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FIGURE 2

WE OF SITE_GolF Cowrse londfl] S,76 Y
woeaTioN M CRC G| FFlrT ’

DATE OF OPERATION OR OCCURRENCE | 966 72 /9772
OWNER/OPERATOR

COMMENTS/DESCRIPTION
SITE RATED BY EEI_/ Cloart fparacedS

1., RECEPTORS (see also table 1-1)

Factor Max imum
Rating Factor Possible
Rating Factor {0-3) Multiplier Score Score

. Population within 1,000 feet
of site

i ACHN 12
10 13O 30

B. Distance to nearest down qradient well

L. Land use/zoning within 1 mile radius | 3 3 7 9
!
D. Distance to reservation boundary 3 - 6 , 8 18
i |
E. Critical environments within 1 mile l |
radius of site 10 1 , 0 30
fee 1 72 |
F. Water quality of nearest surface
water body 6 i }Q_ 18
€. Ground water use of the aquifer -2 : |
of concern 9 % 27
H. Populastion served by surface water .
) supply within 3 miles dowstream of site O 3 o 1R
I. Population served by ground-water
supply within 3 miles of site PS 6 I% 18

Subtotatls Jq/i 180
. Receptors subscore = (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotsl?) 0:7[




FIGURE 2 {Continued)

{1. PATHWAYS {see also table 1-{1)

Factor Max imum

Rating Factor Possible
Rating Factor (0-3) Myltiplier Score Score

A. [If there is documented laboratory evidence of migration of hazardous contam-
inants away from the site in question, assign maximum factor subscore of 1
point for direct evidence. If direct evidence exists then proceed to C.

If no evidence exists, proceed to B.

Subscore
B. Rate the migration potential for 3 potential! pathways: surface water migra-
“tion, flooding, and ground water migration. Select the highest rating, and
proceed to C.

1. Surface water migration

Distance to nearest down gradient

| |
surface water | 3 ] 8 | & 24
Net precipitation 1T g | 6 i 18
Surface erosion Vo ] | [ 24
Soil permeability 1 { 6 i A 18
Rainfzl]l intensity I B {2 o | 24
Subtotals ~7 ¢ 108

Subscore = (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) 062

2. Flooding | © | 1 1 O

3. Ground water migration

1—‘[ 24

Depth to aqround water | 3 8

Net precipitation 3 6 12 18

Soil permeability 2 | L] ] 24 - s ———
Subsurface flows i [:] 2y 2h ’
Direct access to qround water N K] 2 L 24

Subtotals LDé 114

Subscore = (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) 0«?3

c. Highest pathway subscore.
Enter the highest subscore value from A, B-1, B-2 or B-3 above.

Pathways Subscore (O 7 3




FiGURE 2 (Continued)

Q. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (see also table 1-111)

N BP LL-"ﬁ.a

A.
| Factor Rating | Weighted
Rating Factor {  (0-3) Multiplier Factor
' |

Waste Ouantity | 3 1 3 = Q
| [

Acute Toxicity | 3 8 2 = AT
13

Chronic Toxicity ! 8 Def = CT

Persistency o 6 {o = P

] 3 T

Flammability | | 4 /o = F
{ | |

Reactivity ] ) | 4 ! o = R
I l ' } -~

Incompatibility | | g I e |
[ |

Corrosiveness ! © 3 | e = C
{ |

Solubility | o 5 ! o = s
| | |

ccumulation | O | (3 | © = B

| i 9

Physical State ! 3 3 | = PS
| 1 0

Years site was in use | 2. | 1 | 2. = t
| [

Years since site closed | 2 1 | 2— = t

Weighted Factor = Factor Rating x Multiplier



FIGURE 2 (Continued)

[11. WASTE CMARACTERISTICS (continued) , .

B. Take the weighted factors and muitipty together as indicated below, then
add the results together, and add PS from figure Z-111A.

Score Maximum Score
ATxQ = 24¢3~ 72 72
CTx0 = 29¢3 = 72 72
- PxQx t= (2X3% 2 = 7% 162
) Fx0 = /2%3= 3b . 36
RxQ = ox3=> © 36
IxQ = Sx3= /¥ 45
CxQ = o ¢ 3-.- o 27
$xQ = oxn3 = ©O 45
Bx({ t+t) = o= O 108
PS = 9 9
Subtotal= = ¢ €12

Waste Characteristics Subscore = subtotal/maximum subtotal

- (45

General Note:

If data are not available or are known to be incomplete under items {-A
through {, I-B-1 or 11-B-3, or [II-A, then leave blank for calculation

of factor score and maximum subscore {(i.e. for caleculation of the subscore
divide the factor score by the maximum subscore minus the unknown item's
maximum score).
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FIGURE 2

NAME OF SITE Henc ¥ ECCPpe T~ TAMMAE M‘MFZLL  S,7e. 5
LOCATION NCB C  Ge IFPRT

DATE OF OPERATION OR OCCURRENCE | 972 / IF 74
OWNER/OPERATOR

COMMENTS/DESCRIPTION
S1TE RATED BY gé—L / C/qf/?“ £ o rnee RS

{., RECEPTORS (see also table 1-1)

Factor Max imum
Rating Factor Possible
Rating Factor (0-3) Multiplier Score Score
! 1 {
. Population within 1,000 feet ‘ 1 |
‘ of site 3 1 & | /-1 12
: i 1 |
B. Distance to nearest down gradient well | 3 10 | 3 = 30
| 1
C. Land use/zoning within 1 mile radius | 3 9 9

o
D.. Distance to reservation boundary | [ | / g 18
, 41
£. Critical environments within 1 mile | )
radius of site [ I 10 O 30
-
F. Water quality of nearest surface ‘ |
water body 2. 6 | 2. 18
G. Ground water use of the aquifer
of concern 2" 9 ) 4 27
H. Populstion served by surface water O
: supply within 3 miles dowstream of site 3 O 1R
t. Population served by ground-water
supply within 3 miles of site ’3 6 [ 8 18

Subtotals ’ '2,7 180

. Receptors subscore = (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) 0.7



FIGURE 2 (Continued)

PATHWAYS (see also table 1-11)

Factor Max imum

Rating Factor Possible
Rating Factor {(0-3) Multiplier Score Score

A.

2.

3.

c-

If there is documented laboratory evidence of migration of hazardous contam-
inants away from the site in question, assign maximum factor subscore of 1
point for direct evidence. |If direct evidence exists then proceed to C.

If no evidence exists, proceed to B.

Subscore
Rate the migration potential for 3 potential pathways: surface water migra-
"tion, flooding, and ground water migration. Select the highest rating, and
proceed to C.

1. Surface water migration

Distance to nearest down gradient | | ] |

surface water | 3 8 [ 25 1
Net precipitation ] 5] 6 tJg | 18
Surface erosion B 8 | Jb | 24
Soi! permeability [ 6 | b | 1B
Rainfall intensity b= | 8 | e | 2k

Subtotals 8 ‘8 108

Subscore = {factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) O ?[
Floodina I N I - |

Subscore = (factor score/3) o

Ground water migration

Depth to aground water 1 3 8 2 i 24
Net precipitation 2 6 | 2 18
Soil permeability 2.1 B |6 24
Subsurface flows =2 8 Ty ] 24
Direct access to ground water 8 2 Y | 24

Subtotals {Q é 114

Subscore = (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) qus
Highest pathway subscore. '
Enter the highest subscore value from A, B-1, B-2 or B-3 above.

Pathways Subscore 0'73




FIGURE 2 (Continued)

t1t. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (see also table 1-11t)

DT

A.

| Factor Rating | Weighted

Rating Factor (0-3) Multiplier Factor
Waste Quantity 3 1 3 = 0
Acute Toxicity | 3 [ 8 2y = AT
Chronic Toxicity } ol B /e = CT
Persjstency 3 | 3 /8 = P
Flammability O i b I o = F
Reactivity { o 4 | = R
Incompatibility |T o | 5 : 0 = |
Corrosi;eness l o 4} 3 }7 0 = ¢
ubility | O ! 5 0 = S
Qacwmuiation 3 | 6 /8 = B
Physical State = 3 3 ‘ ? = PS
Years site was in use } 2. | 1 | . =t
Years since site closed } <Z= : 1 : 12. = t

Weighted Factor = Factor Rating x Multiplier

dieldars d -‘?kenaﬂ + i cllorsethane



FIGURE 2 (Continued)

{11, WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (continued}

B. Take the weighted factors and multiply together ss indicated below, then
add the results together, and add PS from figure 2-11IA.

Score ' Max imum Score

ATxQ = 2Z2¢x3:= 72 72
€Tx0 = fex3= ¥¥ 72
PxQx t= /3 x3x2 = /P8 162
" Fxg= o¥x3 = ° 36
RxQ = o¥3 = © 36
Ix¢= 63 = © ks
txQ= 623> © 27
SxQ= 0¢3 = O 45
Bx( t+t) = 13(d)= T2 108
PS = 9 9
Subtotal= = 209 612

Waste Characteristics Subscore = suhtota!/maximum subtotal

- .50

General Note:

if data are not available or are known to be incomplete under items [-A
through |, !i~B-1 or 11-B=-3, or {Il-A, then leave blank for calculation

of factor score and maximum subscore {i.e. for calculation of the subscore
divide the factor score by the maximum subscore minus the unknown item's
maximum score). ‘




FIGURE 2 (Continued)

Q WASTE MANAGEMENT AND FINAL SCORE (see also table 1-1V)

A. Receptors Subscore
Pathways Subscore

Waste Characteristics Subscore

Enter the above subscores in the equation:

Site Subscore =

33

-0
-0.93
- 050

- UR
Up

Uy

Apply factor for waste containment from waste management (table 1-1V)

Site Subscore x Waste Management = Final Score

33 [.0

x

-=__33

Note:

{f Final Scores are tied for sites on one base, rate the sites according

to the confidence level of the information.

Confirmed Criteria

At least 2 verbal reports from
interviews or written informa-
tion from records.

e Knowledge of types and quantities of
wastes generated by shops and other
areas on base.

e Based on the above, a determination
of the types and quantities of
waste disposed of at the site.

.firmed sites would be above suspected sites

-

Suspected Criteria

e One or no verbal reports or con-
flicting verbal reports, and
no written information from_
records. -

o Logic based on a knowledae of
types and quantities of wastes
generated at the base, and a
history of past waste dispose
practices indicate that these
wastes were disposed of at the
site.

in the ranking.
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FIGURE 2

NE OF SITE RE FIEHTING  TRAINING AREAS L $7 7E 6
LocaTioN. H/CB8C  GedfAhrT
DATE OF OPERATION OR OCCURRENCE [T 6 H /775

OWNER/OPERATOR

co

MMENTS/DESCRIPT ION

. RECEPTORS (see also table 1-1)

SITE RATED BY EET /[ Claph Epsracesy

Factor Max imum
Rating Factor Possible
Rating Factor {0-3) Multiplier Score Score
|
A. ‘Population within 1,000 feet ‘ |
‘Il};;pf site :3 | b /Gl 12
B. Distance to nearest down gqradient well | '73 10 ! :3 A 0
€. Land use/zoning within 1 mile radius | 3 3 Vi S
|
D. Distance to reservation boundary \ 12_ | 6 /1L, 18
1 |
E. Critical environments within 1 mile L l ) .
radius of site : 1 10 30
F. Water quality of nearest surface | |
water body | 2 6 | /rl“ 18
G. Ground water use of the aquifer { . ' —mC
of concern ’2, 9 ’ A 27
H. Population served by surface water o
) supply within 3 miles dowstream of site 6 O 18
I. Population served by ground-water |
supply within 3 miles of site t,) 6 ' ca | 18
Subtotals J T ' 180

. Receptors subscore = {factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal)

6.67




FIGURE 2 (Continued)

PATHWAYS (see also table 1-11)

Factor Max i mum
Rating Factor Possible
Rating Factor (0-3) Multiplier Score Score

A.

2.

3.

c.

If there is dotumented laboratory evidence of migration of hazardous contam-
inants away from the site in question, assign maximum factor subscore of 1
point for direct evidence. If direct evidence exists then proceed to C.

if no evidence exists, proceed to B.

Subscore
Rate the migration potential for 3 potential pathways: surface water migra-
"tion, flooding, and ground water migration, Select the highest rating, and

proceed to C.

1. Surface water migration

Distance to nearest down gradient | | i

surface water ;3 8 | ‘/ 24
Net precipitation < 6 1 19 18
Surface erosion =] ] | & 24
Soil permeability | ' 6 | & U 1B
Rainfalil intensity Sl - B I~ b/ | 24

Subtotals 7L 108
Subscore = (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) 0-6 2

Flooding | o | 1 } © |

Subscore = (factor score/3) o

Ground water migration

Depth to qround water P 3 | 8 ks '/ 24
Net precipitation Bl 6 3 18
Scil permeability A L] 24
Subsurface flows e TN 8 éf] 24
Direct access to ground water i 8 ~> | 2k

Subtotals _?__?_ AL

Subscore = (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) O. gé
Highest pathway subscore.
Enter the highest subscore value from A, B-t, B-2 or B-3 above.

Pathways Subscore O- 86




FIGURE 2 (Continued)

111. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (see also table 1-11}1)

Kophths

A.
| Factor Rating | | Weighted
Rating Factor | (0-3) | Multiplier Factor
' | !
Waste Duantity | 3 1 3 =0
N
Acute Toxicity = | 8 e d = AT
|
Chronic Toxicity 3 { 8 Gl = CT
|
Persistency ot { 6 /¥ - P
1 I I
Flammability 2 | A t /> - F
| |
Reactivity ! o | [ (®) = R
| | l
Incompatibility | / | 5 | s e |
| r I
Corrosiveness O 3 ] Q =
Sglubility | O 5 o = S
i |
cecumulation o 6 ) = f
i g
Physical State | 2 | 3 = PS
I
Years site was in use /2—— I 1 EL =t
| | |
Years since site closed ! 124 | 1 | 2 =t

Weighted Factor = Factor Rating x Multiplier



FIGURE 2 (Continued)

11t. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (continued)

B. Take the weighted factors and muitiply together as indicated below, then
add the results together, and add PS from figure 2-111A.

Score Maximum Score

ATx0 = 2¢x3 = 7z 72
CTx0 = 2Z¢x3 = 72 72

- PxQx t= /2K32Z = 7% 162

! FxQ = /223 *= 36 36
RxQ= 6K3= © 36
IxQ = Sx3» (% 45
CxQ = O%3= © 27
$xQ = O ¥37T e 45
Bx({ t+t) = goed= © 108
PS = i | _ 9 4
Subtotal= = 270 612

Waste Characteristics Subscore = subtotal/maximum subtota!

- 0.5

jeneral Note:

if data are not available or are known to be incomplete under items |-A -
through I, li-B-1 or {1-B~3, or ll1-A, then leave blank for calculation

of factor score and maximum subscore (i.e. for calculation of the subscore

divide the factor score by the maximum subscore minus the unknown item's

maximum score}.




FIGURE 2 (Continued)

.. WASTE MANAGEMENT AND FINAL SCORE (see also table 1-1V)

A. Receptors Subscore - O-(97 = Up
Pathways Subscore = O.%é = Up

Waste Characteristics Subscore = 0:’7/_5/ = U,
Enter the above subscores in the equation:

Site Subscore = U = 100 (UR)(UP)(Uu)

= 2

site

B. Apply factor for waste containment from waste management (tabie 1-1V)

Site Subscore x Waste Management = Final Score

2, x . O - 76

Note: |f Final Scores are tied for sites on one base, rate the sites according
to the confidence level of the information.

Confirmed Criteria Suspected Criteria
e At least 2 verbal reports from e One or no verba! reports or con-
interviews or written informa- flicting verbal reports, and
tion from records. no written information from
records. 7
e Knowledoe of types and guantities of e Logic based on a knowledge of
wastes generated by shops and other types and quantities of wastes
areas on base. generated at the base, and 5
history of past waste disposa
e Based on the above, a determination practices indicate that these
of the types and quantities of wastes were disposed of at the
waste disposed of at the site, site.

.nfirmed sites would be above suspected sites in the ranking.

-
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. FIGURE 1 (Continued)

CSR FLOWCHART

Definitions

HM/HW
GW
£PA
RCRA
NPDES
TSCA
FIFRA
16 CFR
BUMED

SOWA

Mitigating Action =

Hazardous Materiai/Hazardous Waste

Ground Water

Environmental Protection Agency

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
Toxic Substances Control Act

Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act
Federal Regulations covering Radiological Materials
Bureau of Medicine

Safe Drinking Water Act -

barrels}, etc.

may include temporary/permanent actions such as fences,
barriers, clay caps, changing method of storage (for



FIGURE 2

NAME OF SITE OI SGS?éP fc Cal/e//"]/ [/ tritr e /4/“\96: + S, 7= /

Location. N C L C

6«4#/’:/7’

DATE OF OPERATION OR OCCURRENCE /1YL # /7Y%

OWNER/OPERATOR

COMMENTS/DESCRIPTION

RECEPTORS (see also table 1={)

SITE RaTED BY (EEL / Clastr Eﬂf/he_c,/:f

Receptors subscore = (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) 0. b z

Factor Max imum
Rating Factor Possible
Rating Factor (0-3) Multiplier Score Score
l

A. Population within 1,000 feet 1

of site ’ :S 1 4 12 12
B. Distance to nearest down qradient well 3 10 30 1 130
C. Land use/zoning within 1 mile radius 3 3 ?7 9
D. Distance to reservation boundary [ | 6 /43_ 18

|

E. Critical environments within 1 mile \ | , o

radius of site 1 10 30
F. Water quality of nearest surface

water body : T 6 | ]2 18
G. Ground water use of the aquifer ‘

of concern 2— 9 I% 27
H. Population served by surface water o

’ supply within 3 miles dowstream of site 3 ) 18

1. Population served by ground-water 3 ‘ |

supply within 3 miles of site 6 1 18

Subtotals Hl:li_J 180




FIGURE 2 (Continued)

. PATHWAYS {(see also table 1-11)

Factor Max imum
Rating Factor Possible
Rating Factor (0-3) Multiplier Score Score

A. |If there is documented laboratory evidence of migration of hazardous contam-
inants away from the site in question, assign maximum factor subscore of 1
point for direct evidence. {f direct evidence exists then proceed to C.

}f no evidence axists, proceed to B.

Subscore
B. Rate the migration potential for 3 potential! pathways: surface water migra-
“tion, flooding, and ground water migration. Select the highest rating, and

proceed to C.

1. Surface water migration

Distance to nearest down gradient | | |
surface water | | ! L I/ 2k
Net precipitation 1 -3 1B
Surface erosion ) 1 [=) 24
1 1
i |

oy O o 0N 00

3
3
o
L
3

Soil permeability } | 18
. Rainfall intensity 2 4 1 2k
- Subtotals ] 2 108

Subscore = {factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) O /4 2

2. Flooding | © 1 i & 1

Subscore = {factor score/3) o

3. Ground water migration

Depth to around water | 3 8 Q‘L{ 24
Net precipitation 2 6 [ ¥ 18
" Soil permeability ! 3] ! 24
Subsurface flows ) 8 T Y 2k
Direct sccess to ground water RS [ 2y | 24

Subtotals {O_é_ ALY

Subscore = (factor score subtotal/maximum score sub_tdtal) O 23
€. Highest pathway subscore.

Enter the highest subscore value from A, 8-1, B-2 or B-3 above.

. Pathways Subscore 0.93

A ——



FIGURE 2 {Continued)

flaq=41+ﬁﬂa
111. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (see also table 1-111)
A.
| Factor Rating | | Weighted
Rating Factor | (0-3) | Multiplier Factor
[ |
Waste Ouantity | Es { ! 3 = Q
| I B
Acute Toxicity | > | B Zy = AT
| |
Chronie Toxicity ! 3 ! 8 zy - CT
{
Persistency s | 6 ! 2 = P
[ I r
Flammability | 3 | [ | /2 = F
[ N |
Reactivity i o | 4 | 12 = R
. |
Incompatibility [ [ 5 [ < = |
| 7 |
Corrosiveness o) 3 | O = C
) T
Solubility | O 5 | [ = 8
, |
Bioaccumulation { (@] é o = B
|
Physical State | ;3 3 7 = PS
3
Years site was in use ~ ! 1 | :2- =t
{ l
Years since site closed | { 1 | I =t

Weighted Factor = Factor Rating x Multiplier




FIGURE 2 (Continued)

.I. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (continued)

B. Take the weighted factors and multiply together as indicated below, then
add the results together, and add PS from figure 2-I1IA.

Score Maximum Score

ATxQ = 2¢ ¥ 3 = 72 72

CTxD = 24%x 3> = 73 72

PxOx t= (2x3xt =3b 162

1 Fxg = /2x3= 36 36
RxQ = ©ox3 = e 16

IxQ = S5x3= s 45

CxQ = 0 %3 = o 27

SxQ = ©x3 = o ks

. Bx( t+t) =ox3 = O 108
‘ PS = 7 9
Subtotai= = 240 612

Waste Characteristics Subscore = suhtotal/maximum subtotal

-__0.39

General Note:

If data are not available or are known to be incomplete under items |-A
through 1, 1i-B-1 or 11-B=3, or IIl-A, then leave blank for calculation
of factor score and maximum subscore {i.e. for calculation of the subscore
divide the factor score by the maximum subscore minus the unknown item's
max imum score).



FIGURE 2 (Continued)

IV. WASTE MANAGEMENT AND FINAL SCORE (see also table 1-1V) n II
A. Receptors Subscore - Q. é7 = U
Pathways Subscore O ?3 = U

Waste Characteristics Subscore - 0-39 = Uy,
Enter the above subscores in the equation:

Site Subscore = U, = 100 (Ug)(Up)(U)

- 24

B. Apply factor for waste containment from waste management (table 1-1V)

Site Subscore x Waste Manaaement = Final Score

24 «_J.o -_RY

Note: If Final Scores are tied for sites on one base, rate the sites according
to the confidence level of the information,

Confirmed Criteria Suspected Criteria
e At least 2 verbal reports from e One or no verbal reports or con-
interviews or written informa- flicting verba! reports, and
tion from records. - no written information £rom ™
records.,
o Knowledpe of types and quantities of e logic based on 8 knowledge of
wastes generated by shops and other types and quantities of wastes
areas on base. generated at the base, and a
history of past waste disposea
e Based on the above, a determination practices indicate that these
of the types and guantities of wastes were disposed of at the
waste disposed of at the site. site.

Confirmed sites would be above suspected sites in the ranking. .
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FIGURE 2

ware of site Uerl] wad V.ALano/f//f,bfzf“el

Location’ NLBC. G FRAT

DATE OF OPERATION OR OCCURRENCE /942 H /9 ¥

OWNER/OPERATOR

COMMENTS/DESCRIPTION

I., RECEPTORS (see also table 1-{)

SITE RATED BY Egi/C/qfﬁ' E;,j, e er'S

Factor Max imum
Rating Factor Possible
Rating Factor (0-3) Multiplier Score Score
I
A. Population within 1,000 feet ‘ 1
of site is 4 /21— | 12
B. Distance to nearest down qradient well :5 10 13 O 30
| |
C. Land use/zoning within 1 mile radius | 3 3 C? 9
D. Distance to reservation boundary ts 1 3 | }i& 18
E. Critical environments within 1 mile / !
radius of site 10 ) 30
|
F. Water quality of nearest surface {
water body ’2— 6 '/l. 18 P
G. Ground water use of the squifer
of concern ’2, 9 lg 27
H. Population served by surface water cj
) supply within 3 miles dowstream of site 6 O 18
1. Population served by ground-water '33 l qs
supply within 3 miles of site 6 18
Subtotals \'l_f_] 180

Receptors subscore = {factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) 0.7 / .




FIGURE 2 {(Continued)

.. PATHWAYS (see also table 1-11)

Factor Hax imum
Rating Factor Possible
Rating Factor {0-3) Multiplier Score Score

A. If there is documented laboratory evidence of migration of hazardous contam-
inants away from the site in question, assign maximum factor subscore of 1
point for direct evidence, |If direct evidence exists then proceed to L.

If no evidence exists, proceed to B,

Subscore
B. Rate the migration potential for 3 potential pathways: surface water migra-
“tion, flooding, and ground water migration. Select the highest rating, and

proceed to C.

1. Surface water migration

Distance to nearest down gradient | | |
surface water | 3 | 8 7 y 24
Net precipitation b 2 1 [ K- 18
Surface erosion | ] o 24
Soil permeability | ] b I & 1 18
. Rainfall intensitv i 2 L] 1 -7 1 2L
g Subtotals 7 2 108

Subscore = (factor score subtota!/maximum score subtotal) O,é?
2. Floodina | © 1 1 1 © |

Subscore = (factor score/3) o

3. Ground water migration

Depth to around water | J3 8 2"/ 24
Net precipitation 2 [ JER 18
Scoil permeability R 8 & 24
Subsurface flows Il B i/ 24
Direct access to ground water 2 ] ~y | 24

Subtotals M IRALES

Subscore = (factor score subtotal/maximum score sub_toial) o, 2 3
€. Highest pathway subscore.

Enter the highest subscore value from A, B-1, B-2 or B-3 above.

. Pathways Subscore O E 5



Jraphthe

FIGURE 2 (Continued)

I1t. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (see also table 1-111)

A.
| Factor Rating | Weighted
Rating Factor (0-3) Multiptier Factor
Waste Quantity 2 1 2. = 0
]
Acute Toxicity 13 8 ’l.b/ = AT
Chronic Toxicity 3 8 7.‘-/ = CT
Persistency 2. | 6 /]2 = P
! |
Flammability | 3 | 4 /2. - ¢
| I
Reactivity | O b O = R
| I
{ncompatibility | / | 5 ! = |
] 1
Corrosiveness ! o 3 | O = C
I . 1
Solubility [ o g | O . s
K | {
Bioaccumulation | O [ 6 O = 8
I 1
Physical State I 3 3 ﬁi = PS
|
Years site was in use | A ] 1 L = t
| |
Years since site closed | I 1 | / =t

Weighted Factor = Factor Rafing x Multiplier




FIGURE 2 (Continued)

t WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (continued)

B. Take the weighted factors and multiply together as indicated below, then
add the results together, and add PS from figure 2-111A,

Score Maximum Score
ATxO = 24 }2 = Y% 72
tTx0= 24y 42 = Y3 72
Pxx t= | A~ = 2 162
' FxQ = R A2 ':ZV 36
R0 = or2 = O 36
xq= §4+42 = (O 45
txg= ©4+2 = O 27
sxg= 42 = &) ks

® Bx( ety = 0(3) = F 108

ps = < _9
Subtotal= = /é 3 612

Waste Characteristics Subscore = subtotal/maximum subtotal

- Q, 2]

General Note:

if data are not available or are known to be incomplete under items |-A
through |, 11-B~1 or VI-B-3, or |II1-A, then leave blank for calculation

of factor score and maximum subscore (i.e. for calculation of the subscore
divide the factor score by the maximum subscore minus the unknown item’s
max imum scorel.



FIGURE 2 (Continued)

V. WASTE MANAGEMENT AND FINAL SCORE (see also table 1-1V)

= O‘ 7 / = UR
- 0' q 3 = UP
- 0727 =y,

A. Receptors Subscoré
Pathways Subscore

Waste Characteristics Subscore

Enter the above subscores in the equation:

Site Subscore = U ite = 100 (UR)(UP)(Uw)

-_ /9

B. Apply factor for waste containment from waste management (table 1-1V)

Site Subscore x Waste Manapgement = Final Score

[ <9 X LLjD =

| %

Note:

Confirmed Criteria

e At least 2 verbal reports from
interviews or written informa-
tion from records.

e Knowledge of types and quantities of
wastes generated by shops and other
areas on base,

e Based on the above, a determination
of the types and quantities of
waste disposed of at the site.

Confirmed sites would be above suspected sites in the ranking.

If Fina) Scores are tied for sites on one base, rate the sites according
to the confidence level of the information.

Suspected Criteria

® One or no verbal reports or con-
flicting verbal reports, and
no written information from
records.

¢ Logic based on a knowledge of
types and quantities of wastes
generated at the base, and a
history of past waste disposea
practices indicate that these
wastes were disposed of at the
site.
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FIGURE 2

NAME OF SITE [f'/ﬂwsfiqadﬁll/g’?/ﬁw? /:7_"7, ¢, /e 3
woeaTion: /A4S Ceccl Fedp

DATE OF OPERATION OR OCCURRENCE

/94 ~

196.5

OWNER/OPERATOR

COMMENTS/DESCRIPT{ON

‘.l

RECEPTORS (see also table 1-t)

SITE RATED BY FEL [/ clark Ensiacess

Factor Max imum
Rating Factor Possible
Rating Factor {0-3) Multiplier Score Score
{
A. Population within 1,000 feet l 1
of site L1 s 1Y 12
: o
8. Distance to nearest down gradient well ’3 | 10 3 O 30
C. Land use/zoninag within 1 mile radius ‘E; 3 j? 9
D. Distance to reservation boundary 2;_. 6 /’2_ 18
|
E. Critica) environments within ¥ mile ) |
radius of site 10 ! / [ 30
!
F. Water quality of nearest surface ﬁ! |
water body 6 | /Q‘ 18
G. Ground water use of the aquifer
of concern 2“ 9 / ? 27
H. Population served by surface water o |
) supply within 3 miles dowstream of site é = 18
-
i. Population served by ground-water 3 ] 8 {
supply within 3 miles of site & t 18
Subtotals J} ’7 180
Receptors subscore = {factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotsl) C)'é‘s




FIGURE 2 (Continued)

’ PATHWAYS (see also table 1-11)

Factor Max imum
Rating Factor Possible
Rating Factor (0-3) Multiplier Score Score

Al

B.

. Rainfall intensitw

2.

3.

c.

If there is documented laboratory evidence of migration of hazardous contam-
inants away from the site in question, assign maximum factor subscore of 1
point for direct evidence., If direct evidence exists then proceed to C.

If no evidence exists, proceed to B,

S ——

Subscore
Rate the migration potential for 3 potential pathways: surface water migra-
“tion, flooding, and ground water migration. Select the highest rating, and
proceed to C.

1. Surface water migration

Distance to nearest down gradient | | | |
surface water | '57 | 8 | 2 5/| 24
Net precipitation = [ I/ | 18
Surface erosion T 8 | I_Eil 24
Soil permeability | 6 | &1 8
o= 1 8 Py | 2%

Subtotals ? & 108

Subscore = (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) c,9 Z

11!01

O

Flooding !

Subscore = {factor score/3) -

Ground water migration

Depth to qround water { <3 8 2 %/ 24
Net precipitation 2 6 % 18
Soil permeability 2 1 8 )] 24
Subsurface flows =S B LY 24
Direct access to qround water <, ] 14 | 2%

Subtotals lg?iﬁ 14

Subscore = {factor score subtotal/maximum score subtoial) CZrZ_B
Highest pathway subscore.

Enter the highest subscore value from A, B-1, B-2 or B-~3 above.

Pathways Subscore 0( i 3




Naphtha

FIGURE 2 (Continued)

111, WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (see also table 1-111)

A.
} Factor Rating ] Weighted
Rating Factor {0-3) Multiptier | Factor
|
Maste Quantity | S 1 | 2 = 0
Acute Toxicity 3 | 8 2 = AT
i
Chronic Toxicity 1 3 | 8 24 = CT
{
Persistency o | 6 /o = P
' T [
Flammability | 2 | 4 i = F
I -
Reactivity | O 4 o) = R
| t
Incompatibility I [ | g -1 = |
t |
Corrosiveness ] O 3 | o = [
|
Solubility } O 5 o = S
- | | .
Bioaccumulation ] O | 6 O = B
I \
Physical State | 3 | 3 7 = PS
| {
Years site was in use | 13 | 1 { :3 et
| ]
Years since site closed | J 1 [ , =t

Weighted Factor = Factor Rating x Multiplier




FIGURE 2 (Continued)

.u. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (continued)

B. Take the weighted factors and multiply together as indicated below, then
add the results together, and add PS5 from figure 2-111A,

Score Maximum Score

ATx0 = 2423 <« 72 72

CTx0 = 24/ x3 = 72 72

- PxQx t=/zx3xl = <k 162
! FxO = /2%3 = 36 36
RxQ = O¥3 = o : 36

IxQ = &x3= /S y5

CxQ = 013‘: © 27

SxQ = C3= o 45

. Bx{ t+t) = o(«)= © 108
' . PS = 9 _ s
Subtotal= = .o 612

Waste Characteristics Subscore = suhtotal/maximum subtotal

- 0.39

General Note:

if data are not available or are known to be incomplete under items -A
through |, 11-B-1 or 1!-B-3, or |!1-A, then teave blank for caleculation

of factor score and maximum subscore {i.e. for calculation of the subscore
divide the factor score by the maximum subscore minus the unknown item's
maximum score).



FIGURE 2 (Continued)

IV. WASTE MANAGEMENT AND FINAL SCORE (see also table 1-1V) .
A. Receptors Subscore - O é‘s = U
Pathways Subscore - O ?3 - U

Waste Characteristics Subscore = 0.39% = Uy,
Enter the above subscores in the equation:

Site Subscore = U.;, . = 100 (UR)(UP)(UN)
- 244

B. Apply factor for waste containment from waste management (table 1-1V)

Site Subscore x Waste Management = Final Score

24 . .0 . 24

Note: If Final Scores are tied for sites on one base, rate the sites according
to the confidence level of the information.

Confirmed Criteria Suspected Criteria
e At least 2 verbal reports from ¢ One or no verbal reports or con-
interviews or written informa- flicting verbal reports, and
tion from records. . no written information- frem-—
records. '
o Knowledge of types and quantities of e Logic based on a knowledae of
wastes generated by shops and other types and quantities of wastes
areas on base. generated at the base. and &
history of past waste disposea
e Based on the above, a determination practices indicate that these
of the types and quantities of wastes were disposed of at the
waste disposed of at the site. site,

Confirmed sites would be above suspected sites in the ranking. : .
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FtGURE 2 {Continued)

‘ WASTE MANAGEMENT AND FINAL SCORE (see also table 1-1V)

A. Receptors Subscore = C"‘7 / = Up
Pathways Subscore = 073 = U

Waste Characteristics Subscore = 05/{ = U,
Enter the above subscores in the equation:

Site Subscore = Ui, = 100 (Up)(Up)(U,)

- 30

B. Apply factor for waste containment from waste management (table 1-1V)

Site Subscore x Waste Management = Final Score

3 , |[.0 . 30

Note: 1f Final Scores are tied for sites on one base, rate the sites according
to the confidence level of the information.

Lonfirmed Criteria Suspected Criteria
e At least 2 verbal reports from : ¢ One or no verbal reports or con-
interviews or written informa- flicting verba! reports, and
tion from records. no written information from
records. 5 e
e Knowledge of types and quantities of e Logic based on a knowledae of
wastes generated by shops and other types and quantities of wastes
areas on base. generated at the base, and a
history of past waste dispose
e Based on the above, a determination practices indicate that these
of the types and quantities of wastes were disposed of at the
waste disposed of at the site. site,

‘nfirmed sites would be above suspected sites in the ranking.

~
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