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RE:  Site Assessment Report Addendum Tank Site 1343, Naval Station Mayport,
Mayport, FL

==

Dear Ms. Washington:

3

I have reviewed the above document dated June 25, 1999 (received July 15, 1999).
Information provided in the addendum indicates that the requirements of Chapter 62-770.600,
- F.A.C. have not been met. Please submit a Site Assessment Addendum, which addresses

the following comments:

- 1. Examination of the ground water flow data on Figure 1 indicates that the flow direction is

r opposite to that indicated. For the record, the three wells are not placed optimally for
ground water flow direction determination. Were it not for the free product observed in
monitoring well MW-1, this point would be relatively minor; however, since it was

| observed, it is important. Please determine the ground water flow direction, including
using any new wells as part of the data acquisition. Prepare and present a revised ground
] water flow direction determination, modifying Figure 1.
2. Based on the presence of free product in monitoring well MW-1, the extent of free
n product nor possible ground water contamination has not been delineated. Additional
wl monitoring wells should be installed in appropriate directions sufficient to determine the

extent of contamination by both free product and any ground water contamination.

= 3. Please obtain at least one soil boring in the area south-southeast of S-1, as close to the fill
port as possible. If contamination is noted, conduct additional borings to sufficiently
characterize the extent of contamination. This was previously requested in comment 2 of
- my letter of June 4, 1998.

4 Please observe the soil sampling requirements in Chapter 62-770, F.A.C. when conducting

the soil borings.

"Protect, Conserve and Manage Florida's Environment and Natural Resources”

Printed on recycled paper.
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Ms. Beverly Washington
Page Two
July 20, 1999

5. Please sample the additional shallow monitoring wells and MW-1 (if free product is not
encountered) for semivolatile constituents, lead and TRPH, ensuring that the detection
limits for compounds with cleanup target levels are low enough to allow the results to be
utilized for determining the presence or absence of contamination.

Please present the above requested data in a SAR Addendum. Based on the provisions of
Chapter 62-770, F.A.C., please evaluate the data and propose a course of action for the site. If

further clarification is required or if you have any questions, please contact me at 850-921-4230.

Sincerely,

James H. Cason, P.G.
Remedial Project Manager

Date

CC: Emmett A. Beers, BHATE Environmental, Birmingham, AL
Brian Cheary, FDEP Northeast District
Jerry Young, City of Jacksonville

TIB JIC ESN

Printed on recycled paper.
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Bhate Environmental Associates, nc.
Environmental Engineers & Scienlisls
1608 13th Avenue, South, Suite 300
Birmingham = Alabama & 35205
(205) 918-4000
(205) 918-4050 (FAX)

June 25, 1999

Commanding Officer

Attn: Code 1848

Southern Division, Naval Facilities Engineering Command
2155 Eagle Drive

Post Office Box 190010

North Charleston, South Carolina 29419-1910

Attention: Ms. Beverly S. Washington

Subject: Addendum to the Contamination Assessment Report
Site UST-1343
Naval Station Mayport

Mayport, Florida
Contract No. N62467-96-D-0976
BHATE Project No.: 9970058

Dear Ms. Washington:

Bhate Environmental Associates (BHATE) is pleased to submit a final copy of the addendum to the
Contamination Assessment at the above referenced site. BHATE has prepared this report on behalf of
the Southern Division of the Naval Facilities Engineering Command. The report describes the soil and
groundwater investigation to determine the extent of petroleum related contamination. The scope of
work was prepared to comply with the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP)
regulations pertaining to Corrective Actions (FAC 62-770).

A final copy of the report has been submitted to the FDEP.,

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact us at your earliest
convenience at 1 (800) 806-4001.

Respectfully Submitted,
BHATE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSOCIATES

)
gl < gl t~ %/{W
Emmett A. Beers Uday R.‘Bhate, P.GJ/P.E.

Senior Project Manager Principal
I\PROJECT.BEA\1997\9970058\UST 1343 REPORT
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Bhate Environmental, Inc. (Bhate) completed additional assessment activities at the
subject site in February of 1999. The assessment activities consisted of soil sampling
near an underground storage tank (UST) location at Building 1343 to supplement a site
assessment report (SAR) prepared by Bhate in February of 1998. The Florida
Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) reviewed the SAR and requested
additional assessment activities in a letter dated June 4, 1998. The following activities
were requested by the FDEP to be included in a SAR Addendum.

FDEP Comment #1:

Tank 1343 was a 10,000 gallon fuel oil tank, which was closed in place. At the time of
closure, it is stated in the report that contaminated soil was noted and that no soil was
removed nor was a groundwater sample obtained at the time of closure. Please submit a
copy of the closure documentation.

Bhate Response:

A copy of a UST Closure Report prepared by G.B. Robbins, Inc. is included in Appendix
B of the SAR addendum report.

FDEP Comment #2:

Soil borings obtained during the investigation are inadequate for determining the extent
of soil contamination. Utilizing the general instructions (from “Storage Tank System
Closure Assessment Requirements.” February 1998- copy enclosed) for sampling
requirements for storage tanks abandoned in place, obtain four soil borings around the
tank, placed as close to the tank as possible with one of the borings in close proximity to
the fill port. If contamination is noted, conduct additional borings as required to
sufficiently characterize the extent of contamination. Additionally, because of the
contamination noted in the screening for soil borings S-3 and due to the lack of sufficient
laboratory analyses, please obtain a soil sample for this location for laboratory analysis as
required in Chapter 62-770, F.A.C. Please note that soil analytical samples of soil must
be obtained during an assessment. Not less than one is required; more are required if
contaminated soil is found. Please follow the guidance in Chapter 62-770 F.A.C. in
“Guidelines for Assessment and Source Removal of Petroleum Contaminated Soil, May
1998,” a copy of which I am enclosing.  Please also note the different analytical
requirements in Table 1 or Table II, depending on the type of contamination at the site, in
this particular case, the requirements in Table I apply.



Bhate response:

Bhate prepared a work plan dated August 27, 1998 and a letter addendum dated
September 14, 1998 that proposed soil sampling at the ends of the tank near the product
line, and near previous sample location S-3. The work plan was approved by the FDEP
in a letter dated October 9, 1998 (Appendix C).

Additional soil sampling shows excessive soil contamination (OVA results >10 ppm) of
soil samples collected from borings S-5 and S-9 near the north end of the UST. Three
samples were selected for laboratory analysis of Table 1 parameters in accordance with
Chapter 62.770-600 (3)(e), F.A.C. Samples S-3B, S-5A, and S-8B-did not exceed the
2,500 mg/kg maximum contaminant level (MCL) for FL-PRO as established in Chapter
62-770 F.A.C: None ofthe soil samples had concentrations of BTEX or PAH parameters
exceeding the regulatory MCLs. Sample S-3B contained Toluene and Xylenes at 0.1150
mg/kg and 0.2350 mg/kg, respectively.

FDEP Comment #3;

Please confirm the disposition of the former product piping. Was it removed or is it still
operational? Please obtain one soil boring midway between the end of the tank and
Building 1343, along or in close proximity to the piping or its former location. If
contamination is noted, obtain additional borings, sufficient to characterize any
contamination. Additionally, obtain soil borings along the existing fuel line, the 12”
water line and the sanitary sewer line in order to assess the possible migration of
contamination along their pathways. If contamination is noted, please obtain additional
borings, which will sufficiently characterize any possible soil contamination.

Bhate response:

According to Mr. Jan Bovier of the Naval Base Mayport, the product piping was closed
in place. Soil samples were collected in the requested areas as noted above in comment
#2.

FDEP Comment #4:

Please observe the soil sampling requirements in Chapter 62-770, F.A.C. when
conducting the soil borings.

Bhate response:

Soil samples were taken following the requirements in Chapter 62-770, F.A.C.

1
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FDEP Comment #5:

Detection limits for five semivolatile constituents in groundwater were above regulated
limits. Monitoring well MW-1 exhibited naphthalene contamination. Additionally,
TRPH was not determined and lead was present above the Florida standard. Please
resample MW-1 for semivolatile constituents, lead and TRPH, ensuring that the detection
limits for compounds with regulatory guidelines or standards are low enough for all the
results to be utilized for determining the presence or absence of contamination.

Bhate response:

Prior to sample collection of MW-1, fluids taken from the upper water column within
MW-1 were examined for the presence of separate phase petroleum hydrocarbons (free
product). Approximately 9.5 inches of product was measured within the Teflon bailer
used to collect the sample. Due to the presence of free product, a groundwater sample
was not collected.

FDEP Comment #6:

If soil contamination is noted in the new soil borings, install a shallow monitoring well in
the center of the area of greatest contamination or as close as possible if it cannot be
installed in the source area and sample the groundwater for volatile and semivolatile
petroleum constituents, remembering the caution on detection limits noted in comment 5.
Please be aware that if significant soil contamination is found, additional monitoring
wells should be installed, sufficient to delineate the extent of groundwater contamination.

Bhate response:

Due to the confined area around the UST, additional monitoring wells were not installed
in accordance with the FDEP approved work plan.

FDEP Comment #7:

Please submit a properly certified copy of the Assessment Report for Tank Site 1343.
Please assure that all future and additional documents in this regard are also properly
signed and sealed according to Chapter 62-770 (6), F.A.C. In lieu of submitting a
complete report, you may submit a properly executed certification page, which references
the site report, and I will insert the page into my copy.

Bhate response:

The SAR addendum enclosed has been reviewed and certified by a professional engineer
in the State of Florida.

il
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Closing Comments

__;Mtrglmm-pmduct is present and excessively contaminated soil (OVA results >10

ppm) is present at the site. The soil contamination appears to be limited to soils at the
NW end of the UST. Bhate recommends the preparation of a remedial action plan (RAP)
for the subject site.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Location and Area of Investigation

The subject site is located at the Mayport Naval Station in Mayport, Florida. A 10,000-gallon
underground storage tank (UST) that had contained fuel oil was closed in place in June of 1995.

The UST is located adjacent to Building 1343 (Figure 1). A fenced security area to the northeast
contains electrical transformers and a replacement above ground fuel tank. Two above ground
storage tanks, situated on a concrete pad, are located immediately north of the site, also within a
fenced area. The ground surface at the immediate area of the UST is not covered and is
relatively flat with poor surface water drainage. Surface water drainage outside of the area is
toward surface drainage ditches to the southeast.

Site History

In June of 1995, the 10,000-gallon UST-1343 was closed in place. An area of stained soil was
reported on the northwestern end of the UST at the ground surface. This was the location of the
UST fill port. According to a UST closure report prepared by G.B. Robbins, heavily
contaminated soils were identified during the excavation to the top of the tank. A copy of the
closure report is provided in Appendix B.

Soil samples collected at the north and east ends of the fill port at depths of one and two feet,
exhibited very strong petroleum odors. A soil sample collected from the east side of the tank at
a depth of three feet also exhibited very strong petroleum odors. The soils had elevated OVA
headspace concentrations. Contaminated soils were not removed and ground water samples
were not taken during the abandonment.

Bhate conducted a contamination assessment during June and July of 1997. The following is a
summary of site conditions based on the results of field and laboratory investigations made
during the contamination assessment:

. Soil borings indicated soils beneath the site consist of well-sorted fine sands to silty fine
sands with shell fragments extending to boring termination at approximate depths of

fourteen feet, bls. Construction material was encountered within the upper five feet of
well MW-3.

. Groundwater was encountered at depths of approximately 4 to 4.5 feet bls. The direction
of groundwater movement is generally to the east as determined from measurements on
two different dates.

. OVA-FID headspace concentrations of soil samples collected from each boring at a
depth of one to three feet were less than 50 ppm. Stained soils were visible at the
northwest end of the UST.

F1s
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. Laboratory analyses of soil samples collected from depths of 4.0 to 6.0 feet bls indicated
FL-PRO concentrations at locations S-1 and S-3 of 28 and 35 ppm, respectively. The
concentrations are below the regulatory limit MCL of 2,500 ppm. Concentrations were
below laboratory detection limits in soil samples collected from S-2 and S-4.

. Laboratory analyses of groundwater samples from three permanent monitoring wells
installed at the site indicated one well, MW-1, contained detectable PAH constituents.
PAH concentrations were below the regulatory limits. BTEX was not detected.

. Lead concentrations were above the regulatory limit at well 1343-MW-1. The elevated
concentrations may be a result of the sampling method employed.

. Free petroleum product was not measurable on June 13, 1997 during groundwater
sample collection. Approximately 3/8 inch of product was measured in 1343-MW-1 on
August 8, 1997.

A CAR dated February 2, 1998 was submitted to the Florida Department of Environmental
Protection (FDEP). The FDEP subsequently requested additional sampling activities in a letter

dated June 4, 1998 (Appendix C). The following report was prepared to address the FDEP
comnients.

2.0 SITE ASSESSMENT METHODS

Additional assessment activities conducted at the site included the collection of soil samples adjacent to
the area of surface contamination, soil headspace screening to define the extent of soil contamination
and laboratory analyses of soil samples. The following is a summary of the site activities.

2.1 Soil Headspace Screening

Soil screening conducted during the initial contamination assessment did not encounter soil
contamination with elevated FID concentrations above 10 ppm. Soil observance determined
that the probable source of soil contamination may have been from over spillage at the fill port
on the northern end of the UST (Figure 2). To further define the extent of contamination,
additional soil samples were collected at locations indicated on Figure 2. Soil samples (S-5
through S-11) were collected at the specified intervals of one and three feet below the ground
surface. The samples were collected above the groundwater capillary fringe.

The soil samples were collected utilizing a stainless steel hand auger. Following retrieval, each
soil sample was examined for visual and olfactory evidence of petroleum hydrocarbons. They
were transferred into 16-ounce decontaminated glass jars, which were half filled. Each sample
was split into two jars, covered with tin foil, and brought to a temperature of between 20°C and
32°C. The readings were obtained within approximately five minutes of containment using a
flame ionization detector (FID) to screen the soil gas headspace of each sample. Carbon filters
were used with the FID, to aid in distinguishing naturally occurring methane from hydrocarbon

vapors.
J



2.2

2.3

24

Laboratory Soil Sample Collection

Three soil grab samples were collected for laboratory analyses from areas of high, medium and
low field screening results. Soil samples submitted for analyses were contained in laboratory
supplied clean glass jars, sealed with Teflon-lined lids, and cooled to approximately 4°C. All
soil samples were delivered under chain-of-custody to Specialized Assays Laboratory in
Nashville, Tennessee for analyses. Soil samples were analyzed for the following parameters:

Benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and xylenes (BTEX) by EPA Method 8021B.
Methyl tertiary-butyl ether (MTBE) by EPA method 8021B.

Naphthalene and the 15 method-listed PAHs by EPA Method 8270.

Florida Petroleum Residual Organics (FL-PRO) by Method TRPH (FDEP).

Monitoring Well Groundwater Sampling

A groundwater sample had been proposed for collection from monitoring well MW-1, which
had contained petroleum constituents in the initial sampling event. Prior to sample collection,
fluids taken from the upper water column within MW-1 were examined for the presence of
separate phase petroleum hydrocarbons (free product). Approximately 9.5 inches of product
was measured within the Teflon bailer used to collect the sample.

Due to the presence of free product, a groundwater sample was not collected from monitoring
well MW-1, as originally proposed.

Groundwater Flow Direction

Groundwater levels were measured on February 19, 1999. Water-level measurements were
obtained with an electronic water-level indicator. Groundwater measurements were taken to the
nearest 0.01 foot and are referenced to a point on top of the well casing. Relative groundwater
elevations were calculated and are summarized in Table 1, along with previous water-level
measurements. The groundwater elevation for MW-1 was corrected for the presence of free
petroleum product using the following formula:

Zaw = ZOW + pl‘OHO

Where Z,, = Corrected water surface elevation
Z,,= Measured petroleum free product / water interface elevation

P, = Petroleum specific gravity (free product assumed to be diesel with a
specific gravity of 0.73)
H, = Measures petroleum thickness

(SpillCAD User and Technical Guide, Version 3.2, 1994).
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3.1

The water-level elevations on February 19, 1999 were used to prepare a water-table contour map
(Figure 1). As indicated on the figure, the direction of groundwater migration is generally
toward the east and is consistent with previous measurements.

3.0 RESULTS OF THE CONTAMINATION ASSESSMENT

Soil Analytical Results

The results of the OVA headspace analysis of soil samples taken during the contamination
assessment are shown in Table 2. Field screening of the soil samples collected from one and
three feet, bls, and above the groundwater table indicate that excessive soil contamination (OVA
results > 10 ppm) exists on site (Figure 2). The highest headspace concentration was
encountered north of the former fill port at sample location S-5 from a depth of one foot below
the ground surface (bgs).

A summary of the laboratory analytical results is presented in Table 3. Copies of the laboratory
analytical reports and chain-of-custody records are provided in Appendix A. The FL-PRO
concentrations within soil samples S-3B, S-5A and S-8B did not exceed the 2,500 mg/kg
Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL), as established in Chapter 62-770 F.A.C. for the direct

exposure industrial scenario that appears here. S-8B had the highest FL-PRO concentration of
76 mg/kg.

None of the soil samples had concentrations exceeding the regulatory MCL for BTEX or PAH
parameters. Laboratory analysis of soil sample S-3B detected Toluene and Xylenes at 0.1150

/mg/kg and 0.2350 mg/kg, respectively. No other constituents were detected within the samples.
(__A dilution factor was used to calculate the report limit for BTEX and MTBE in each of the three’

samples. However, the laboratory report limits for the dilution samples were below the
regulatory MCL for all parameters.

4.0 QUALITY ASSURANCE/QUALITY CONTROL

BHATE maintained a stringent QA/QC program for all activities from data acquisition through report
preparation in accordance with Comprehensive Quality Assurance Plan 970052G. All appropriate soil
sampling equipment was decontaminated by appropriate FDEP procedures. The soil sampling
equipment was decontaminated with laboratory-grade detergent, appropriate solvent and alcohol wash
and then rinsed with deionized and analyte-free water before each sample collection.
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5.0 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Summary

The following is a summary of site conditions based on the results of field and laboratory
investigations made during the contamination assessment:

. Groundwater was encountered at depths of approximagely 4.3 to 5.3 feet bls. The
direction of groundwater movement is generally to the east.

. Field screening of the soil samples collected from 6ne and three feet, bls indicate that
excessive soil contamination (OVA results > 10 ppm) exists on site. Excessive soil
contamination was encountered in the general area of the UST fill port. Stained soils
were visible at the northwest end of the UST.

. Laboratory analyses of soil samples collected from sample S-8B from a depth of 3 feet
bls had a FL-PRO concentration of 76 ppm. All other samples were below the
laboratory detection limit. The concentrations are all below the regulatory MCL of

2,500 ppm.

. Approximately 9.5 inches of free product was measured in monitoring well MW-1.
Therefore, a groundwater water sample was not collected from MW-1 for laboratory
analysis.

Conclusions

. FID soil headspace analyses indicated excessively contaminated soils in the immediate

area of the UST fill port, possible from overfilling. However, elevated FL-PRO

concentrations above regulatory MCLs have not been encountered within soils at the
site.

. Free product was measured in one monitoring well and indicates that groundwater has
been effected by a contaminant release from the UST.
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6.0 RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on field results and analysis of all the data obtained during the contamination assessment BHATE
recommends the preparation of a Remedial Action Plan (RAP) for the subject sit. BHATE has
determined that:

. Free petroleum product is present at the site.

° Excessively contaminated soil (OVA results > 10 ppm) is present at the site. The soil
contamination appears to be limited to soils at the northwest end of the UST.

7.0 CLOSING REMARKS

This Contamination Assessment Report has been prepared on behalf of the Department of Navy,
Southern Division, for specific application to the subject site. Future environmental conditions at the
subject site can change subject to alterations in operations and land usage. The opinions and findings of
this report represent those conditions apparent at the time and dates the work was performed. New

regulations, changes in surrounding land use, altered geologic conditions and other factors may also
result in changed conditions.

The work described in this report has been conducted in accordance with current FDEP UST regulations
and with standard industry practice. No other warranty is implied or expressed.
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TABLE 2
SUMMARY OF SOIL HEADSPACE ANALYSES
NAVAL STATION MAYPORT
UST 1343
SAMPLE DEPTH OVA HEADSPACE OVA HEADSPACE CORRECTED
DESIGNATION (feet) READING (ppm) READING WITH OVA
. CARBON FILTER HEADSPACE
v (ppm) READING (ppm)
S-1 1-3 12 <1 12 o
S-2 1-3 0 - 0
S-3 1-3 0 -- 0
S-4 1-3 1 <1 1
S-5A 1 20 --- 20 -
S-5B 3 6 1 5
S-6A 1 0 -- 0
S-6B 3 0 -- 0
S-7A 1 0 - 0
S-7B 3 0 - 0
S-8A 1 0 -- 0
S-8B 3 2 - 2 .
S-9A 1 14 I 13
S-9B 3 0 -- 0
S-10A 1 0 - 0
S-10B 3 0 -- 0
S-11A 1 9 0 9
S-11B 3 0 - 0
Notes:

ppm = parts per million NR = not recorded
OVA = Organic Vapor Analyzer Bold corrected values fall in the “excessively contaminated « range
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SUMMMARY OF SOIL ANALYTICAL RESULTS
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UST 1343
NAVAL STATION MAYUPORT
MAYPORT, FLORIDA "

POLYNUCLEAR AROMATIC HYDROCARBONS (Method 8100) \\,\G\U
PARAMETER 1343-S-3B (Medium) 1343-S-"5A (High) 1343-S-8B (Low) RS
DATE 2/12/99 2/11/99 2/12/99
Naphthalene mg/kg <0.165 <0.165 <0.165 8600
Acenaphthene mg/kg <0.165 <0.165 <0.165 22000
Anthracene mg/kg <0.165 <0.165 <0.165 290000
Fluoranthene mg/kg <0.165 <0.165 <0.165 45000
Fluorene mg/kg <0.165 <0.165 <0.165 24000
Pyrene mg/kg <0.165 <0.165 <0.165 40000
Benzo(a)anthracene mg/kg <0.165 <0.165 <0.165 5.1
Benzo(a)pyrene mg/kg <0.165 <0.165 <0.165 0.5
Benzo(b)Fluoranthene mg/kg <0.165 <0.165 <0.165 5.0
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene mg/kg <0.165 <0.165 <0.165 52
Chrysene mg/kg <0.165 <0.165 <0.165 490
Dibenzo(a,h)Anthracene mg/kg <(0.165 <0.165 <0.165 0.5
Indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene mg/kg <0.165 <0.165 <0.165 52
Acenaphthylene mg/kg <0.165 <0.165 <0.165 11000
Benzo (g,h,I) perylene mg/kg <0.165 <0.165 <0.165 45000
Phenanthrene mg/kg <0.165 <0.165 <0.165 29000
Benzo(g,h,I)perylene mg/kg <0.165 <0.165 <0.165 210

PURGEABLE AROMATICS (Method 8021B)
Benzene mg/kg <0.0500 <0.0500 <0.0010
Ethylbenzene mg/kg <0.0500 <0.0500 <0.0010 240
Toluene mg/kg 0.1150 <0.0500 <0.0010 2000
Total Xylenes mg/kg 0.2350 <0.1000 <0.0020 290
MTBE mg/kg <0.2500 <0.2500 <0.0050 35
PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS

FL-PRO mg/kg <10.0 <10 76 2500

Notes: * = Dilution factor was used to establish Report Limit
Shaded values indicate value exceeding regulatory standard
RS = Regulatory Standard
NR = Not Regulated
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ME]I Environmental Services, Inc.
TANK CLOSURE ASSESSMENT REPORT

Tank ID # 1343
FDEP FAC # 168626008
Naval Base Mayport
Mayport, Florida

July 17, 1995

Presented to:
MEI Environmental Services, Inc.
8351 Leesburg Pike
Vienna, Virginia (703) 893-1200

Presented By:

G.B. ROBBINS, INC.
P.O. Box 17132
Jacksonville, Florida 32245
(904) 724-5039
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Closure Assessment Form

Owners ol slorage lank systems thal are replacing, removing or closing in place storage tanks shall use this form lo demonsirate that 5 sic.
syslem closure assesment was pedormed in accordance with Rule 17-761 o 17762, Florida Administrative Code. Chigible Early Gelecuon ir
tive (EDI) and Reimbursement Program sites do not have lo perorm a closure assessment.

Yes

KO OO ) 00 O}k 0]
OO0 0O 0O 00 KO OX

Please Prinl or Type
Complete All Applicable Blanks

Qaie 7/ / 7/4( ——

OER Facity 10 Number _168626008 3 County .._DUVAL
Faciy Name __NAVAL STATION MAYPORT

Facility OQwner _DEPARTMENT OF NAVY

Facilty Address: NAVAL STATION MAYPORT, MAYPORT, FL 32228-0067

Mailng Address: -—SAME--

Teleprone Number. (904 ) _270-6730 9 Facihiv Operaior Y. S . GOVERNMENT

Are 1ne Storage Tank(s). (Circle one or bath) A Aboveground o (B DUnderground

Type of Proguctis) Slored: HeaT - Fuer Qo

Were ine Tank(s): (Circle one) &) Replaced 8. Removed C Closed in Place O Upgraded {aboveground "ants

Number of Tanks Closed _1! # 1343 o 14, Age of Tanks: _39 EARS

Facility Assessment Information

Not
No Applicable

. Is the facility panicipaling in the Florida Pelroleum Liability insurance and Resloration Program (FPLIRP)?
2. Was a Discharge Reporting Form submited (o the Oeparntment?

Il yes, When: ue/ e (/4 /r9/a5 where: _(1, ;/‘7 rf'[ f‘tCKSO av. fle Dr &S,
3. Is the depth to ground Zater less than 20 feer? R.C. Carmly o (5o
[_j 4. Are monitoring wells present around (he storage system?
Il yes, specity lype: Water monitoring d Vapor moniloring

Is there Iree product present in the monitoring wells or within the excavation?

B

G

Were (he petroleum hydrocarbon vapor levels in the sois greater than 500 pans per million lor gasoline?
Specily sample type: Vapor Monitoring wells [:J Soil sample(s)

7. Were the pelrdleurn hydrocarbon vapor levels in (he soils greater than 50 pans per milion tor diesel/xero
Specity sample type: D Vapor Monroring wells @ Soil sample(s)

@ 8. Were the analytical laboratory results of the ground water sample(s) greater than Ine allowable stale target
m (See targel levels on reverse side of this form and supply laboralory data sheets)

9. If a used oil storage system, did a visual inspection detecl any discolored soil indicaling a retease?
10. Are any polable wells located within Ve of a mile radius ol the facility?

e
11 Is there a surface waler body within ¥: mile radius of the site? Il yes. indicate distance ___/12C2
Page t 1 2
o D Norvtaas D Corurd Dussecs Sasr—— Csra Sow Dara A Y
60 Commer mmomss Carmem 1823 e GOt ey s B 20 1IN Y Bied Ses 732 WG O Fos B 109 By & o $ f—-‘:-_"““
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my CAarem Qaa_ D1 COMBar 10, 1930 o
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12. A detiled drawing or skelch o the lacility that indludes the storage system location, montonng wells. buldings. siorm drains, sampie: lozanons
[ - and dispenser locations must accompany this fomm.

13, I a lacility has a polutant storage tank system that has both gascline and kerosene/diesel siored on sile. toth EPA Method 802 and EPA Melhog
610 must be peromned on (he ground waler samples obtained.

-.,_. 14, Amount o sails. removed and receiX & proper dispesal.

' 15 Il yes is answered 10 any one o questions 5-9, a Oischarge Reponing Form 17.761 901 indicaing a suspecied release hal b subimutiag
to the Depariment within one working day.

16 A copy o ths lormyand any atachments must be submitted (o Ihe Depariment’s distict office 1 your area and 10 the localy agmunisierne ore
gram dlfice under Jconiract wih the Depaniment within 60 days d completon o tank removal or lilling 3 Nk valh an nen maienal

ey

WALDEN’ LCDR, CEC, USN STAFF_CIVIL ENGINEER . /”/_Zﬁ_/?f

M=

Signature of Owner Date
|

' LN i~ _7_1 12/55.
m Signatuce o Person Perdcorming Assessment Daiz

Elizabe ™ R \/,«..'ILX'/SK I, lﬁ')mCJIJ\L_\_(‘/é/i (onb . f")c.-
- Tile & Persdn Peddtming! Assessment

pes State Ground Water Target Levels That Affect A

.

Pollutant Storage Tank System Closure Assessment ..
i
o Stale ground waler target levels are as Ioliows:
i
| 1. For gascline (EPA Method 602): 2. For kergsene/desel (EPA Methad 610)
. a. Benzene 1 ugh a. Polynudear Arcmautc Hydrocarbons (PAHS)
b Tow VOA 50 ugh (Best achrevalie delection lmit, 10 ugN maximum)
- - Benzene
. - Toluene
- Toal Xylenes
3 - Ethylbenzene
c Methyl Test-Butyl SO ugh
Ether (MTBE)
..E-i

! Page 22
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TANK CLOSURE FIELD ACTIVITIES

United States Navy =i
Tank ID # 1343
FDEP FAC #168626008
Naval Base Mayport
Mayport, Florida

This is supplemental information to accompany Department of Environmental Protection
Form 62-761.900(6) for closure of one 10,000 gallon, underground fuel oil storage_tank
located north of Buildings 1343 at the Naval Base Mayport, Maypor, Florida. The location

is shown in Figure 1, Site Location.

The storage tank was used to store fuel oil for on-site heating. Approximately 10 feet of
product piping extended south from the tank to the building. The tank was cleaned and

degassed prior to tank closure. The location is identified in Figure 2, Tank Location.

Tank closure was performed on June 28, 1995 by MEI, Inc. Per project specifications, the
tank was abandoned in place. As part of the tank closure, the tank was exposed, opened and
filled with inert material by MEI Environmental Services, Inc. Photographs of the area of

the tank are attached.

G.B. Robbins, Inc. performed the closure assessment as required by Chapter 62-762.800,
FAC and described in the Florida Department of Environmental Protection’s, "Pollutant
Storage Tank Closure Assessment Requirements” dated June, 1995 and "Quality Assurance
Standard Operating Procedures for Petroleum Storage Tank System Closure Assessment”
dated April, 1992. Screening, performed as outlined in Chapter 62-770.2, FAC, was
conducted on-site using a Foxboro Century 128 Organic Vapor Analyzer equipped with a
Flame Ionization Detector (OVA-FID). Calibration was performed according to the
manufacturer’s requirements and per FDER/FDEP SOPs. The OVA-FID procedure is

mes 1343
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presented immediately before the tabulated OVA-FID results.

Soil screening associated with the tank closure was performed by G.B. Robbins, Inc. on June
28, 1995. Eleven soil borings were installed around the tank using a hand auger. Soil
samples were collected from each of the borings at approximately 2 foot intervals starting -
from 1 foot below land surface (bls) to the water table which was encountered at a depth of
between 4 ft bls. Screening results are presented in Table 1. Sample locations are shown in

Figure 3, Soil Boring Locations.

Tank Closure

* Soil borings were installed ar no greater than ten foor spacings.

* Soil samples were collected from the borings at approximately two foor intervals to the
water table.

* The area adjacent (0 the tank was inspected for staining. Any stressed vegetation in

the area of the tank was noted.

Piping closure

* Piping Closure was not required.

An area measuring approximately 10 feet by 10 feet of stained soil and distressed vegetation
was observed at and to the north of the concrete pad for the fill port. Excessively
contaminated soil, as defined by Chapter 62-770.200(2) was identified by screening. The
excessively contaminated soil was associated with the stained soil. Notification of discharge
was given verbally to A. C. Carroll’s office at the City of Jacksonville Department of
Regulatory and Environmental Service (DRES) on July 14, 1995. A copy of the Discharge
Reporting Form is attached.

mei 1343
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Organic Vapor Analysis Procedure -

G. B. Robbins, Inc.

Soil screening for petroleum contaminated soils is performed using a Foxboro Century 128
Organic Vapor Analyzer equipped with a flame ionization detector (OVA-FID). The OVA-
FID is calibrated prior to use with a methane standard calibration gas manufactured by

Alphagaz/Liquid Air, Cambridge, Md.

Soil samples are collected above the water table and are screened, according to Chapter
62-770.200(2), Florida Administrative Code (FAC), as follows:

" ... This reading shall be obtained on an organic vapor analysis instrument
equipped with a flame ionization detector in the survey mode upon sampling
the headspace in a half filled 16-ounce soil jar. The soil sample shall be
brought to a temperature of between 20 degrees celsius and 32 degrees celsius
and sampled five minutes thereafter. Analytical instruments shall be calibrated
in accordance with the manufacturer’s instructions.”

Soil screening results are corrected for ambient methane by use of an activated charcoal

filter. Reported results include both uncorrected and corrected data.

mei 1343
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Table 1 .
OVA-FID SCREENING RESULTS -Tank # 1343

1

PAGE 1 of 1
Sample | Sample Depth Without With | Corrected | Notes
No. Location ft - bls| Filter ppm|{ Filter ppm ppm
1 Directly east of fillport 1 120 200 **| Very Strong
2 Directly north of fill port 1 240 380 **| Very Strong
Petroleum odors
3 Five feet north of fill port 2 160 360 **1 Very Strong
petroleum odors
4 North side of tank, west end 2 40 40 0| No odor
) 3 12 12 0| No odor
5 South side of tank, west end 1 2 0 2| No odor
6 North side of tank, east end 2 2 0 2| No odor
3 2 0 2| No odor
7 East end of tank 1 2 0 2| No odor
8 South end of tank, center 3 0 - 0| No odor
9 South end of tank, east end 3 0 - 0} No odor
10 East side of tank 3 > 1000 300 >700| Very Strong
petroleum odors
11 West side of tank 3 0 - 0| No odor

**  Value is indeterminate - breakthrough of carbon filter likely occurred.

met 1343
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Excavation of overburden from Tank 1343 prior to closure in place. Fill port is
pad toward the rear of the excavation.
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MEI

Environmental Sves,

MAIN OFFICE: FIELD OFFICE:

2136 Gallows Road Next to Bldg. 1267
Suite H - Naval Station Mayport
Dunn Loring, VA 22027 Mayport, FL 32227
703-207-0500 - 904-249-0024
703-207-3981(fax) 904-249-0063(fax)

January 19, 1995

Duval Cty Reg & Bioenv Svcs
Water Quality Division

421 W. Church Street Suite 412
Jacksonville, FL 32203

ATTN: Lewis Shields

RE : DACA17-94-C-0084 Remove/Replace Fuel Storage Tanks, Mayport
Naval Station, FL

SUB: Mayport Naval Station DER FAC ID#168626008
MEI PCC053987

Dear Mr. Shields:

We are hereby giving our notification for the closure, replacement and/or
upgrade of the various storage tank systems on the above stated project.
Enclosed you will find page C-2 of the Contract Plans and page 3 of the
Contract Specifications section 00010, "Description of Work", which show the
acton required for each tank, as well as the schedule of priority.

Pursuant to our telephone conversation on January 6, MEI will commence
work during the week of February 6, 1995. An estimated completion time
would fall between four to six months thereafter. The required Tank
Registration Forms are being generated and will be forthcoming.
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i Form 3800, March 1993
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MEI letter of 01-19-95
(cont'd)

In order to further discuss the schedule of work and the procedural details, we

would like to meet at your convernience.

number, 904-249-0024.

Sincerel

Phillip W. Giuliani

encl.

ccC:

DER/Stg Tank Reg Section & Bureau of Waste Cleanup

2600 Blair Stone Road
Tallahassee, FL 32399-2400

DER/Stg Tank Prgm, NE District
7825 Baymeadows Way, Suite B200
Jacksonville, FL 32256-7577

Rebull & Associates
P.0O. Box 85
Arlington, VA 22210-0085_

Z 750 17k kOS9

Receipt for
Cartified Mail

No Insurance Coverage Provided

sy Do not use for International Mail.
{See Raverse)
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Please call us at our office trailer
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//Titl- of Projact:

Rémova/Replace Fuel Storage Tanks
Naval Station Mayport
Mayport, Florida

Description of Work:

The project consists of furnishing all materials, labor, tools,
equipment, utilities, water and fuel supply, vehicular
transportation, manifests, certificates, licenses, permits, and
all necessary incidental services meeting all Federal, State, and
local requirements to remove, close-in-place, upgrade, dismantle,
temporarily store, purge, clean, haul, and dispose of underground
and aboveground storage tanks, tank contents, and ancillary
equipment. The project involves 48 underground storage tanks and
7 aboveground storage tanks. Work shall include: (I) closure in
place of six (6) underground tanks; (II) removal only of five (5S)
underground tanks; (III) removal and replacement of thirty-six
(36) underground tanks; (IV) the upgrading of one (1) underground
storage tank; (V) the removal only of three (3) aboveground
storage tanks; (VI) the removal and replacement of two (2)
aboveground storage tanks; (VII) the upgrading of two (2)
aboveground storage tanks; and (VIII) the restoration of tank
sites to original lines and grades.

Additional remediation at the site may also be required if soil
and/or groundwater contamination is detected after all of the
tanks and structures are removed.

The Contractor shall be an authorized Florida Pollutant Storage
System Specialty Contractor (PSS5SC) licensed by the Florida
Department of Professional Regulation (FDPR). All subcontractors
or individuals performing soil and groundwater sampling must have
an approved genaeric quality assurance plan on file'with the
Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP). In
addition , only laboratories that have a generic quality
assurance plan approved by FDEP may be used to analyze soil and
groundwater samples. LICENSING AND CERTIFICATION PROOF REQUIRED
WITHIN 5 DAYS AFTER BID OPENING. Contractor’s analytical
laboratory must be validated by the Corps of Engineers’ Missouri
River Division. Proof of validation must be furnished prior to
issuance of Notice to Proceed. All persons entering the work
site must have current OSHA Hazardous Material Health and Safety
annual training as per 29 CFR Part 1910.120. The contract shall
require personnel specialized in removal and disposal of
underground storage tanks as well as minor construction workers.
The Contractor must obtain security clearance from the Mayport
Naval Station and abide by Station regulations as put forth in
SECTION 01010, Paragraph 6, CONTRACTOR ACCESS AND USE OF
PREMISES.

~

00010-3 (Rev k. #0001)
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_GENERAL NOTES

CoMPLITE A WORK ON SRWQRITY 1| TaNKS PRIOR TO SEGINNING ANY WORK ON PRIORITY 2 TANKS, THE CONTRACTCR'S
_ SraL. 3E RESTRICTED ~C FIVE TANX LOCATIONS, UNLESS QTHERWISE APPRQVED. PERMISSION TO WORK AT
AN FivE _OCATIONS Shail BE SEPENDENT ON THE CONTRACTOR'S PROOUCTION CAPABIUTIES ANO TIMELY

JIME _ZT.ON OF WORX AT INOIVIOUAL SIiTES

TXITNG IPING CASKETS MAY CONTAIN 4SBESTGS

LT LTES ~aVE BEEN SHOWN TQ TRE IXTINT XNOWN ANO AS OISCOVEREQ IN THE PREPARATION OF THE
WN DSOS SMENTS. THE LOCATIONS OF IX:STING UTILITIES 1S APPROXIMATE ANO PROVIDED FOR INFORMATION
DML NG SUARANTEE AS TQ “HE £xaCT _CCATION QF aNY UNOERGCROUNQ UTILITIES 1S MADE. THE

TOR 3~at, JE SSLELY RISAONSIBLE I3 _JJATNG AND PROTECTING EXISTING UTILITIES OURING THE

WODSALETIIN 7 SERVICE OF aNY TIUTY wil 3% ALLOWED wT=QOUT THE PRIOR WRITTEN CONSENT OF
<€ TIINTRACTING OFFICER

5. TANKS THE CONTRACTOR SmAL. PRQVICE TEMPORARY TUEL TANKS, PIPING ANO PUMPS AS REQUIRED TO
VAINTAIN SUEL SUPPUES TC EXISTING TACIL'MES NQ FACHUTY MAY BE OISCONNECTED FROM 1TS FUEL SUPPLY
MTHQLT PRIOR APPAQVAL SF "4E CONTRACTING OFTICER. CONTRACTOR SHALL ENSURE THAT TEMPORARY EQUIPMENT S
JAPABLE OF MAINTAINING PROPER FUEL SUPPLY TO EQUIPMENT. CONTRACTOR SHALL ALSO ENSURE THAT CONTAINMENT
FOR ALL TEMPORARY BUMPS, PIFING AND ZQUIPMENT 1S PROVIOED *N ACCOROANCE WITH THE FLORIOA DEPARTMENT JF
ENVIRONMENTAL FECULATION

WASTE Rli TANKS SNCR 7D REMOVAL QF aNY WASTE QI TANK, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PUMP QUT THE EXISTING
oL, WATER ScPARATORS TQ REJUCE THE 20SSIBILITY OF DISCHARGE WHILE THE EXISTING WASTE QL TANKS ARE
SEING REMCVED TeE CONTRACTOR SHALL ALSO PROVIOE PERSONNEL AND ZQUIPMENT TQ PUMP QUT OIL/WATER
SZPARATCRS. a5 RWIWRES 8y FaZIiL T IPERATIONS, DURING THE TANK REMOVAL/REPLACEMENT OPERATION iN
290E8 T2 CMINATE DISC=ARGE ROM "=f SEFARATORS.

31 WATER TROM O, NATER 3EPARATIRS Mar SE DISPOSED OF N THE BASE QILY /WATER SYSTEM‘_ WITH THE
ASPROVAL 2F “=E CINTRACTING JFTICER JILY WATER SkaLL BE FWTEZRED TO REMOVE LARGE OQBJECTS N
ACCIRZANCE WiTm STATION RECULATIONS FilTER REQUIREMENTS TQ BE PROVIOED 8Y STATION

AL IXCAVATIONS 08 REVUCVAL OF TEMS SHALL 3E BACKFILLED WITH COMPACTED MATERIALS 7O A LEVEL
Wl = MATCHES ADLACENT E.ZVATICNS

NHEQE ZX:STING CAVEMENT '3 S~CWN "0 BE REMOVED. PAVEMENT SrMALL BE REPLACED AS INDICATED N
oAy JETALGS

NTRACTOR Seal. PRCVIOE SARRICADES ANG WARNING LIGHTS, AS REQUIRED BY THE CONTRACT'NG
CER "0 WaRN JE=IC LAR aNO JEDESTRIAN TRAFFIC OF CPEN EXCAVATIONS ANC CTONSTRUCTION AREAS

I
“wmn
o
(9]

ALl NI T 3T 2CNE N ACCORCANCE MiTe THE TLORIOA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL REZULATION

T=f IONTRACTIR SeaL. SAOVIOE A NEW ZATE vaLvE 3ETWEIN NEW FUEL PIPING aNQ EXISTING FLE.
DRING AT AL DIATONS EXZ_UDING NASTE O TANKS SET YR OFTAlL QWG I-49
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EOUIPMENT AND PLANTS

SPROVIOE FUEL OISPENSERS

OBTAIN PERMISSION PRIOR TQ ENTERING aREA OF TWE BASE

PROVIOE TEMPORARY FENCES AND SECURI’™ FGR ALL AREAS WHERE €

FOR CONSTRUCTION PURPOSES

SCHEDULE OF PRIORITY 2 TANKS
FACILIT CAPACITY MOST RECENT YEAR TYPE OF ACTION |  REMARKS owC_[ 810
NUMBER (GALLON) CONTENTS INSTALLED CONSTRUCTION 40 " ITEM
£ 200 FUEL o 1942 STEEL AST urgrsoe | () c-+2| 0010
164 100 DIESEL 1982 STEEL., AST REUOVE c-2:| 0010
1gi-2 | 5000 FUEL O 192" FIBERGLASS, UST| UPGRADE ¢-22{0010
¢ . oec FUEL O | vesc STEEL, AST RENOVE c-21|0010
sa: 12006 FUEL O 1962 STEEL. uST RCPLACE c-23] 0002
143 " 000 FUEL On 1962 STEEL us? REPLACE C-24] 0002
24t 12000 FUEL O 1962 STEEL. uST REPUACE @ c-25| cooz
64| 250 FUEL O 196° STEE.. ST | mewove €-26] 0002
3¢ | 1.000 FUEL On, 1963 STEEL. UST ! mgpuace Q@ c-27] 0002
351 2,000 FUEL O 198" STEE.. usT | ciose C-28| 0009
353 2.000 FUEL O 9621 STEEL. uST i cuose c-3a|oaio
413 560 FUEL On I ‘gz STEEL, usST : REPLACE C-30| 0010
424 1.000 FUEL Ow, ' 1968 | STEEL, UST REPLACE C-31| 0009
118-2 | 1000 FUEL On | 989 STEE.. UST REPLACE c-32| 0010
449-3 *.000 FUEL O, ' i9as STEE., UST ! REPUCE 1€-32{ 0010
a5 4 000 FUEL On | 1969 STEEL. UsST REPLACE EC—)J 0009
128”7 1.000 FUEL On 1973 STELL. UST REMQVE C-34j 0010
"* 1326 - 550 FUEL on 1978 STEEL, AST REPWACE c-4'{0at0
1333 1,500 FUEL OIL 198" STEE.. UST | REPuce c-3s| oote
1343 10.000 ~ | FuEL on 1968 STEEL UST | Repuce Q@ ¢ -6 000s
13aCc 8.00C UNXNOWN ' o9a2 STEEL. AST 1 REMOVE C-4+ [0QQ30
1388 1,000 FUEL On, 197~ STEEL uST | rePuce | @ c-28] 0go9
1397 2.000 FUEL O 1977 | sTEfL. ust REPLCE | Q@ ¢~40{ 0009
1356-+ 1.000 FUEL o | toas STEE.. usT REPUCE c-3s|cora
437 | 1000 DIESEL | 1963 STEEL. uST AEPUCE | c-2 | cooe
—REMARKS
(7)) RELOCATE TANK AND PROVIOE SEZONOARY CONTAINMENT
'2) SHOREZ EXCAVATION DURING TANK REMOVAL ~C

MINIMIZE EXCAVATION aNC S8RCTEIT £x15™ STRUCTURES

o pBPPDBPPEERDERPDEDDD

XISTING FENCES MUST BE REMOVEC
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Memorandum

To: A.C. Carroll " Fax 630-3638
CC: Ken Kivlin, Rebull and Associates Fax 249-0063
From: Geraldine Bixler Robbins, G. B. Robbins, Inc.

Date: " June 26, 1995 updated July 14, 1995

Subject: Naval Station , Mayport

FAC ID# 168626008
Discharge notification

Mr. Carroll, verbal discharge notification was made to your office for the
following:

Verbal
Tank No. Closure Date Notification Date
1388 6/21/95 , '6/26/95
353 6/21/95 6/26/95
1343 6/28/95 7/14/95

Formal Discharge Notification Form will be submitted as soon as they are
made available to us by the Navy.



Department

Lawton Chilas
" Governar

2155 Eagle Drive,.

Twin Towsrs Building
2600 Blair Stone Road

Tallahassag, Fiarida 32399-2100

June 4, 1998

Ms. Beverly Washington

Department of the Navy, Petroleum Program
Southemn Division - Naval Facilities Engineering Command
PO Box 190010 -

North Charleston. SC 29419-9010 -

RE: Draft Contamination Assessment Report Tank Site
Mayport, FL.

Dear Ms, Washington:

I have reviewed the above document dated Februar]
The following comments should be considered by the Navy
Assessment Report (SAR) ‘Addendum:

L. Tank 1343 was.a 10,000 gallon fuel oil tank which

of

Environmental Protection

Virginia B, Watherell
Secretary

file: 1343al.doc

]3431,b\lava1 Station Mayport,

y 1998 (received February 12, 1998).
and the response submitted as a Site

was closed in place. At the time of

closure, it is stated in the report that contaminated Jci] was noted and that no soil was

removed nor was a ground water sample ob obtained
copy of the closure documentation. o

2. Soil borings obtained during the investigation are i

the time of closure. Please submit a

equate for determining the extent of

s0il contamination. (Milizing the general instructions (from “Storage Tank System Closure
Assessment Requirements.” February 1998 - copy dnclosed) for sampling requiremems for

storage tanks abandoned in place, Gbtain four soil &6

to the tank as possible with one of the botingy iu ¢l
comtamination i3 noted, conduct additional borings
_the extent of contamination. Additionally, because
screening for soil boring S-3 and due to the lack of
obtain a soil sample for this location for laboratory
F.A_C. Please note that soil analytical samples uf' s
assessment. Not less than one is required; more ar
Please follow the guidance in Chapter 62-770 F. A
and Source Removal of Petroleum Contaminated S

fings around the tank, placed as close
s proximity to the Gl port, I

s required to sufficiently characterize

f the contamination noted in the
ficient laboratory analyses, please
alysis as required in Chapter 62-770,

il must be vbtained during an

required if contaminated soil is found.
and in “Guidelines for Assessment

i, May 1998,” a copy of which I am

enclosing. Please also note the different analytical requirements in Table I or Table IL,

depending on the typc of contamination at the site; 1

in Table I apply.

this particular casc, the requirements

"Protect, Conserve and Manage Florida's Errvz‘roant and Natural Resources”

Printed on recycled paper.




Ms. Beverly Washington
Page Two
June 4, 1998

3. Please confirm the disposition of the former produq
operational? Please obtain one soil boring midway
Building 1343, along or in close proximity to the pi
contamination is noted, abtain additional barings, st
contamination. Additionally, obtain soil borings alg
line and the sanitary sewer line in order to assess th
glong their pathways. If contamination is noted, pl
will sufficiently characterize any possible soil conta

4.  Please observe the soil sampling requirements in Ch

- the SObBOHAES oo o Lo o]

5. Detection limnits for five semivolatile constituents in

L piping. Was it rémoved or is it still
between the end of the tank and

bing or its former location. If

ifficient to characterize any

ng the existing fuel line, the 12” water
e possible migration of contamination
ase obrtain additional borings which
ination. '

apter 62-770, F.A.C when conducting

—— RPN B - -

ground water were above regulated

limits. Monitoring well MW-1 exhihited naphthalerje contamination. Additionally, TRPH

was not determined and lead was present above the

Florida standard, Please resample

MW-1 for semivolatile constituents, lead and TRPH, ensuring that the detection limits for

compounds with regulatory guidelines or standards
be utilized for determining the presence or absence

6. If soil contamination is noted in the new soil boring

{are low enough to allow the results to
bf contamination.

8, install a shallow monitoring well in

the center of the area of greatest contamination or gs close as possible if it cannot be
installed in the source area and sample the ground water for volatile and semivolatile
petroleum constituents, remembering the caution o1 detection limits noted in comnment 5.
Please be aware that if significant soil contamination is found, additional monitoring wells
should be installed, sufficient to delineate the extent| of ground water contamination.

7. Please submir a properly certified copy of the Assessment Report for Tank Site 1343,
Please assure that all future and additional documents in this regard are also properly
signed and sealed according to Chapter 62-770.600|(6), F.A.C. In lieu of submitting a

complete report, you may submit a properly execut

the site report and [ will insert the page into my copy.

¢d certification page which references

Please present the above requested data in 8 SAR Addendurmn. Based on the provisions of
Chapter 62-770, F.A.C., please evaluate the data and propqse a course of action for the site. If
further clarification is required or if you have any questions| please contact me at 850-921-4230.

incerely,

medial Project Manager

Printed on rscyclad paper.
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Ms. Beverly Washington
Page Three
June 4, 1998

CC: Tan Bouvier, NAVSTA Mayport
Brian Cheary, FDEP Northeast District
Jerry Young, City of Jacksonville

Reviewed by:

b

Timothy J. Bahr, P.G.
- Professionat-Gestogist Supervi:
Bureau of Waste Cleanup

¢ 5]y

Date

JIIc BSN {4!!/

Frintod vn ravytled puper.

TOTAL P.G4
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Department of
Environmental Protection

Lawton Chiles Twin Towers Building = Virginia 8. Wethersli
Governor 2600 Blair Stone Rosd Secretary

Tallahasses, Florida 32398-2400
October 9, 1998

Ms. Beverly Washington

Department of the Navy, Southern Division

Naval Facilities Engineering Commmand

2155 Eagle Drive, PO Box 150010

North Charleston, SC 29419-9010 file: 1343wpl.doc

RE:  Contamination Assessment Waorkplan, UST Site 1343, including Letter Addendum dated
September 14, 1998, NAVSTA Mayport

Dear Ms. Washington,

Please consider these comments as courtesy review. 1have reviewed the above document
dated August 27, 1998 (received August 31, 1998) and the letter addendum dated September 14,
1998 (received September 17, 1998). AsInoted in my previous comments (Appendix B) that at
a site where soil contamination is not found by OVA, one sample is required for chemical analysis.
At a site where contamination is found by OVA, not less than three soil samples are required to be
analyzed. Please be sure that the protocols specified in Chapter 62-770.600 (3) (e), F.A.C. are
followed. You may want to review my previous comment (2) to be sure that the additional work
as proposed satisfies the requirements. Other than this comment, the proposed work plan and the
additional tasks described in the work plan appear to be adequate.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this document. If you need further clarification
or other assistance, please contact me at (850) 921-4230.

Sincerely,

James H. Cason, P.G.
Remedjal Project Manager

cc: Randy Bishop, NAVSTA Mayport

TIB_} __JJC%E ESN_ 461/

"Protect, Conserve and Manage Florida's Environment and Natural Resources"

Printad on recycled paper.



