
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY 

INSTALLATIONS, ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENT 
110 ARMY PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC  20310-0110 
  

 
September 12, 2025 

 
 
Mr. JohnDavid Nance 
Chief, Hazardous Waste Bureau 
New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
 
RE: Approval with Modifications, Final MEC Investigation Work Plan, Parcel 11, Revision 
1.0, Fort Wingate Depot Activity (FWDA), McKinley County, New Mexico. EPA ID# 
NM6213820974, HWB-FWDA-24-015  

Dear Mr. Nance: 
 
This letter provides responses to the comments issued in the Approval with Modifications letter 
from the New Mexico Environment Department (NMED) dated August 21, 2025, HWB-FWDA-
24-015, for the Final MEC Investigation Work Plan, Parcel 11, Revision 1.0, dated June 6, 2025. 
In addition to the comment responses provided in this letter, two (2) hard copies of replacement 
pages and two (2) electronic (CD) copies of the above-mentioned document are enclosed for 
your review and consideration. The electronic submittal includes a redline-strikeout version of the 
above-mentioned work plan showing where all revisions were made.  

Please note that the Army’s Response Letter dated June 6, 2025, has been incorporated into 
Appendix A of the work plan. In the responses below, the italicized font indicates text added to 
the document. 

COMMENTS 

1. Permittee’s Response to NMED’s Disapproval Comments 1 and 11, dated February 4, 
2025 
 
Permittee Statements: “An approximately 36.5-acre geophysical investigation area is now 
proposed for the Administration Area in the vicinity of the munitions debris (MD) recovered  
near Building 12.” 
and, 
“The 36.5-acre area described in the response to Comment #1 includes all areas where the 
presence of MEC could be reasonably suspected in Parcel 11 outside of SWMU 10.” 
 
NMED Comment: If munitions are detected within 20 feet of the investigation area boundaries, 
the extent of boundaries must be extended outward until no munitions are detected within 20 
feet of the boundaries. This provision is applicable to the SWMU 10 investigation as well. 
Include the provision in the Work Plan and provide replacement pages. 
 
Permittee Response: Concur. The following provision was added to Section ES.3 Proposed 
Investigations, Section 3.3.4.3 Horizonal Boundaries, Section 4.3.4.3 Horizontal Boundaries, 
and Section 3.3.5.1 AGC Survey: “If MEC are detected within 20 feet of the investigation area 
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boundaries, the extent of boundaries will be extended outward until no MEC are detected within 
20 feet of the boundaries.” 
 
In addition, the following text was added to Section 4.3.5.1 AGC Survey for clarification: “If MEC 
are detected within 20 feet of the investigation area boundaries, the extent of boundaries will be 
extended outward until no MEC are detected within 20 feet of the boundaries. MEC will only be 
positively identified during surface clearance and during digs.” 

 
2. Permittee’s Response to NMED’s Disapproval Comment 6, dated February 4, 2025 
 
Permittee Statements: “The referenced sections have been updated to indicate that munitions 
are not expected past their minimum expected depths of detection but also acknowledge that it 
is possible. Each section also indicates that the minimum expected depths of detection for each 
site will be developed based on site-specific conditions and that these depths, relative to 
expected munitions depths, will be evaluated in the DUA and the MEC Investigation Report.” 
 
NMED Comment: If munitions are evaluated to be potentially present at a depth greater than 
the extent where the instrument is capable of screening, supplemental/phase 2 investigation 
must be proposed to confirm the presence/absence of munitions in the investigation report. 
Acknowledge the provision in the response letter. 
 
Permittee Response: Concur. If MEC are determined to be potentially present at a depth 
greater than geophysical survey equipment detection depths, the Army will propose to confirm 
the presence/absence of MEC at greater depths in the MEC Investigation Report. However, the 
Army may propose to confirm the presence/absence of MEC in a remedial action rather than in 
a supplemental/phase 2 investigation. No changes were made to the work plan text. 
 
If you have any questions or require further information, please contact me at 
Cheryl.a.frischkorn.civ@army.mil, at 703-624-6429 (Mobile) or 
George.h.cushman.civ@army.mil, 571-256-1330 (Pentagon Office, preferred), or 703-608-2245 
(Mobile). 

 
 

Sincerely, 
 

        
                                                                              Cheryl Frischkorn 

                BRAC Environmental Coordinator 
                 Fort Wingate Depot Activity  
       BRAC Directorate 
         
        

 

Enclosures 

CF:  
Neelam Dhawan, NMED, HWB 

Cheryl Frischkorn 

mailto:Cheryl.a.frischkorn.civ@army.mil
mailto:George.h.cushman.civ@army.mil
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Michiya Suzuki, NMED, HWB  
Travis Tucker, U.S. EPA Region 6 
Ian Thomas, BRAC Ops 
George H. Cushman IV, BRAC Ops 
Alan Soicher, USACE 
Ben Moayyad, USACE 
Laberta Farrell, SW BIA 
George Padilla, BIA, NRO 
Sharlene Begay-Platero, Navajo Nation 
Darren Sanchez, Zuni Tribe   
Admin Record, NM 


