling and air
monitoring procedures shall also include an inspection for damage to the encapsulation.

y deterioration of the encapsulation shall be repaired and documented. (vi) Records of
measurements, inspections, and maintenance shall be maintained for review by Agency
officials in a central location for a period of 3 years after the PCB material has been
removed. (vii) Within 24 hours of a measurement above the levels specified in
I aphs (@)(1)(iii), (q)(1)(iv), or (q)(1)(v) of this section, the owner or operator of the
1 ... Contaminated item shall: (A) Provide written notice, either by fa mile machine or
ovi  ght mail delivery service, to the R "onal Administrator for the R« on in which
the material is located as to the nature and extent of the migration and the steps that will
be taken to remove or contain the PCBs and ensure compliance. (B) Initiate action to
remove the PCBs or to contain the PCBs by means of encapsulation (either with an
epoxy-based or equivalent paint or a sealant) or with release controls in which a continual
release is collected in a closed container and displaces only the air in the container (i.e.,
leak collection system) to ensure personnel are protected from dermal and inhalation
exposures.






April 6, 2000 Federal Register; ¢ "R65536
Use Authorization for, and ™ stribution in Commerce of, Non-liquid Polychlorinated
Biphenyls, Notice of Availability; Partial Reopening of Comment Period: Extension of
Comment Period AGENCY: Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).AC..ON:
Proposed rule; extension of comment period.
------------------ SUMMARY: EPA is extending the comment period for the proposed rule
which published in the Federal Register of December 10, 1999. That action solicited
additional information on the use and concentration of polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs)
found in certain non-liquid ¥ <3 (NLPCB) applications. It also announced the
availability, for comment, of data that were submitted to EPA after the comment period
closed for the December 6, 1994 proposal. In addition to authorizing certain NLPCB
uses, the proposed provision (Sec. 761.30(q)) would have required compliance with
several conditions  g., notification, marking, air monitorii and standard wipet s,
nediation, repair and/or  noval, reporting and recordkeeping requirements). EPA is
extending the 120-day data submission period, as well as the 90-day comment period on
existing and new data submissions. In response to a request for mo time to develop the
requested data, EPA is extending the comment periods to obtain data that may support an
authorization which would require few, if any, conditions but is protective of health and
the environment.D/. . 3S: _ ata submissions, identified by docket control number
OPI . 5-66009G, must be received on or before Octol 10, 2000. Comments on any of
the data submissions and/or relevant docket materials, identif | by docket control
number OPPTS-66009G, must be received on or before January 10, 2001.






















