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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
Project Resources Inc. (PRI) conducted a site visit in December 2004 as part of an 
Environmental Baseline Survey (EBS) of the water and wastewater utility systems at the 
Naval Station (NS) Mayport, Ribault Bay Housing (Ribault Bay), and the Federal 
Industrial Supply Center (FISC) in Duval County, Florida.  FISC is also known as the 
Navy Fuel Dept (NFD). 
 
The Department of the Navy (DoN) is privatizing the water and wastewater utility 
systems and their associated components at NS Mayport, Ribault Bay, and FISC, 
hereinafter referred to as “the subject property”. (See Water and Wastewater Utility 
Map, Figure A-1, Appendix A.)  No maps depicting water or wastewater utility systems 
at Ribault Bay housing community or FISC were provided for inclusion in this EBSR.  
The DoN will issue the private entity an easement to gain access to the subject 
property.  
 
The Department of Defense (DoD) policy requires an EBS before any property can be 
sold, leased, transferred, or acquired.  This Environmental Baseline Survey Report 
(EBSR) meets that requirement specifically for the subject property and its associated 
realty, and generally for NS Mayport, Ribault Bay, and FISC as a whole.  The subject 
property consists of all components of the water and wastewater utility systems at NS 
Mayport, Ribault Bay, and FISC.  The associated realty includes the 100-foot wide 
corridor centered on the water and wastewater utility lines.  If multiple utility lines exist, 
lines +/- 50 feet on either side of the outer most utility line define the associated realty.  
NS Mayport, Ribault Bay, and FISC, which are owned by the DoN, completely 
encompasses the limits of the subject property and its associated realty.  The 
environmental condition of the subject property and its associated realty were assessed 
during this EBS.   
 
In some cases, it may be difficult to distinguish whether only the subject property or the 
associated realty (or both) impact the identified recognized environmental conditions 
(RECs).  For example, the associated realty may have been observed to encroach upon 
a REC (e.g., wetlands); however, only portions of the water and wastewater utility lines 
were observed to be within a REC.  In these instances, both the subject property and 
the associated realty will be identified as impacting or being impacted by a REC.  
 
The following recognized environmental conditions (RECs) were observed during this 
EBS: 
 
Cultural Resources 
Based on a review of the 1994 Summary of Historic and Archeological Resources 
Protection (HARP) Plan, eight areas of significant cultural resources are located within 
the associated realty at NS Mayport. 
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Petroleum Contamination 
There are reportedly 40 leaking petroleum storage tank (LPST) sites associated with NS 
Mayport and FISC.  No LPST sites have been reported at Ribault Bay.  Thirteen of the 
40 LPST sites are active, and have not received a “no further action” letter from the 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP).  The 13 LPST sites are within 
the bounds of the associated realty.      
 
Environmental Restoration 
A total of 56 Solid Waste Management Unit (SWMU) sites, and two Areas of Concern 
(AOC) sites have been identified at NS Mayport.  Nineteen of the 56 SWMU sites 
received NFA letters from the FDEP.  Of the remaining 39 active SWMU and AOC sites, 
29 appear to be located within the associated realty at NS Mayport.   
 
Additionally, four active Installation Restoration (IR) sites (also referred to as the 
Federal Facilities Program Sites) have been identified within the associated realty at 
FISC.  No SWMU, AOC, or IR sites were identified at Ribault Bay. 
 
Asbestos-Containing Material 
According to the NS Mayport environmental records reviewed, asbestos surveys were 
reportedly performed in September 1994.  These reports indicate that asbestos- 
containing material (ACM) is present in many of the buildings.  ACM was identified in 
locations including, but not limited to, drywall joint compound, window caulking, mastic, 
and sink undercoating.   
 
According to a limited asbestos survey, conducted by Shaw Environmental (Shaw), it 
appears that an abandoned asphalt-wrapped underground fuel line and transite pipe 
system at FISC, located between 3rd Street and 5th Street, contained asbestos.  
Therefore, ACM is considered a REC for the subject property and associated realty.   
Additionally, in June 1997, an ACM inventory of FISC buildings was conducted to 
review the status of buildings that were previously identified as containing asbestos. PRI 
was unable to locate any additional information regarding ACM at FISC.  
 
Lead-Based Paint 
Based on the dates of construction, lead-based paint (LBP) may have been used on the 
portions of the water and wastewater utility systems.  Over the years, some of the older 
equipment may have been decommissioned, removed, or replaced by newer equipment 
that does not contain LBP.  During PRI’s site visit, painted surfaces on fire hydrants and 
other water and wastewater equipment and structures appeared to be well maintained 
and in good condition, with no evidence of peeling, cracking, or flaking of possible LBP.   
 
Pesticides  
Based on interview with the NS Mayport personnel, vegetated areas appear to be 
sprayed with commercially available pesticides and herbicides, as needed.  Based on 
this information, it is likely that residual pesticides and herbicides could be found in soil 
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or groundwater at and around the associated realty.  Currently, there are no open 
issues at FDEP regarding residual pesticides and herbicides at the associated realty.  
Therefore, no further investigation is warranted at this time.     
 
 
The findings presented in this EBS are relative to the dates of PRI’s survey in 
December 2004 and should not be relied upon to represent conditions at substantially 
later dates.  See Section 8.0 for further limitations.   
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
1.1 Introduction and Background  
Project Resources Inc. (PRI) conducted a site visit as part of an Environmental Baseline 
Survey (EBS) of the water and wastewater utility systems at Naval Station (NS) 
Mayport, Ribault Bay Housing (Ribault Bay), and Federal Industrial Supply Center 
(FISC) in Duval County, Florida (See Regional Location Map, Figure 1-1.).  No maps 
depicting water or wastewater utility systems at Ribault Bay or FISC were provided for 
inclusion in this report.  NS Mayport is located approximately 20 miles northeast of the 
city of Jacksonville.  Ribault Bay is located approximately 2.5 mile south of NS Mayport.  
FISC is located approximately 20 miles west of NS Mayport.  FISC is also known as the 
Navy Fuel Depot (NFD).   
 
The Department of the Navy (DoN) is privatizing the water and wastewater utility 
systems and their associated components at NS Mayport, Ribault Bay, and FISC, 
hereinafter referred to as “the subject property”. (See Water and Wastewater Utility 
Map, Figure A-1, Appendix A.) The DoN will issue the private entity an easement to gain 
access to the subject property.  
 
The Department of Defense (DoD) policy requires an EBS before any property can be 
sold, leased, transferred, or acquired.  This Environmental Baseline Survey Report 
(EBSR) meets that requirement specifically for the subject property and its associated 
realty, and generally for NS Mayport, Ribault Bay, and FISC as a whole.  The subject 
property consists of all components of the water and wastewater utility systems at NS 
Mayport, Ribault Bay, and FISC.  The associated realty includes the 100-foot wide 
corridor centered on the water and wastewater utility lines.  If multiple utility lines exist, 
lines +/- 50 feet on either side of the outer most utility line define the associated realty.  
NS Mayport, Ribault Bay, and FISC, which are owned by the DoN, completely 
encompasses the limits of the subject property and its associated realty.  The 
environmental condition of the subject property and its associated realty were assessed 
during this EBS.   
 
In some cases, it may be difficult to distinguish whether only the subject property or the 
associated realty (or both) impact the identified recognized environmental conditions 
(RECs).  For example, the associated realty may have been observed to encroach upon 
a REC (e.g., wetlands); however, only portions of the water and wastewater utility lines 
were observed to be within a REC.  In these instances, both the subject property and 
the associated realty will be identified as impacting or being impacted by a REC.  
 
Readily available sources of information regarding topography, geology, hydrogeology, 
and historical use were obtained and reviewed during this EBS. A site reconnaissance 
was conducted by PRI in December 2004.  Photographs taken during the site visit are 
presented in Appendix B.  It should be noted that not all areas of concern were 
photographed due to security restrictions at NS Mayport. 
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1.2 Organization of EBSR 
The organization of this EBSR follows the format for a base-wide EBS prescribed by the 
Naval Facilities Engineering Command Environmental Baseline Survey Guidance, 
March 1995.  PRI has performed this EBS and prepared this EBSR following the 
Statement of Work (SOW) [985] – Utility Privatization, NS Mayport, Florida dated July 
29, 2004.  Guidelines were also followed from the American Society of Testing and 
Materials (ASTM D 6008-96). 
 
1.3 Parcel Identification and Boundaries    
The subject property only includes the components of water and wastewater utility 
distribution systems at NS Mayport (See Appendix A, Figure A-1).  A 100-foot corridor 
centered on the water and wastewater utility lines bounds the subject property, and 
defines the associated realty.  If multiple utility lines exist, lines approximately 50 feet on 
either side of the outer most utility line define the associated realty. 
 
NS Mayport occupies approximately 3,400 acres of land, and is the third largest naval 
facility in the continental United States. NS Mayport is adjacent to the confluence of the 
Saint Johns River and the Atlantic Ocean, and is situated on a narrow strip of land 
surrounded by residential, commercial, and industrial development in the community of 
Mayport.   
 
Ribault Bay is approximately 2.5 miles south of NS Mayport, and is situated on five 
acres of land.  Ribault Bay is bounded on the north by residences; on the west by 
undeveloped property and a wetland area; on the south by undeveloped property and a 
Navy childcare center; and on the east by Puckett Creek. 
 
FISC is located on approximately 150 acres of land north of the city of Jacksonville, 
Florida, approximately 20 miles west of NS Mayport.  FISC is located in a sparse 
industrial area that is surrounded by highly urbanized areas of Jacksonville, and the 
Saint Johns River to the south. 
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2.0 SURVEY METHODOLGY  
 
2.1 Approach and Rationale   
This EBS employed a variety of methods to obtain the necessary information to assess 
the environmental condition of the subject property. This includes the following: 
 
1.  A search and review of available information and records in the possession of the 

Navy, and records made available by the regulatory agencies or other involved 
federal agencies. 

2. Review of reasonably obtainable federal, state, and local government records of 
each adjacent facility where there has been a release or likely release of any 
hazardous substance or petroleum product or its derivatives, and which is likely 
to cause or contribute to a release or threatened release of any hazardous 
substance or petroleum product or its derivative on the subject property. 

3. Analysis of historic aerial and/or satellite imagery of the subject property and of 
nearby adjacent areas. 

4. Interviews with current owners and/or occupants of the property.  
5. Visual assessment of the subject and immediately adjacent properties, noting 

sewer lines, runoff patterns, evidence of environmental impact (e.g., stained soil, 
stressed vegetation, or dead or ill wildlife), and other observations, which indicate 
actual or potential release of hazardous substances or petroleum products.   

6. Review of ongoing response actions that have been taken at the subject or 
adjacent properties (either those properties contiguous to the boundaries of the 
parcel being surveyed or other nearby properties). 

 
2.2 Related Reports 
The following is a listing of the documents that have been reviewed for this EBS: 
 

ABB Environmental Services. 1995. Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
Corrective Action Program General Information Report, U.S. Naval 
Station, Mayport, Florida, Volume I of II. July 1995.  

A.T. Kearney, Inc.  1989.  RCRA Facility Assessment of the Naval Station 
Mayport.  September 1989.  

Brockington and Associates, Inc. 1996. Phase I Historic Resources Survey of the 
Main Cantonment Dune Line. February 1996. 

Burns & McDonnell. 2001. RFP Technical Data Package (for water and 
wastewater systems at NS Mayport, Ribault Bay Housing, and FISC, 
three reports). April 2001. 
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DoN.  2002a. Environmental Assessment for the Proposed Integrated Natural 
Resources Management Plan for the Fleet and Industrial Supply Center, 
Jacksonville-Navy Fuel Depot, Jacksonville, Florida. January 2002. 

DoN. 2002b. Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan for Naval Station 
Mayport. February 2002. 

EnSafe. 2002. Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermeasure Plan. March 2002. 

Hardy Heck Moore, Inc.  2001.  Integrated Cultural Resource Management Plan 
and Cold War Update Naval Station Mayport.  October 2001. 

Naval Station Mayport. 1996a. Asbestos Survey Summary. 1996  

Naval Station Mayport. 1996b. Asbestos Management Plan.1996 

Naval Station Mayport. 1996c. Lead Action Summary. 1996 

Naval Station Mayport. 1996d. Lead Management Plan. 1996 

Naval Station Mayport.  2002.  Naval Station Mayport Hazardous Waste 
Management Plan.  May 2002. 

PanAmerican Consultants, Inc. 2000. Archaeological Resources Survey of Navy-
owned Undeveloped Land Adjacent to Ribault Bay Family Housing. May 
2000. 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 1994. Historic and Archaeological Resource 
Protection Plan (HARP). 1994. 

Weston Solutions, Inc. 2004. Draft Annual Long-Term Monitoring Report Year 
2003, Long-Term Monitoring Program – AOC 1, LPST ID 104524.  March 2004. 
 
 
 
 
 

 



ENVIRONMENTAL BASELINE SURVEY 
WATER AND WASTEWATER UTILITY SYSTEM PRIVATIZATION 

NAVAL STATION MAYPORT, FLORIDA 
 
 

Page 6 
 
 

3.0 PAST AND CURRENT USE 
 
3.1 Subject Property  
The subject property includes only the components of water and wastewater utility 
distribution system at NS Mayport, Ribault Bay, and.  A 100-foot corridor centered on 
the water and wastewater utility lines bounds the subject property, and defines the 
associated realty.  If multiple utility lines exist, lines approximately 50 feet on either side 
of the outer most utility line define the associated realty. 
 
Water  
According to NS Mayport Technical Data Package (TDP), the original water utility 
distribution system was reportedly constructed in the 1940s, with expansions and 
upgrades since then.  Potable water is supplied to NS Mayport by three groundwater 
wells that are located on NS Mayport.  Raw water is pumped from the groundwater 
wells to the NS Mayport water treatment plant, which was installed in 1994.  The water 
is passed through two forced aerators to remove sulfides, and then stored in two 
storage tanks (2,000,000 gallons and 500,000 gallons).  From these storage tanks, the 
water is chlorinated before entering the distribution system.  The water utility system 
also includes one pump station, 215, 545 linear feet (lf) of piping, comprised of asbestos 
cement, cast iron, ductile iron, and polyvinyl chloride (PVC), 1,067 valves, 42 backflow 
preventers, and 182 fire hydrants.  
 
Ribault Bay is supplied potable water through a connection with the City of Atlantic 
Beach waste distribution system.   According to the TDP, the water utility system at 
Ribault Bay was constructed in 1976 and includes approximately 14,000 lf of PVC 
piping, 124 valves, 5 backflow preventers, and 14 fire hydrants.   
 
Since December 2000, FISC has reportedly been supplied potable water by 
Jacksonville Electric Authority via a single connection point along Sommers Road.  
According to the TDP, the water utility system was installed in the 1940s and 1950s, 
and is in generally poor condition.  The water utility system at FISC includes 
approximately 15,810 lf of ductile iron, cast iron, and asbestos cement piping, 38 valves, 
2 backflow preventers.  In 1991, the fire hydrants were removed from the water utility 
distribution system, and are now supplied water by a separate brine water distribution 
system.   
 
Wastewater 
According to the MS Mayport TDP, the wastewater utility system includes a wastewater 
treatment plant, an oily waste treatment plant, 167,103 lf of vitrified clay gravity and 
force main piping, 28 lift stations, and 450 manholes.  The majority (90-95%) of the 
wastewater utility system was installed in the 1940s.  Effluent discharge is pumped from 
the wastewater treatment plant to the Saint Johns River.   
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The Ribault Bay wastewater utility system was installed in 1976, and includes 15,270 lf 
of vitrified clay gravity piping and 26 manholes.  According to the TDP, the wastewater 
generated at Ribault Bay is transported via pipes to the City of Atlantic Beach for 
treatment. 
 
The FISC wastewater utility system was installed in 1976, and includes 12,044 lf of 
gravity vitrified clay and cast iron gravity piping and six manholes.  According to the 
TDP, domestic wastewater, generated at FISC, is treated off-site by the City of 
Jacksonville. However, industrial wastewater is stored at FISC and transported off-site 
on a monthly basis for treatment and disposal. 
 
3.2 Adjacent Property 
The land surrounding the subject property is occupied by NS Mayport.  NS Mayport was 
commissioned in 1942 on approximately 700 acres of land, and consisted of a harbor 
(Mayport Turning Basin) and an airfield that were constructed from the dredging of 
Ribault Bay.  At the conclusion of World War II, NS Mayport was placed on caretaker’s 
status from 1946 to 1948, and was placed under the cognizance of the United States 
Coast Guard.  NS Mayport was reactivated in 1948.  Currently, the NS Mayport is the 
third largest fleet concentration area in the United States, and encompasses 
approximately 3,400 acres of land.  NS Mayport's operational composition is unique, 
with a busy seaport that is capable of accommodating 34 ships, and an 8,000-foot 
runway that conducts over 135,000 flight operations per year. 
 
The mission of NS Mayport includes the operation of patrol craft, target boats, rescue 
boats, and aircraft carriers.  NS Mayport is host to more than 70 tenant commands, 
including the aircraft carrier USS John F. Kennedy (CV 67), as well as 20 other naval 
ships, and six Light Airborne Multi-Purpose System (LAMPS) Mark III helicopter 
squadrons.  NS Mayport is also the operational and training headquarters for the SH-
60B Seahawk LAMPS MKIII with a primary mission of anti-submarine warfare. 
 
NS Mayport provides necessary support for the naval ships, and associated facilities 
and personnel.  Operations performed at NS Mayport include: ship building, ship and 
aircraft repair and maintenance, painting, paint removal, and engine repair and 
maintenance. 
 
The DoN acquired the 150 acres FISC in 1949.  FISC originally had four petroleum 
storage tanks and operated under Naval Air Station Jacksonville as a Fleeting Refueling 
Unit.  Nine additional petroleum storage tanks – seven 80,000-barrel floating roof tanks 
and two 20,000-barrel tanks – were added in 1952.  FISC is owned by NS Mayport and 
distributes fuel to multiple locations throughout the southeast.  FISC functions as a 
subordinate Command under Navy Supply Systems, and is responsible for the 
operation of the government-owned, government-operated fuel terminal, including 
maintenance of facility in compliance with federal, state, and local laws and regulations.  
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Ribault Bay is located on approximately 5 acres of land, and includes 360 housing units. 
Ribault Bay was built in the early 1980s in support of military personnel and their 
families. 
 



ENVIRONMENTAL BASELINE SURVEY 
WATER AND WASTEWATER UTILITY SYSTEM PRIVATIZATION 

NAVAL STATION MAYPORT, FLORIDA 
 
 

Page 9 
 
 

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 
 
4.1 Location  
The subject property is located at NS Mayport, near the town of Mayport, within the city 
limits of Jacksonville, in northeastern Duval County, Florida.  NS Mayport is located on 
the northern end of a peninsula bounded by the Atlantic Ocean to the east and the Saint 
Johns River to the north and west.  Ribault Bay is located approximately 2.5 miles south 
of NS Mayport. The FISC is located approximately 20 miles west of NS Mayport.     
 
4.2 Physiography 
NS Mayport, Ribault Bay, and FISC are located in the southeastern Coastal Plain 
physiographic province, with an average land elevation of approximately 10 feet above 
mean sea level (msl).  Development, stream erosion, dredging, and filling activities have 
modified the remnants of two ancient marine terraces, the Pamilco and the Silver Bluff.  
Few surface water drainage features are present at Ns Mayport because the soils along 
the Saint Johns River are high in sand content and water infiltration rates. However, the 
drainage areas slope gently towards Saint Johns River (A. T.  Kearney Inc., 1989).  
 
Surface Waters, Drainage, and Floodplains 
Surface waters are primarily estuarine and marine due to the existing elevations and 
tidal influences in streams and creeks located throughout NS Mayport.  The Saint Johns 
River and its tributaries are the main sources of surface water at NS Mayport and FISC.  
Additionally, one shallow freshwater pond, Hatchet Pond, is located at the northwestern 
portion of FISC. Ribault Bay contains no surface water resources; however, it is 
adjacent to an extensive salt marsh, the Garden and De Blieu Creeks, as well as the 
Intracoastal Waterway (ICW).   
 
The Saint Johns River borders NS Mayport to the north and northwest, flowing 
southeast then west.  The majority of the storm water runoff from the northeastern 
portion of NS Mayport drains towards the Saint Johns River.  Sherman Creek is the 
primary drainage for the uplands and an intertidal saltwater marsh in the south-central 
portion of NS Mayport.  Sherman Creek then flows to the Pablo Creek, which empties 
into the Chicopit Bay.   
 
According to the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) produced by the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), floodplains and flood hazard areas are 
significant environmental factors affecting existing and future development in the 
regions.  Because of the generally flat topography and low-lying land, 100-year flood 
elevations around NS Mayport are reportedly between 6 feet and 14 feet above mean 
sea level (msl).  Low-lying areas of NS Mayport and FISC, adjacent to the Saint Johns 
River and the Atlantic Ocean, are subject to varying degrees of flooding.  Flood zones at 
Ribault Bay reach a base flood elevation of 7 feet above msl.  As such, two small 
sections, in the southwest and northeast portions of Ribault Bay, are located within the 
100-year flood hazard zone.  
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4.3 Geology 
Duval County is underlain with a thick layer of Eocene and younger sliliciclastic and 
marine carbonate sediments that include three separate geologic sequences – a thick 
unit of surficial deposits, Hawthorn Group, and Eocene marine carbonate.  The 
uppermost sequence, the surficial deposits, consists of Holocene- and Pleistocene-
aged silts, sands, clays, and shell beds, as well as Pliocene-aged Cypresshead and 
Nashua Formation sands, silty clays, shell beds and limestone beds dredged from the 
Mayport Turning Basin and the Saint Johns River.  These surficial deposits are 
approximately 8 to 16 feet below ground surface (bgs) and approximately 70 feet thick.  
Underlying this sequence is the Hawthorn Group, which consists of interbedded 
phosphatic and silty-clayey sands, sandy clays, along with phosphatic, sandy, silty 
dolostones and limestones.  The Hawthorn Group sequence is approximately 500 feet 
thick in the vicinity of NS Mayport.  The third sequence, Eocene-aged marine carbonate 
consists of, in desending order, the Ocala Limestone, Avon Park Formation, and 
Oldsmar Formation.  This sequence is more than 1,500 feet thick, and consists of 
massive fossiliferous, chalky to granular limestone, and interbedded limestones and 
dolostones. The natural soils at NS Mayport consist of three major groups: sand ridges, 
tidal marsh, and flatwoods  (DoN, 2002). 
 
4.4 Hydrogeology 
NS Mayport is situated at the mouth of the Saint Johns River.  At the subject property, 
groundwater flows generally north towards the Mayport Turning Basin entrance channel 
and the Saint Johns River.  Major sources of potable water for Duval County are 
artesian wells that tap into the Floridan aquifer, which is approximately 260 to 600 feet 
bgs.  Tidal influence is not anticipated to affect the direction of groundwater flow.  The 
groundwater elevation ranges from approximately 3 feet to 6 feet above msl.  The depth 
to groundwater ranges from approximately 4 feet to 11 feet bgs.  (Tetra Tech NUS Inc., 
2003) 
 
4.5 Topography 
NS Mayport, Ribault Bay, and FISC are located within the Jacksonville, Florida, 7. 5-
Minute Topographic Quadrangle Map (Figures 4-1 and 4-2).  NS Mayport is located in 
the Northern Coastal Strip, and is part of the Sea Island District.  NS Mayport is 
generally flat, with surface elevations ranging from approximately 0 to 30 feet above 
msl.  Most of NS Mayport has been filled with dredge spoil resulting from construction 
and maintenance of Mayport Turning Basin.  Elevations at the runways are higher than 
the surrounding land to provide drainage.  The runways serve as a topographic 
drainage divide between the southeast and northwest portions of NS Mayport.  FISC is 
predominantly flat with elevations ranging from 0 to approximately 10 feet above msl. 
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4.6 Natural Resources 
NS Mayport is located on approximately 3,400 acres of land, with approximately half of 
which is classified as jurisdictional wetland.  According to the February 2002 Integrated 
Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP), wetland communities identified at NS 
Mayport include Mixed Wetland Hardwoods, Wetland Forested Mixed, Vegetated Non-
Forested Wetland, Freshwater Marsh, and Saltwater Marsh.   In addition, Tidal Flats 
and Oyster Bars occur through throughout the estuarine environment.  Major wetland 
areas at NS Mayport exist in the southwestern portion of the base property in the area 
west of Mayport Road and south of the magazine area, and along the western edge of 
Ribault Bay.  The wetland survey concluded that approximately 20 acres of jurisdictional 
wetlands are located within Ribault Bay.  Wetland communities on Ribault Bay are 
characteristic of hydric hammock. Additionally, a wetlands survey was reportedly 
conducted at FISC in 1997, with approximately 20 acres of wetlands identified that 
consist of mixed pine hardwood forests.   
 
During the site visit, no maps of the designated wetland areas were available to PRI.  In 
comparing the water and wastewater utility system maps to the wetland areas 
mentioned above, it is unlikely that wetlands are an environmental concern to the 
subject property or the associated realty.   
 
According to the INRMP, during a 1995 Florida Natural Area Inventory (FNAI) survey for 
rare, threatened, and endangered plant and vertebrate animal species at NS Mayport, 
26 rare, threatened, endangered, or declining animal species, and 11 rare, threatened 
endangered, or declining plant species were identified within area.   The survey 
concluded that due to lack of habitat, no rare, threatened, or endangered plant species 
are located at NS Mayport.  The Ribault Bay area was also reported to contain no 
suitable habitat for federally rare, threatened, or endangered plant species.  According 
to a January 2002 FISC INRMP, it appears that no rare, threatened or endangered plant 
or vertebrate animal species survey have been conducted at FISC.   
 
The FNAI surveyed also concluded that 11 rare, threatened, and endangered terrestrial 
vertebrate animals occur at NS Mayport.  Copies of the NS Mayport INRMP tables 
listing the threatened and endangered terrestrial vertebrate species are provided in 
Appendix C. The FNAI survey did not include Ribault Bay area.  However, a field survey 
by E&E Company in 1999 confirmed the presence of wood stork (endangered), and 
found burrows belonging to the gopher tortoise (a state species of special concern) in 
Ribault Bay.   Although no survey for the rare, threatened, and endangered animal 
species has reportedly been conducted at FISC, bald eagles are reportedly known to 
exist in the vicinity.   The listed rare, threatened, and endangered terrestrial vertebrate 
animals are reportedly the inhibit wetland areas throughout NS Mayport, Ribault Bay, 
and FISC.  Therefore, these animal species are not anticipated to occur at the subject 
property or the associated realty. 
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4.7 Cultural and Archeological Resources 
Based on a review of the 1994 Summary of Mayport Naval Stations Historic and 
Archeological Resources Protection Plan (HARP), the following eight areas are located 
within the associated realty, and are reportedly considered significant cultural 
resources: 8Du296, 8Du5545, 8Du7458, 8Du78, 8Du7512, 8Du7513, 8Du8116, and 
8Du8117.  A copy of the Site-Specific Management Actions Table from the HARP, 
summarizing the management recommendations for these eight areas at NS Mayport, 
is provided in Appendix C. 
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5.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS 
 
5.1 Federal / State Regulatory Agreements / Permits  
According to NS Mayport Environmental Division, NS Mayport is current with required 
permits issued by local, state, and federal agencies.  Additionally, the remedial activities 
at NS Mayport are driven by the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendment (HSWA) 
portion of RCRA, which identifies procedures to be implemented during environmental 
investigations and remediation.  NS Mayport has been issued a HSWA permit by 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP). 
 
5.2 Hazardous Substances / Waste Management 
According to the NS Mayport Environmental Division, a Hazardous Waste Management 
Plan is in place for both NS Mayport and FISC.  No hazardous waste is generated at 
Ribault Bay.  An outside contractor performs transportation and disposal of hazardous 
waste.   
 
The hazardous waste accumulation areas are located within the associated realty.  
Based on observations made during site visit, and environmental records reviewed to 
date, the hazardous waste accumulation areas do not appear to have had an adverse 
impact on the environmental integrity of the subject property or the associated realty.   
 
There are reportedly three one-ton chlorine gas cylinders and three one-ton sulfur 
dioxide gas cylinders located at the wastewater treatment plant (WWTP), as well as 
three one-ton chlorine gas cylinders at the water treatment plant, which are within the 
subject property.  Currently, the water and wastewater treatment systems are working 
from iAP-Hill process safety manual, which is part of the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency (USEPA) Risk Management Program (RMP) requirement.  No 
incidents involving releases or leaks of chlorine or sulfur dioxide gases were identified 
during PRI’s site visit, and therefore are not considered an environmental concern at the 
subject property.  
 
5.3 Petroleum Contamination 
During PRI’s site visit, documentation for the existing aboveground storage tanks 
(ASTs), underground storage tanks (USTs), oil/water separators (OWSs), emergency 
generators, and associated releases was reviewed at NS Mayport.   
 
According to the NS Mayport Environmental Division, a UST/AST management program 
and Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasure (SPCC) Plan are in place for both NS 
Mayport and FISC. Review of the December 14, 2004 Base Site Management Plan 
indicated that there are 40 leaking petroleum storage tank (LPST) sites associated with 
NS Mayport and FISC.  No LPSTs have been reported at Ribault Bay.  Twenty-seven of 
the 40 LPST sites have been granted a “no further action” (NFA) or a “conditional NFA” 
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from FDEP.   The remaining 13 LPST sites appear to be within the associated realty as 
follows:     

 
• UST Site 351  
• UST Site 425 
• UST Site 460 
• UST Site 1586 (BEQ and the New Building) 
• NSC Fuel Farm 
• Pier Alpha/Delta 
• UST Site 283 
• UST Site 1330 
• UST Site 25 
• UST Site 1343 
• UST Site 1363/1363-G 
• UST Site 245 
• UST Site 250. 
 

Cleanup activities are currently underway at these sites.  Summary documentation for 
all the LPSTs is included in Appendix C. 
 
5.4 Environmental Restoration 
A total of 56 Solid Waste Management Unit (SWMU) sites (designated as SWMUs 1 
through 56), and two Areas of Concern (AOC) sites (designated as AOC C and AOC D) 
have been identified at NS Mayport.  Nineteen of the 56 SWMU sites received NFA or 
NFA with land use control (LUC) letters from the FDEP.  Of the remaining 39 active 
SWMU and AOC sites, 29 appear to be located within the associated realty at NS 
Mayport, and are presented in Table 5-1 below:    
 

Table 5-1 
SWMUs and AOCs at NS Mayport within the Associated Realty 

  
SWMU - AOC Name 

SWMU 1 Landfill A 

SWMU 2 Landfill B 

SWMU 5 Landfill E 

SWMU 6 Waste Oil Pit 

SWMU 7 Oily Waste Treatment Plant (OWTP) Sludge Beds 

SWMU 8 OWTP Percolation Pond 

SWMU 9 OWTP 

SWMU 10 Hazardous Waste Storage Area 
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SWMU 11 Fuel Spill Area 

SWMU 12 Neutralization Basin 

SWMU 14 Mercury & Oily Waste Spill Area 

SWMU 17 Carbonaceous Fuel Boiler 

SWMU 18 Fleet Training Center 

SWMU 20 Hobby Shop Drain 

SWMU 21 Hobby Shop Scrap Storage 

SWMU 22 Building 1600 Blasting Area 

SWMU 23 Jacksonville Shipyard, Inc. (JSI) Shipyard 

SWMU 24 North Florida (NF) Shipyard 

SWMU 25 Atlantic Marine Industrial (AMI) Shipyard 
SWMU 26 Landfill C 
SWMU 28 Defense Reutilization Marketing Office (DRMO) Yard 
SWMU 44 Waste Water Treatment Facility (WWTF) Clarifiers 
SWMU 45 WWTF Sludge Beds 
SWMU 47 Oily Waste Collection System 

SWMU 52 PWD Service Station Storage Area 

SWMU 53 Sewer System 
SWMU 55 Storm Sewer System 
SWMU 56 Building 1552 Accumulation Area 

AOC C Building 191/Echo Pier 

 
A summary table presenting the exit strategy, and location map for the above sites are 
provided in Appendix C.  According to NS Mayport environmental department 
personnel, the exit strategy document provided in Appendix C is a proposed/draft 
document, and does not have regulatory approval.  It is subject to change or 
modification. 
 
Additionally, four active Installation Restoration (IR) sites (also referred to as the 
Federal Facilities Program Sites) have been identified within the associated realty at 
FISC, and are presented in Table 5-2 below: 
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Table 5-2 

Active IR Sites at FISC within the Associated Realty 
  

IR Site No. Name 

IR Site 1 SRR – DFM Pipeline Leak at “A” Road 

IR Site 2 SRR – JP-5 Pipeline Leak (East of Valve Pit #4)  

IR Site 3 Train Rack Piping Closure (Facility 54) 

IR Site 4 Abandoned DFM Piping  

 
A summary table presenting the activity performed, comments, proposed activities for 
fiscal year 2005, in addition to IR site location map at FISC are provided in Appendix C. 
 
No SWMU, AOC, or IR sites have been reported at Ribault Bay.   
 
Based on PRI’s review of available documentation, it is unclear whether these above-
mentioned SWMU, AOC, or IR sites have had a significant adverse impact upon the 
environmental integrity of the associated realty. However, because these sites have 
been identified as contaminated and the appropriate closure has not been obtained, it 
appears that contamination from these sites could impact the environmental integrity of 
the associated realty and are considered a REC. 
 
5.5 Solid / Biohazardous Waste 
Unregulated solid waste accumulation at the subject property is limited to paper and 
plastic generated in the offices, and household items generated in the housing areas.  
The unregulated solid waste is picked up and removed from the subject property by an 
outside contractor.  No evidence of illegal dumping of hazardous materials was 
observed at the associated realty during PRI’s site visit. 
 
Biohazardous waste is generated at the medical building located within NS Mayport.  
The biohazardous waste is stored at designated areas at and near the medical building, 
and removed routinely by outside licensed contractor.  No storage of biohazardous 
waste was observed within the bounds of the subject property or the associated realty.     
 
5.6 Polychlorinated Biphenyl Compliance  
Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) are potentially toxic substances that are commonly 
found in electrical transformers. The commercial use of PCBs has been banned since 
1979.   
 
According to NS Mayport personnel, a base-wide program to identify PCB-containing 
transformers and oil switches was reportedly completed by Public Works Center (PWC) 
personnel in the early 1990s.   This program included testing existing transformers and 
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oil switches for PCBs; wipe testing visible stains adjacent to the transformers; and 
identifying transformers with PCB-containing insulating fluid and retro-filling with non-
PCB containing insulating fluid. The removal of PCB-containing transformers was 
performed at both NS Mayport and FISC.  According to the Ribault Bay TDP, there 
reportedly are no known sources of PCBs at Ribault Bay. 
 
Due to the efforts of the base-wide PCB identification program in the early 1990s, it 
appears that the historical presence of PCB-containing transformers is not anticipated to 
have an adverse impact on the environmental integrity of the subject property or the 
associated realty.  PCB containing transformers and other related electrical equipment 
at FISC were reportedly retro-filled with non-PCB containing insulating fluid.   
Additionally, an April 1, 1996 letter, addressed to the Commanding Officer at Naval 
Facilities Engineering Service Center, identified NS Mayport as free of all PCBs.  A copy 
of this NS Mayport  “PCB-free” letter has been provided in Appendix C. 
  
5.7 Asbestos-Containing Material 
According to the NS Mayport environmental records reviewed, asbestos surveys were 
reportedly performed in September 1994.  These reports indicate that asbestos- 
containing material (ACM) is present in many of the buildings.  ACM was identified in 
locations including, but not limited to, drywall joint compound, window caulking, mastic, 
and sink undercoating.   
 
According to a limited asbestos survey, conducted by Shaw Environmental (Shaw), it 
appears that an abandoned asphalt-wrapped underground fuel line and transite pipe 
system at FISC, located between 3rd Street and 5th Street, contained asbestos.  
Additionally, in June 1997, an ACM inventory of FISC buildings was conducted to 
review the status of buildings that were previously identified as containing asbestos.  
PRI was unable to locate any additional information regarding ACM at FISC. 
 
Based on PRI’s review of available documentation and site visit, it appears that ACMs 
may be associated with the water and wastewater utility systems, and are therefore 
considered a REC.  Identified ACM locations and laboratory results for the housing 
areas at NS Mayport and Ribault Bay are presented in Appendix C. 
 
5.8 Lead-Based Paint 
Based on PRI’s review of the NS Mayport environmental records, a lead survey was 
reportedly performed in September 1994.  These reports indicate that lead-based paint 
(LBP) is present on both interior and exterior components of many of the buildings.  
Based on the dates of construction, it is assumed that LBP may have been used on the 
original portions of the water and wastewater utility systems.  Over the years, some of 
the older equipment has been decommissioned, removed, or replaced by newer 
equipment that does not contain LBP.  During PRI’s site visit, painted surfaces on the 
fire hydrants and other equipment generally appeared to be in good condition with no 
evidence of peeling, cracking, or flaking of possible LBP.   A summary of LBP locations 
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and laboratory results for the housing areas at NS Mayport and Ribault Bay is provided 
in Appendix C. 
 
5.9 Pesticides and Herbicides 
Based on interview with the NS Mayport personnel, vegetated areas appear to be 
sprayed with commercially available pesticides and herbicides, as needed.  The specific 
use of chlordane was not determined during PRI’s site visit.  However, due to its 
common usage prior to the late 1980s, it was likely applied at NS Mayport, Rebault Bay, 
and FISC.  Because chlordane persists in the environment for many years, it potentially 
still exists where it was applied.  The use of chlordane was stopped in 1988, mainly 
because of concern over cancer risk, evidence of human exposure, build-up in body fat, 
persistence in the environment, and danger to wildlife.   
 
Based on the above information, it is likely that residual pesticides and herbicides could 
be found in soil or groundwater at and around the associated realty.  Currently, there 
are no open issues at FDEP regarding residual pesticides and herbicides at the 
associated realty.  Therefore, no further investigation is warranted at this time.     
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6.0 ADJACENT PROPERTIES 
 
Land immediately adjacent to the subject property is within the boundaries of NS 
Mayport, Ribault Bay, and FISC.  Environmental condition and its effect on the subject 
property and associated realty at the adjacent navy-owned land have been evaluated 
through out this survey.   
 
Adjoining landowners to NS Mayport, Ribault Bay, and FISC are primarily residential, 
commercial, and woodland areas.  Based on the nature of their use and distance from 
the subject property, these properties do not appear to present an environmental 
concern to the subject property or its associated realty at this time.   
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7.0 PROPERTY ASSESSMENT 
The following section summaries the RECs identified during the EBS. 
 
Cultural Resources 
Based on a review of the 1994 Summary of HARP Plan, eight areas of significant 
cultural resources are located within the associated realty at NS Mayport. 
 
Petroleum Products 
There are reportedly 40 LPST sites associated with NS Mayport and FISC.  Thirteen of 
the 40 LPST sites are active, and have not received a NFA letter from the FDEP.  The 
13 LPST sites are within the bounds of the associated realty.    
 
Environmental Restoration 
A total of 56 SWMU, and two AOC sites have been identified at NS Mayport.  Nineteen 
of the 56 SWMU sites received NFA letters from the FDEP.  Of the remaining 39 active 
SWMU and AOC sites, 29 appear to be located within the associated realty at NS 
Mayport.   
 
Additionally, four active IR sites have been identified within the associated realty at 
FISC.  No SWMU, AOC, or IR sites were identified at Ribault Bay. 
 
Asbestos-Containing Material 
According to the NS Mayport environmental records reviewed, asbestos surveys were 
reportedly performed in September 1994.  These reports indicate that ACM is present in 
many of the buildings.  ACM was identified in locations including, but not limited to, 
drywall joint compound, window caulking, mastic, and sink undercoating.   
 
According to a limited asbestos survey, conducted at FISC by Shaw, it appears that an 
abandoned asphalt-wrapped underground fuel line and transite piping located between 
3rd Street and 5th Street, contained asbestos. Therefore, ACM is considered a REC for 
the subject property and associated realty. 
 
Lead-Based Paint 
Based on the dates of construction, it is assumed that LBP may have been used on the 
original portions of the water and wastewater utility systems.  Over the years, some of 
the older equipment has been decommissioned, removed, or replaced by newer 
equipment that does not contain LBP.  During PRI’s site visit, painted surfaces on fire 
hydrants and other water and wastewater equipment generally appeared to be in good 
condition, with no evidence of peeling, cracking, or flaking of possible LBP. 
 
Pesticide 
Based on interview with the NS Mayport personnel, vegetated areas appear to be 
sprayed with commercially available pesticides and herbicides, as needed.  Based on 
this information, it is likely that residual pesticides and herbicides could be found in soil 
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or groundwater at and around the associated realty.  Currently, there are no open 
issues at FDEP regarding residual pesticides and herbicides at the associated realty.  
Therefore, no further investigation is warranted at this time.     
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8.0 CERTIFICATION 
 
This report describes the pertinent information obtained during the EBS. The findings 
presented in this EBSR are relative to the dates of PRI’s survey in 2004 and should not 
be relied upon to represent conditions at substantially later dates. PRI’s observations 
reflect site conditions as of the latest survey visit to particular areas of the subject 
property, and should not be construed as representing previous or future site conditions. 
Any opinions included herein are based on the information obtained during this survey 
and PRI’s experience with similar surveys. Although this survey has attempted to 
identify the potential for environmental impacts to the subject property resulting from 
possible contamination, sources may have escaped detection due to: 1) the limited 
scope of this survey; 2) the inaccuracy of public records; 3) the presence of undetected 
or unreported environmental incidents; or 4) other site and area specific factors. It has 
not been the purpose of this survey to determine the actual presence, degree or extent 
of contamination, if any, at the site. 
 
I certify that the property conditions stated in this report are based on a review of 
available records, visual inspections, and interviews as noted, and are true and correct, 
with the above qualifications, to the best of my knowledge and belief. 
 
 
_______________________  ____________________________________ 
 Date     Jeremiah D. Jackson, PhD, PE 
      Program Manager 
      Project Resources Inc. 
       
 
 
_______________________  ____________________________________ 
 Date     Keri Anselmo 
      Project Manager 
      Project Resources Inc. 
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Naval Station Mayport 
Water and Wastewater Utility Privatization

Mayport, Florida

1. View of fueling stands at the Navy Fuel Depot at NS Mayport.

2. View of Oily Waste Treatment Plant and SWMUs 6, 7, 8, and 9.



Naval Station Mayport 
Water and Wastewater Utility Privatization

Mayport, Florida

3. View of SWMU 10, Hazardous Waste Storage Area.

4. View of Navy Fuel Depot.



Naval Station Mayport 
Water and Wastewater Utility Privatization

Mayport, Florida

5. Diesel Generator Sump at Fleet Training Center, site of SWMU 18.

6. View of SWMU 20, Hobby Shop Drain.



Naval Station Mayport 
Water and Wastewater Utility Privatization

Mayport, Florida

7. View of SWMU 21, Hobby Shop Scrap Storage Area.

8. View of SWMU 28, Defense Reutilization Marketing Office Yard.



Naval Station Mayport 
Water and Wastewater Utility Privatization

Mayport, Florida

9. View of SWMU 44, Wastewater Treatment Facility Clarifiers 1 and 2.

10. View of the new Wastewater Treatment Facility sludge drying beds.
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 Base Site Management Plan 12/14/2004 

MAYPORT 
BLDG 1241, STEAM PLANT   Site  (PWC -- Scott Dombrosky)-TtNUS-Peterson   
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Actio :n  FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment 
 CA ***** 8000 gals tanker release (200 to 300 gal  
 diesel fuel) .......... ...Contamination Assess  
 Plan received from TtNUS for additional  
 assess of Sites 250 & 1241.  HASP also  
 TECMEM 8-3-01...Scott Dombrosky will research  
 package and determine direction.  Site requires  
 investigation...... 12-8-01... Jim and Scott to  
 walk site 12-10-01.... ......7-5-02.... Scott to  
 have Sampling Plan developed...... 2-28-03...  
 Started contractng to have TtNUS perform  
 SA.........  5-5-03.... SA underway .........   
 3-2-04.... Contamiantion Assess plan recieved  
 from TtNUS 6/20/03 for additional assess of  
 Sites 250 & 1241.  HASP also received. Draft  
 SAR est. 19 Mar 04... NFA anticipated. 
 SAR 5/28/04 9/23/2004 ****** Second gw water sampling event resulted 
  in no excedences above GCTLs.  NFA is  
 recommended in SAR dated May 2004. 
 NFA 5/28/04 9/23/2004 ***NFA APPROVED 23 Sept 04. 
B t ldg 351...(B0218)   Site  (Maypor -D. Lancaster) #2 Fuel Oil -- TtNUS(Mark  Discovery Date:  7/1/1999 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment 
 SAR 7-30-99 -- Broken pipe, 23 drums of  
 contaminated soils removed, pipe repaired.  
 Anticipate Site Investigation in FY 2000.   
 .............  .. ......2-8-00....... 1200 gals of free  
 product recovered. .......  
 ............10-10-00......... Field activity, early  
 May.00, Benzene (2.2 ug/l) in one temp well  
 only.  No COC in soils above  target. Propose  
 SAR 2/14/01 3/5/2001  5 wells installed. One well, 351-MW05,  in the  
 source area, exhibited hydrocarbon constituent  
 above GCTLs. Total xylenes at 500 ug/l exceed 
  default criteria for NA at 200ug/l........  ....   
 4-2-01.....FDEP suggest resample well  
 (351-MW05). It contained total xylenes above  
 Nat. Atten. Default  
 Concentration......12-8-01....... IRA to be  
 performed utilizing Aggressive Fluid Vapor  
 Recovery (AFVR) prior to RAP development. A 
  new 4" well shall be installed near the sump to  
 perform IRA......... 7-5-02... 4" well installed 12  
 June. 1st AFVR- 15 July...... ......10-7-02....3  
 AFVR events performed and resampled - one  
 detectionof benzo(a)anthracene (0.06 ug/l,  
 exceeds 0.02 ug/l GCTL);........ ..1-6-03....  
 SARA anticipated early Mar.. MNA  
 SARA 3/27/03 5/9/2003 9-15-03........ FDEP approves Mon Nat. Atten.   
 1st qtr sampling event is scheduled for Oct 03. 
  Determination of sampling frequency will be  
 based on analyticals.... 3-2-04... TtNUS to  
 Mon.....  ******** Continue to monitorimg on a  
 weeky basis 

 Page  1 Enclosure: (1) 



 Base Site Management Plan 12/14/2004 
 Qtrly Report 6/9/04 9/8/2004 ***** 1st Quarter GW Report.......Since  
 monitoring completion, two new releases of fuel 
  oil have occurred at Bldg 351. The first is a  
 daytank 75 ft west of RW-01. The 2nd is the  
 sump located between RW-01 and MW-05 that  
 has impacted both wells with free prod.  Next  
 sampling event is Mar 04. 
 Qtrly Report 6/12/04 ****2nd Quarterly GW Report .....13 inches of  
 free prod present in 2 of 3 wells, RW-01 &  
 MW-05 (dedicated monitroing wells).  doubtful  
 that daytank is the source of free product in  
 wells.  Free product was also observed in the  
 sump estimated to be  greater than 10 inches.   
 Appears to be fresh diesel. .. ....MONA to be  
 modified since conditions no longer apply.   
 Next 2 product monitoring events will replace  
 3rd & 4th qtr MONA. New wells to sample will  
 include MW-05, MW-01, MW-02 & MW-03.  
 Sampling of wells located cross & down  
 gradient will provide info on mobility of free  
 product and gw impacts.  Effectiveness of free 
  product removal will be evaluated................  
 8-31-04.. ... Limited soil removal conducted by  
 Aerostar.  Site requires new inestigation. 

B pLDG 425 (B0234)   Site  (NS May ort -- D. Lancaster), #2 Fuel Oil AST -- TtNUS(M  Discovery Date:  7/1/1999 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment 
 TECMEM 05-05-03.... Requires remediation. 
 TECMEM 4/25/2003 2-28-03...... RAP (3 AFVR events)  
 unsuccessful.  Will formally close out RAP  
 order and recommend different action to  
 address contamnation.  Smear zone  
 contamination believed to impact gw. 
 RAP 7/1/01 12-8-01...... Interim Measure, Aggressive Fluid  
 Vapor Recovery (AFVR), will be implemented  
 at Bldg 425..... Air Emissions Monitoring for  
 RAP submitted 1/26/02... 6-7-02..… 
 CA 7/30/99 7-30-99----- Two spills;  1st, accidental pipe  
 cutting occurred, 700 gals released; 2nd, float  
 valve failed, tank pumped itself dry, 500 gals  
 released... ....  .....10-10-00....SA  Field  
 activity, mid May. Both soil & gw contam.  
 Recom. RAP. ...... POSSIBLE BIOVENTING /  
 SAR 12/14/00 2/22/2001 4-2-01 ... Prepare a RAP for contaminated soils 
  at Area 2.  Area 1 requires no additional  
 assessment...… 
 RAP 10/23/01 12/14/2001 7-5-02..................... 1st AFVR - 15  
 July.............. ..10-7-02... After 3 AFVR  
 events on MW-04, no product extracted. ( on 5  
 Oct 02, 0.16 of product in well) ....  
 Recommendations are:  use of passive  
 skimmers, peristaltic pumps,  1 inch  
 piezometers placed around MW-04 for  
 monitoring - no prod in piezoms... prod.  
 believed to be adsorbed in soils and capillary  
 fringe....  1-6-03........ IM to be conducted to  
 excavate contaminated smear zone soils  
 believed to impact gw.  Following removal, gw  
 mon will be proposed in SAR. 
 RA 8/4/03 10/13/2003 8-31-04.... Remedial Action Report.... specifies 
  limited soil excavation to address presence of  
 contam soil in smear zone. 
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BLDG 460  .. ..(B0231)   Site  (NS Mayport -- D Lancaster) #2 Fuel Oil/Dsl -  Discovery Date:  3/31/1994 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment 
 CAR 2/26/96 3/1/1996 DIRECTED TO RE-SAMPLE AND SUBMIT  
 ADDENDUM. 
 CAR ADD1 10/11/96 10/11/1996   GW is clean. Soil is contaminated. Under  
 asphault. A possible candidated for  Risk  
 Baase assessment. FDEP requests RAP  
 submittal to address contam. soil and a  
 proposed MOP. No funds presently available 
 CAR ADD2 4/3/98 4/7/1998 5-12-98  JAN BOVIER -----ABB performed  
 SPLP on 28 Jan 98. Soil is not a continued  
 source of gw contam. GW sampling indicates a 
  derease in CoC's from June 95 to Jan 98.  
 Anticipate RAP in FY 99-10-22-98 -----------------  
 Expect to: Awaiting HLA  resonse to FDEP's  
 comments. Evaluate site for LUC versus  
 remedial action as an alternative. Anticipate  
 CAR  Addendum Mid Nov. '98.  Sample soil   
 4th quarter FY '99; Design RAP to remediate  
 soil and implement RAP design 2nd and 3rd FY 
  2000 if required. 
 Annual Report 11/13/98 12/4/1998 
 RAP 2/12/99 5/6/1999 3-31-99 ............  RAP proposes to utilize SVE  
 system for a period of 1 year and monitor for 5 
  years.  Soil -- TRPH (8,7000 AND 6,400  
 mg/kg).  SCTL is 350 mg/kg.  GW -- MTBE  
 (36ug/l).  GCTL is 35 ug/l. .. ... 5-28-99 ....    
 FDEP approved RAP.  .....  ... .... 2-8-00......   
 SVE start-up was 12-13-99. Several sys  
 shutdowns due to water recovery in moisture  
 separator. Sys oper. at 180 - 200 scfm air flow  
 rate, 10" of water vacuum, 0.01 lbs/day max  
 VOC recov rate.  But, sys design is 200 scfm,  
 50" of water, and 13.7lbs/day respectively.  
 Recom rmvl of carbon  
 treatment........4-8-00..........  Sys  operates at  
 0.01lbs/day ...CCI proposes early soil samp to  
 see if lower soil levels have been achieved. 
 TECMEM 8/21/00 10/19/2000 10-10-00   ...ElectronicTech Mem, dtd 8-16-00  
 (emailed 8-21-00) requesting early SPLP  
 sampling and discontiued operation of carbon  
 Adsorption canister on SVE Sys was submited  
 to Jim Cason 8-21-00.  Informal approval to  
 remove canister was given. Since action is a  
 RAP Mod, formal approval will be given  
 following signed and certified submittal of  
 calcualtions supporting request. 

 Page  3 Enclosure: (1) 



 Base Site Management Plan 12/14/2004 
 TECMEM 12/4/00 2/21/2001 02-07-01.. .. ...Completion Report, Long term  
 effectiveness will be determined by future  
 confirmatory sampling and groundwater  
 monitoring results. Awaiting SPLP  
 results.......4-2-01.... FDEP confirms receipt of 
  Operation of SVE Trench Sys Bldg 260  
 Report... acceptable. FDEP Bldg 460  
 Document dated, 29 Mar 01; obtain gw sample  
 from source well and analyze for VOC's, MTBE  
 and SVOCs. If GCTLs are met, propose NFA  
 with conditions................................. .....  ....  
   ........ ..... ..8-3-01...... SVE System down  
 since 7/3/01 due to damaged moisture sep float 
  and vacuuum blower discharge hose.  
 Isopropylbenzene increased from 3.8 to 5.8  
 ppb; naphthalene from 5.3 to 23 ppb.  Qtrly  
 GW mon to commence for one  
 year.......12/8/01..... SVE System is shutdown. 
   Soils remain contaminated....… 
 Semi-An 12/10/00 3-2-04.... Semi-Ann O&M Status Rpt.... since  
 SVE was shut down 3 Jul 01,  only  
 isopropylbenzene detected above GCTL target.  
  No parameter detected sbove Nat Att Default  
 Source Conc values. Potential risk to be  
 evaluated while petitioning for site closure. 
 Annual Report 5/23/02 7-5-02..... Continue gw mon................  
 10-7-02..... From qtrly to semi-annual  gw  
 mon..... Next event in Nov 02 
 Qtrly Report 11/4/02 12/20/2002 *****Post Active Remediation MOP  Plan  
 approved. 
 Semi-An 8/18/03 10/13/2003 **** Semi-Ann Rpt; O&M 1/1/03 - 6/30/03....  
 Isopropylbenzene atill present in gw... perform  
 Risk Eval for site. 
 Semi-An 12/10/03 2/13/2004 3-2-04........Semi-Ann Rpt 1/1/03 -  
 6/30/03..Recommends continuation of  
 semi-annual mon.  Isopropylbenzene in one  
 well.  Will petition  for site closure through a  
 Risk Assessment Eva via Tech Memo.....  
 FDEP concurs but requests remaining soil  
 contamination be be included in evaluation. 
 Semi-An 3/30/04 6/4/2004 8-31-04....... Semi-Ann O&M Rpt 7/1/03 -  
 12/31-03;  Continue monitroing & perform  

N  MEW Bldg 1586 (B0242)   Site  NS ayport -D. Lancaster) Discovery Date:  1/12/2001 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment 
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 Base Site Management Plan 12/14/2004 
 CAR 6/11/03 10/14/2003 7-5-02..........1,400 gals of heating oil released  
 from improperly piped day tank during UST  
 replacement, April 2000. No recovery  
 operations performed. Gw and soil  
 impacted......Phase 1 of SA field activities --  
 31 July - 2 Aug.  Phase 2 field activities-- 19  
 August......... 10-7-02.....Hits of EDB in gw;   
 Measurable product in wells during field invest.  
  Recommend IRA (vac truck) to extract  
 product & resample prior to SAR. Excavation  
 was backfilled with rocks/pebbles and ground  
 may not be conducive for AFVR......1-6-03.....  
 Free prod is still present.....  2-28-03.....Base to 
  perform free prod removal during SAR  
 completion and RAP design.  
 .................05-05-03....... VAC truck extraxtion 
  on 1st two wells, next two wells to  
 follow.............................  ...3-2-04.... Wells  
 installed.  8-38-04............. RAP required for  
 both soil an gw.........................8-31-04......  
 SAR submitted and Site approved for RAP to  
NSC FUEL FARM   Site  (FISC JAX --  Ralph Crist)-- CCI Discovery Date:  9/19/1996 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment 
 CAR 12/15/97 1/23/1998 5-12-98 ---- RALPH CRIST ------JP-5 &  
 DIESEL-----  Tanks 201 & 202 each have  
 13,500 barrel (BBL) or 567,000 gals JP-5; Tanks 
  203 & 204 each have 27,000 BBL or 1,134,000 
  gals Diesel Fuel Marine;  GP-19 &GP-25  
 EXHIBIT HIGH TPH VALUES (1,100 & 14,000  
 ppm, respectively).  2 ADDITIONAL WELLS  
 AND SAMPLING SHALL BE PERFORMED  
 CAR ADD1 11/2/98 10-22-98 -------------------   CAR Addendum show  
 soil and gw contamination localized in extent to  
 an area around Tank 202. Tank and associated  
 piping are suspected contamination sources.  
 GW is not impacted by petroleum  
 hydrocarbons greater thatn FDEP  cleanup  
 Target Levels, except at MPT-16-MW02S (41  
 ppm TRPH) and FF-MW-10 (37 ppb  
 Naphthalene).  RAP Design is anticipated in 3rd 
  quarter '99.  MILCON is scheduled for Feb.  
 SARA 12/20/98 12/30/199  8
 SARA 2 8/28/99 8/9/1999 3-31-99 ................. Draft Addendum 3, dated  
 2-25-99,  is presently under review (NS  
 Mayport & SDIV).   CH2M Hill submitted a  
 "Focussed Remedail Options Evaluation, NSC  
 Fuel Farm" that discuses a remedial system  
 that can be installed after completion of the  
 MILCON project.   ................................  
 ................ ...........10-8-99 -- DPT will be  
 performed during MILCON.........   ....  ...2-8-00 
  ---- Field activity for DPT borings to  
 commence mid March. ...4-8-00... MILCON  
 field activity presently commencing. Large  
 quantities of contamianted soils excavated.   
 Soils are being sampled for hazardous waste. 

P aIER ALPHA/DELTA   Site  (NS M yport- D. Lancaster) TtNUS/ ACOE Discovery Date:  1/1/1990 
  Date to Rev Date Amt DERA  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Av la  Comment 
 CAR 12/1/92 1/1/1993 200000 Diesel Fuel  ------- Pipeline leak 
 CAR ADD1 4/1/93 5/1/1993 
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 RAP ADD1 8/1/94 9/1/1994 
 RAP 8/1/94 10/1/1994 
 RA 1/15/95 2/15/1995 Combined manual free prod. rmvl. with gw  
 monitoring..... Post Completion Report for the  
 Pipe Slip Lining at the A/D Piers.also submitted  
 4/1/95. 
 Qtrly Rpt 12/2/96 
 Qtrly Report 12/12/96 1/22/1996 FDEP not pleased with method of extracting  
 free prod. from electrical manhole. 
 Qtrly Report 2/28/97 Letter submitted to FDEP to halt monitoring. No 
  presence of free prod. in July or August. 
 Qtrly Rpt 2/28/97 ABB HAS HALTED GW MONITORING UNTIL   
 FURTHER INSTRUCTIONS. NO CONSISTENT 
  PRESENCE OF FREE PROD. NO SYS IN  
 PLACE TO REMOVE FREE PROD. 
 Annual Report 1/30/98 4/6/1998 5-12-98 -----Randy Bishop ----- NS Mayport will  
 bail prod. upon occurence. RAP will be  
 re-evaluated by ABB. 
 Qtrly Report 6/3/98 10-22-98 ------- MW 16 contained free product in 
  Jun 97. Activity bails product as it occurs. ..... 
  3-31-99............. ACOE will sample again in  
 mid April. 
 Qtrly Report 4/21/99 ***** ACOE Qtrly GW Mon Rpt 
 Qtrly Report 6/30/99 5-28-99 ........  Moved to monthly sampling for  
 MPT-1406-6 & MPT-1406-16. Qrtly for  
 Annual Report 12/7/99 12/28/1999 2-8-00 ---  Sheen in MPT-1406-4; 1.31 ft. of  
 product in MW-1406-16. Continue free prod.  
 Rmvl and monitoring. 
 Qtrly Report 4/12/00 10-10-00... Qrtrly Free prod. Letter to FDEP.  
 0.408 gals from MPT-1406-16. Total of 8.258  
 gals to date. 
 Qtrly Report 6/26/00 Qrtrly Free Prod Letter from Station to FDEP... 
  Free prod. level from 1998 to date is 11.024  
 Qtrly Report 11/16/00 
 Qtrly Report 12/14/00 2/23/2001 02-07-01 .. . . Qtrly Rpt (ACOE).. Intermittent  
 passive free product skimmers recommended  
 w/ periodic manhole/sumps pumping. 
 Qtrly Report 1/25/01 02-7-01.. . . Quarterly Free Prod Mon. A/D  
 Piers letter, dated 25 Jan 01, 11.509 gal of prod 
  recovered since May 1998. 
 Qtrly Report 4/5/01 8/24/2001 6-03-01....... Approx. 2 ft prod in MW  
 16........... .....8-2-01....MPT-1406-4 had 23.4  
 ug/L total PAHs and 2.9 ug/L total VOCs.  
 MPT-1406-16 had 56.4 ug/L total PAHs and 6.3  
 ug/L total VOCs.. ... ......12-8-01.... Vacuum  
 trck Extr. performed 12-4-01 on mw-16. More  
 than 1500 gals of prod/wtr removed. Mostly  
 product.…Free prod still found in  well -16...  
 Qtrly Report 7/11/02 9/30/2002 7-5-02.......IRA to remove LNAPL (ACOE)...   
 Qtrly Report ( ACOE dated March 2002)   
 ........... .......10-7-02.... (TtNUS) Site is not  
 conducive to Geophysical Probing. LNAPL EM  
 method would not work.  Research Bldg 2 as  
 builts for pp lines........ .......1-6-03........  
 TtNUS subcontracted w/ Batelle Lab for free  
 prod fingerprint analyses.  Awaiting results of 8 
  Dec sampling event.  Also, Qtrly Rpt from  
 ACOE indicates product is still presentin  
 MW-16...2-28-03... Product is not  
 new....exploring directions. 
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 Annual Report 3/21/03 4/17/2003 8-31-04......ACOE Final GW Monitoring Rpt -  
 Decline in contaminant concentrations above  
 GCTLs in all but three wells, MPT-1406-4 and  
 MPT-1406-5. MPT-1406-16 continue to have  
 periodic presence of product, believed to be  
 infleunced by rainfall events and pumping  
 activities. 
 TECMEM 8/17/04 8-31-04.... Tech Memo Free Prod  
 Determination....... Free prod detected over  
 approx. 60 ft by 60 ft area. Free prod restricted 
  to well MW-16, piezometers PZ-3, PZ-5 &  
 PZ-6. RAP Addendum recommended.  RARA to 
  include installation of recovery wells, use of  
 automatic skimmers, monthly monitoring of  
 wells and quarterly monitroing of nearby  

P  WTP TANK   Site  283 (PWC -- Scott Dombrosky), TtNUS Discovery Date:  12/23/1992 
  Date to Rev Date Amt DERA  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment 
 TECMEM   5-12 -98     ------ A 2000 gals Diesel Fuel UST  
 was removed Dec 23, 1992 from Bldg 23  
 (Pumphouse).  Tank removal and closure  
 assessment samples (4 out of 5) indicated  
 presence of petro hydrocarbon vapors.  Two  
 samples collected below the water table were  
 excessively contaminated. A gw sample from a 
  temp well indicated levels above GCTLs....  
 ....... . SA field activities 10 July 02......... No  
 gw contam; one hot soil hit;  Presence of EDE.  
 Possible limited soil rmvl required via IRA to  
 obtain clean closure vice a RAP.... 1-6-03.....  
 New borings show PAHs above SCTLs.......  
 9-15-03. ... ......Additional sampling required,  
 then move to SAR Addendum.  Small area of  
 soil requires removal..... ... .......1-22-04....SAR 
  results: No gw impact, Estimated soil impact  
 of industrial SCTLs exceedences is 60 ft x 40  
 ft x 3.5 ft deep (311 cu yds);  Additional  
 sampling to refine soil volume is required.   
 Results will be provided to FDEP  in Source  
 Removal Excavation Workplan. GW sampling  
 of well MPT-283-MW-01 shall be  
 included............................ 3-2-04....... Draft  
 Source Rmvl Plan est. 3/30/04.. 
 SAR 12/19/03 2/13/2004  8-31-04.... FDEP notes proper specificaton of  
 the upcoming  post excavation and monitoring  
 Reports and East side of Site 283 is not fully  
 characterised. Comments to be addressed. 

SITE 1330   Site  (NS Mayport- D. Lancaster)- CCI, Halil Discovery Date:  12/31/1986 
  Date to Rev Date Amt DERA  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment 
 TECMEM ......absence of free product & limited  
 contamination leads to recommendation of  
 enhanced MNA w/ORC 
 CAR 5/1/92 6/1/1992 Gasoline 
 CAR ADD1 10/29/96 11/29/1996 25000  5-12-98 --- Jan Bovier -----25K IS AVIL '98  
 FOR LTM. FDEP HAS APPROVED LTM FOR  
 '98. COE SHALL IMPLEMENT LTO.  10-22-98  
 ------  Samples were analyzed using method  
 8260.  High concentrations of isopropylbenzene 
  were found.  Resampling is required.  Awaiting  
 FDEP's comments on quarterly report. 
 Qtrly Report 8/15/98 10/22/1998 
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 Qtrly Report 1/6/99 3/23/1999 3-31-99 ........ Will utilize adjacent wells at  
 Bravo Pier to continue isopropylbenzene  
 monitoring. Wells at 1330 not previously  
 sampled will be sampled for isopropylbenzene  
 in mid April. .....................  
 ..5-28-99.........10-8-99  ------- Remaining site  
 1330 wells were sampled and found to contain  
 isopropylbenzene.  Installation of new wells  
 performed 8/99.   
 ............................................    ...............   
 ..,2-8-00---------- New wells sampled 9-27-99.  
 Isopropylbenzene in 5 wells. Benzene above  
 target in 3 wells. Working on Tech Memo to  
 fromally include Bravo Pier wells with site 1330. 
   Site may become IR site. 
 Annual Report 1/15/00 12/11/00...limited contamination, absence of  
 free product leads to recommendation of  
 enhanced MNA w/ ORC….    Anticipate next  
 report submittal mid Jan 01. 
 Qtrly Report 2/14/00 6/14/2000 1st Qrtly Rpt (ACOE) 
 Qtrly Report 8/18/00 12/19/2000 02-07-01.. .. ..2nd Qtrly Rpt (ACOE)....FDEP  
 suggests future data presentations document  
 levels of of isopropylbenzene over time to  
 better assess the decline or pervasiveness of  
 the contaminant. 
 TECMEM 8/21/00 12/19/2000 10-10-00.. Tech Memo documents inclusion of  
 Bravo Pier wells, BP-MW2 & BP-MW5,  at Site  
 1330. Anticipate more aggressive action for  
 isopropylbenzene.    ...8-3-01.... Last sampled  
 May 01. New well, MAY-1330-16,  installed  
 down-gradient (northeast) from the main site. 
 Qtrly Report 12/13/01 1/11/2002 7-5-02.......  New Investigation by TtNUS  
 planned. CAP under development....    ACOE   
 Draft Monitoring Report (dated March 2002)  
 received 7-5-02 does not address FDEP's 11  
 Jan 02 Letter/Comments regarding graphic  
 presentations (contamination levels vs time)  
 for wells with isopropylbenzene  
 contamination....10-7-02....Geophysical survey 
  done Aug 02 results indicate possible  
 abandoned pp. Only hits of isopropylbenzene.  
 BDL for others COC. Recommend Chem-Ox  
 vice ORC or fixed air sparge system.  Soils  
 are clean. 
 Qtrly Report 7/11/02 9/30/2002 3rd Qtrly Rpt (ACOE) 
 Annual Report 12/31/02 2/21/2003 .... ACOE 4th/Final Qtrly Rpt -  
 Isopropylbenzene levels still elevated….....  
 New Investigation by TtNUS propose 3 new  
 wells in source area for ORC  
 injection....2-28-03....Wells installed, sampling  
 week of 3 Marfor VOCs and gw chemistry,  
 vertical profile in center of source area ... will  
 Qtrly Report 3/21/03 4/7/2003 9-15-03......SAR in preparation. Est completion  
 2 Sept 03. CCI to further define and remove  
 source in FY 04.  Job to be awarded in Oct 03. 
 SARA 12/19/03 2/13/2004 3-2-04............Horizonatal extent of  
 isopropylbenzene is 400 ft by 240 ft.  Vertical  
 extent is not determined (TtNUS). Remediation  
 will include removal of abandoned fuel line &  
 overburdened contam soils....... FDEP  
 approves RAP preparation. 
 WP 2/19/04 6/3/2004 8-31-04........ UST Petroleum Work Plan  
 Addendum 02(TtNUS) approved… 
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TRANSHOP   Site  25 (NS Mayport- D. Lancaster) -- CCI Discovery Date:  7/19/1991 
  Date to Rev Date Amt DERA  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment 
 Annual Report 
 Qtrly Report 
 CAR 5/1/92 5/30/1992 GASOLINE 
 CAR ADD1 2/1/93 2/1/1993 
 RAP 9/1/93 5/19/1995 
 RA 10/1/95 11/1/1995 209000  Remedial system start-up 12-1-96. 
 Qtrly Report 3/18/97 6/18/1997 Constr. Compl Rpt for SVE/AS received by  
 FDEP 6/18/97. FDEP suggests moving to  
 semi-annual report if mon. data stabalizes after 
  next qrtly report. 
 Qtrly Report 8/11/97 9/11/1997 2nd Qtrly Report (dated 7/14/97) 
 Qtrly Report 9/25/97 9/30/1997 
 Qtrly Report 1/12/98 
 Annual Report 1/29/98 4/6/1998 5-12-98  ------- Randy Bishop----- MW MAY-25-9 
  has contam. concent above target clean-up  
 levels.  May continue until target lvl is  
 achieved vs monitoring for natural attenuation.  
                                                   ------------     
     ---------10-22-98------ Proposing an exit  
 strategy the SVE-AS system. System is  
 achieving desired target levels.  Final quarterly  
 sampling will occur in Nov. '98.  A Post  
 Operative Monitoring Plan is anticipated for  
 March '99. 
 Qtrly Report 1/19/99 3/25/1999 3-31-99................. Proposing to shut system  
 down.  Levels remain above SGCL's in one well 
  only.  Levels meet natural attenuation  
 parameters. 
 Annual Report 3/26/99 5/18/1999 5-28-99............... The report recommends  
 Monitroing Only for Natural Attenuation. FDEP  
 states that Navy should assure the process  
 outlined in chapter 62-770.690, FAC, including  
 professional certification is followed. 
 Qtrly Report 6/2/99 8/20/1999 
 Annual Repo  7/2/99 rt
 Qtrly Report 7/7/99 8/20/1999 10-8-99  --- Benzene levels ranges from 9 to  
 620 ug/l (MAY-25-9). Target is 100 ug/l for Mon. 
  Nat. Atten. Recommend repair of air sparge  
 Qtrly Report 12/17/99 12/30/1999 2-8-00 --- Considering returning Air Sparge  
 system to service.  Transferring to CCI. 
 Annual Report 3/22/00 
 TECMEM 4/14/00 6/14/2000 Work Plan addendun No. 3, O&M of the  
 Treatment Sys for Bldgs 25 and 265 
 Qtrly Report 5/19/00 9/28/2000 ...4-8-00... Petro contamination appears limited  
 to mw MAY-25-9 which showed the highest  
 levels of dissolved petro carbons at the site.  
 Results of last two quarters, show levels below  
 Nat. Atten. Default Source concentrations.   
 Recommend system shutdown and monitor  
 only................. 10-10-00...... System  
 shut-down approved.  Will submit Monitoring  
 Plan.... 02-07-01... seeking to MO. 
 Annual Report 6/26/01 6/27/2001 Bldg 25 Annual O&M Status Report, 1 Apr 01 -  
 31 Mar 02... O&M,  Apr 1, 2000 - Mar 31, 2001 
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 Qtrly Report 6/26/01 6/27/2001 8-2-01......June 26 GW mon analyticals results  
 show MAY-25-9 from 52 to 131 ppb  
 (ethylbezene), 19 to 49 ppb (xylenes);  
 MAY25-13 from 47 to 3 ppb(xylenes), from 2.2  
 to 107 ppb (lead), from 1,850 to 421,000 ppb  
 (TRPH) .... Resampled MAY-25-1 on  6/26/01.   
 Awaiting results.  Submitted Ann O&M Status  
 Rpt with sealed page 31 Jul 01. 
 Qtrly Report 8/1/01 ***Ann O&M Status Rpt, 1 Apr 00 - 31 Mar  
 01...Three wells showed contam conc above  
 GCT as specified in Chap 632-777, table V,  
 FAC during this period; MAY-25-9, MAY-25-13,  
 MAY-25-15.  rocommend continued operation of 
  AS/SVE Sys intil 0.01 ft of LNAPL is present.  
  Once removed, evaluate and recommend shut 
  down based on Chap 62-777.690 FAC. 
 Qtrly Report 3/21/02 
 Qtrly Report 4/21/02 5/10/2002 
 Annual Report 11/18/02 12/16/2002 1-6-03....  Bldg 25 Annual O&M Status Report,  
 1 Apr 01 - 31 Mar 02... Operational efficiency  
 of AS & SVE systems were 96.0 and 99.7 %  
 respect. GW conc still exceed FDEP GCTLs.   
 Mon to continue. 
 Qtrly Report 11/27/02 2nd Qtrly Rpt, O&M - 02 
 Qtrly Report 2/17/03 ***3rd Qtr 2002 Rpt AS/SVE O&M Sys -  
 AS/SVE Sys to remain shut down. Continue gw  
 monitoring for wells MAY-25-4, ..-9, ..-13, ..-15  
 for VOCs, PAHs, Metals, and TRPHs. 
 Qtrly Report 6/20/03 10/13/2003 ***4th Qtr 2002 Rpt - Naphthalene and benzene 
  slightly exceed GCTLs in well MAY-25-9. Will  
 petition FDEP for Site closure and evaluate  
 potential risk associated wtih exposure to ethe  
 contaminated media. 
 Annual Report 10/23/03 1/16/2004 *****Ann O&M Status Report.... Recommend  
 AS/SVE Sys remain shutdown. Sporadic  
 detections of petro hydrocarbons: benzene,  
 ethylbenzene and naphthalene slightly above  
 GCTLs in wells MAY-25-4 & MAY-25-9.  CCI will 
  evaluate potential risk assoc with exposure to  
 comntaminated media. Risk Eval will be  
 documented in a Tech Memo. ...will petition  
 FDEP for site closure. 
 Qtrly Report 11/3/03 1/16/2004 ***2nd Qtrly 2003 Rpt AS & SVE Sys - AS  
 /SVE was discontinued 12/4/01. Since  
 shutdown, only parameters above GCTLs wre  
 benzene, ethylbenzene, indeno (1,2,3-cd)  
 pyrene, naphthalene, and total lead.  
 Naphtahlene was the only parameter above  
 Qtrly Report 3/19/04 6/4/2004 8-31-04..4th Qrtly O&M Rpt - continue  
 monitoring on a semi-annual basis and  
 preparation of RBCA evaluation. 
 Qtrly Report 4/16/04 6/4/2004 8-31-04..... 3rd Qrtly O&M Rpt - continue  
 monitoring on a semi-annual basis. 
 Semi-An 9/29/04 ***Ann O&M Status Rpt, 1 Jan - 30 Jun…  
 Semi-Ann mon to continue, CCI will petition for  
 Site Closure based on Global Risk-Based  
 corrective Action. 

UST 1343 (B0229)   Site  (NS Mayport- D. Lancaster) -- ACOE Discovery Date:  4/1/1995 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment 
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 CAR 2/12/98 6/4/1998 5-12-98  --- JAN BOVIER ---EXPECTED  
 SUBMITTAL TO FDEP IS 11/15/97.                  
                                                               
 ----10-22-98--------------- 10,000 gal fuel oil tank  
 --- closed in place..........Additional assessment 
  required.  Anticipate field activity in Dec. '99.   
                                                               
 .........  3-31-99  ........... Anticipate SARA to  
 FDEP 4/29/99 
 SARA 7/15/99 7/20/1999 10-8-99 ---- Additional assessment  
 required.............................  ...  ...02-07-01.... 
  Contract presently underway for additional  
 SA.......................... 6-03-01....  
 Prec-construction conference  
 6-04-01.........12-8-01... SARA under Navy  
 SARA 2 3/4/02 3/27/2002 ****FDEP approved SARA..... IRA for Vacuum  
 extraction (by ACOE) to less than 0.01 ft thick  
 ...  Aniticipate future Monitoring for Nat.  
 Atten.......     ........10-7-02.... Vac truck  
 extraction to be performed by ACOE.....  
 2-28-03.. Underway........ 05-05-03.....  
 Monitoring Site for trend.  1st Report submitted  
 2-03-03...... Proposed well location document  
 received 5/19/03, approved 5/19/03. 
 Qtrly Report 10/8/03 2/18/2004 3-2-04....... FDEP concurs with continued  
 Monitoring & free product removal..... Additioanl 
  Assessment and informal GW monitoring by  
 ACOE at Site 1343.... Field work discussed at  
 Partnering implemented: 2 additional wells  
 installed.  Free product still (0.5 feet thick)  
 present in may-1343-MW-5. Need to consider  
 RAP or installation of free product recovery  
 pump. 
 Qtrly Report 6/8/04 7/13/2004 8-31-04..... Groundwater Investigation  
 Addendum to Qtrly Mon.. Provide summary of  
 gw investigation activities.  All eight mon wells  
 except MW-5 are clean. MW-5 contain free  
 prod. Installation of free prod recovery pump  
 recommended and approved... operate for one  
 year or for two consecutive quarters with no  
 prod  observed. 

UST 1363/1363-G (B0226)   Site  (NS Mayport - D. Lancaster)- CCI Discovery Date:  4/1/1995 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Actio :n  FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment 
 WP 3-2-04.........Work Plan Addendum # 01- UST  
 Work Plan generally not submitted to FDEP,  
 however, preliminary plans were presented and  
 bought into by Partnering Team. Field activity  
 to commence Mar 04. 
 CAR 10/2/97 10/6/1997 5-12-98  --- JAN BOVIER ---FUEL OIL &  
 DIESEL FUEL --  IMPLEMENTING FDEP's  
 COMMENTS.  TWO  ADDITIONAL WELLS &  
 SAMPLING.  FIELD ACTIVITY IS  
 ANTICIPATED LATE JUN 98.                          
                                                      ----  
 10-2-98------------ UST's in same location .......   
 Additional assessment performed in July '98.  
 Awaiting CAR Addendum.  Expected submittal  
 Dec. '98.                                   ......           
 ...... 7-30-99 .... Anticipate SARA to FDEP  
 9/30/99.. 

 Page  11 Enclosure: (1) 



 Base Site Management Plan 12/14/2004 
 SARA 9/14/99 12/30/1999 ..02-07-01 -- Presently under contract for RAP  
 Design......... ..................... .8-2-01.... RAP  
 design underway.0 
 RAP 10/30/01 1/31/2002 12-8-01..RAP recommends romoval of  
 contamaniated soil. Area not conducive to  
 successful remediation...  2-19-02........RAP  
 approved Jan 31, 2002...... ...7-5-02......  
 MAYPORT to request FY 03 funds to  
 implement RAP..... 2-28-03... In preliminary  
 contract stage to excavate 357 cy of soils 
 WP 12/31/03 2/13/2004 3-2-04............ Work Plan Add 01 - FDEP  
 approves soil excavation as described in RAP.  
  Request Certification page. 

UST 245 (B0225)   Site  (NS Mayport- D. Lancaster), #2 Fuel Oil/UST-- ACOE Discovery Date:  4/1/1995 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment 
 CAR 2/12/98 6/22/1998 5-12-98  --- DIANE LANCASTER ----2K gal  
 FUEL OIL UST  -- 
 SARA 9/16/99 12/30/1999 ...10-10-00.... Further study and RAP in FY  
 01..... 6-03-01.... Pre-construction conference  
 held 6-04-01 to resample and implement  
 discuss whether RAP is still necessary.   
 Previous analyticals show a tendency for Nat.  
 Att.............................. ......8-2-01....... Field  
 activity commenced 30 - 31 July. ...12-8-01....  
 Draft report Navy review changes to be  
 incorporated. 
 SARA 3 5/15/02 7/18/2002 7-5-02......SARA Final submitted. Free Prod  
 rmvl and MON recommended.....2-28-03....  
 ACOE installed 2" well & will begin extraction in  
 well with product....... Site being monitored for  
 trend.  ........7-3-03.............. From 10/6/02 to  
 2/24/03, product thickness in MW-8R ranged  
 from 0.0 to 0.2 ft.   Awaiting gw sample results  
 to determine placement of new wells.  Soils  
 around well with free product will be sampled  
 2nd week in July 03. Propose well location  
 document submittedand approved 5/19/03. 
 Qtrly Report 10/1/03 ****** Informal GW monitoring  to study trend  
 by ACOE at Site 245 .........    ....  .. ...........  
 3-2-04....Field work accomplished:   
 Confimatory sample taken: awaiting lab results  
  to finalize SAR Addendum. 
 Qtrly Report 6/8/04 7/13/2004 8-31-04.... Continue qrtly gw monitoring. 
UST 250   Site  (NS Mayport - PWC, Scott Dombrosky) Discovery Date:  3/1/1999 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment 
 SAR 8-31-04.... Received draft SAR ON 7/19/04.   
 Recommends soil excavation  to industrial and  
 quarterly mon.  Impacted soil adjacebt to sewer 
  shall be left in place.  area shall be included in  
 LUC Plan. 
 CA 3-2-04.... Contamination Assess Plan received  
 from TtNUS for additional assess of Sites 250  
 & 1241.  HASP also received. Soil contam, no  
 gw contam.  Site may only require limited soil  
 excavation. Awaiting Draft SAR. 

 Page  12 Enclosure: (1) 



 Base Site Management Plan 12/14/2004 
 CA 10-8-99  ------  A limited site assessment was  
 performed Mar. 15, 1999.  Contaminated soils  
 present. OVA readings from 10 ppm to greater  
 than 1000 ppm. Contaminants present in  
 gw......................................   ....    ....   
 ..8-3-01... SCAPS crew, from 8/29/99 thru  
 9/8/99, showed site contaminated down to the  
 gw table. Scott Dombrosky (PWC) will review  
 package left by Chau Tran regarding intent to  
 delay remedial action due to presence of  
 operational UST in the vicinity (within 75  
 feet)........ 12-8-01.....Site walk  by Jim and  
 Scott on 12-10-01.......................................... 
  7-5-02........  Contract to remove two ASTs is  
 soon to be awarded....2-28-03.... One  
 12,500-gal waste oil and Two 30K-gal AST's  
 removed.. . Started peiliminary contract stage  
 for SA. 
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 Completed Actions 
MAYPORT 
 (1587) BEQ   Site  (NS Mayport - Jan Bovier -B0232) ) -- CCI Discovery Date:  4/27/1995 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  10/22/2001 
 CAR 11/1/95 2/1/1996 
 SARA 7/15/98 10/22/1998 5-12-98 --- #2 Fuel Oil-- ABB performed SPLP  
 on 1/28/98, TRPH abv SCTL. Considering:  
 shoring to remove hot soils and  
 over-development of mw MPT-BQ-MW0 to  
 address benzene levels. 10-22-98 --- Evaluate  
 site for LUC versus remedial action. SPLP  
 showed potential to leach to gw. CAR  
 Addendum anticipated mid Nv. 98. Design RAP 
  for soils and implelemtent 2nd and 3rd qrtr FY  
 Annual Report 11/13/98 12/4/1998 
 RAP 2/12/99 5/6/1999 3-31-99 --- Reviewing NFA w/ restrictions while  
 RAP is under FDEP review. RAP will excavate  
 soils and monitor nat. atten. Soil, TRPH  
 (14,000) and beno(a) anthracene (5.1 mg/kg).  
 SCTLs are 350 and 1.4 mg/kg respect. GW  
 --Leachability concentrations of ethylbenzene,  
 total xylenes and TRPH form the vadose zone  
 are 30, 25 and 41,000 ug/l respect. GCTLs are  
 30, 20, and 5,000 ug/l respect. ---- 2-8-00 ---  
 Cont. soils excavated Dec 99. Levels abv  
 target remain on walls adjacent to bldg (30,800  
 mg/kg) and adjacent to pump station (6,640  
 mg/kg0 Will proceed to monitor and sample gw  
 late April or early May. 
 Qtrly Report 5/26/00 9/26/2000 10-10-00 --- SPLP sampling for leachability  
 done on 4/27/00. TRPH exceeded Direct  
 Exposure I (Res.) and leachability. However,  
 SPLP TRPH anal were below Table V GCTL.  
 Will cont gw mon. 
 TECMEM 12/4/00 2/21/2001 2-07-01 .. .. .. Source Rmvl Rpt,  Previously  
 hot walls believed to be clean..... 3-2-01....  
 Report is acceptable. 
 Qtrly Report 3/28/01 4/30/2001 ...6-03-01....Correspondence via email ONLY,  
 dated 4/30/01....... 2nd and 3rd Quarters 2000  
 Mon. Rpts are acceptable.  Looking for last  
 quarter report to recommend NFA as  
 previously discussed. 
 Qtrly Report 5/7/01 6/22/2001 8-3-01........4th Qtr Report submitted 5/7/01.  
 On 5/18/01 FDEP requested certification page,  
 revision of recommendation to include  
 reference to LUCIP MOA dated 31 August 98  
 and inclusion of a proposed LUCIP  into  
 Appednix C of MOA. .......... Sealed 4th Qtr Rpt 
  & and proposed LUCIP was submitted on 30  
 Jul 01.  Awaiting FDEP concurrence.....… 
 LUC 7/31/01 8/29/2001 LUCIP was submitted on 30 Jul 01.   
 ......12-8-01.....NFA with Conditions granted  

BALL FIELD   Discovery Date:  7/12/1993 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  6/26/1997 
 CAR 8/12/94 9/12/1994 NFA GRANTED 6/26/97. 

 Page  14 Enclosure: (1) 



 Base Site Management Plan 12/14/2004 
B ieEQ   Site  1586 (Mayport -J. Bov r) -- TtNUS(Mark Peterson) Discovery Date:  9/6/1991 
  Date to Rev Date Amt DERA  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  2/21/2000 
 PCAR 8/1/93 10/1/1993 DIESEL FUEL #2, PIPELINE LEAK 
 CAR 11/23/94 2/17/1995 
 CAR ADD1 4/10/97 6/9/1997 
 CAR ADD2 2/4/98 4/6/1998 90000 5-12-98 ------JAN BOVIER----Site has minimal  
 gw contam. that seems to be decreasing with  
 time.... GW: Benzene - 2.3 ug/l, Naphthalene -  
 24 ug/l: No presence of free product. May seek 
  natuaral attenuation under Chap.  62-770.690,  
 F.A.C. During last round of sampling, soil was  
 contam. based on OVA data. Navy will  
 consider Synthetic Precipitation Leaching  
 Procedure (SPLP) whether to perform IM or  
 NFA with restrictions.                                     
                                           10-22-98 --------  
 Evaluate site for LUC's. Due to elapse of time, 
  mw may need to be resampled. Expect to:  
 Resample soil in FY '99; Design RAP to  
 remediate soil in FY 2000; and Implement RAP  
 in FY 2001. 
 Annual Report 11/13/98 12/4/1998 
 SARA 3 2/22/99 5/14/1999 3-31-99 ..................... MOP is for natural  
 attenuation is proposed. Anticipated to acheive  
 NFA as a result of Natural Attenuation within 5  
 years.  Last sampled data indicated benzene  
 (2.3 ug/l) and naphthalene (24  
 ug/l)............................................................ 
 ....... 5-28-99  ---  FDEP has approved the  
 Qtrly Report 12/22/99 2-8-00 .. .. .. .. 1st quarterly report submitted. 
 Qtrly Report 2/10/00 4-8-00.........  Discussion with Jim (FDEP) and  
 Rick (TtNUS) about increased levels of PAH  
 compounds in mw MPT-BE-MW06S and  
 ...-MW04S. Naphthalene concentrations were  
 1100 ug/l in ...-MW06S and 28 ug/l in  
 ...-MW04S.  Also in ...-MW06S, Benzene,  
 Ethylbenzene Benzo(a) Anthracene,  
 Acenaphthene and Phenanthrene were 32, 110,  
 8, 460 and 1000 ug/l, respectively (all above  
 state levels). Steps to use a one time Vacuum  
 Truck Extraction is underway for late April. 
 Qtrly Report 5/18/00 9/28/2000 10-10-00.... 3rd Qrtly Rpt  Results: ...MW06S -  
 naphthalene-140, acenaphthene-34,  
 benzo(a)anthracene-0.5, ethylbenzene- 57 and  
 benzene - 7ug/l.   NEW RELEASE of 1400 gals  
 #2 fuel oil spill, 4-28-00, same tank pit. Temp  
 wells  installed to recover free prod. ( 0.75 ft  
 thk in mw MPT-BE-MW06S). .....4th Qtr/Ann  
 Draft Rpt  results: No hits in ...MW10S,  
 ...MW06S contained approx 3 ft free prod. Will  
 continue monitoring all wells. 
 Annual Report 11/9/00 2/21/2001 12/10/00...NFA for 1991 release; IRA additional 
  site assessment for Feb 2000 release.  
 ............ .........  02-7-01.... Jim will discuss  
 with FDEP counterpart about closing RAP  
 officially.  Will request closure of MOP Order  
 from the state.  New investigation will proceed  
 under new SMP entry.......... 4-2-01.... FDEP  
 concurs with recommendation that existing  
 monitoring efforts cease and that a new SA  
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BLDG 1376, LIFT STATION   Site  (PWC -- Chau Tran)   
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Actio :n  FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  6/16/2000 
 CA 5-12-98,  Will produce inf. next update.   
 -------------------------------------- 10-22-98 ---------   
 No inf. to report.   9-25-00...... NFA granted  
 6-16-00. 

B oldg 163 (B0241)   Site  (NS Mayp rt - Jan Bovier), Diese/AST Discovery Date:  1/12/2001 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  4/30/2003 
 CAR 3/21/03 7-5-02....... 500 Gal Diesel Fuel Marine  
 (AST)...Installed in 1959, removed Mar 2000...  
 Soils impacted.. no gw impact. Phase 1 of Site  
 Assessment field activities -- 31 July - 2 Aug.   
 Phase 2 field activities - week of 19 August....  
 10-7-02..... Fixed lab results indicates no soil or 
  gw contam.. ..2-28-03....SAR anticipated late  
 Mar 03 -  recommends NFA...... 5-5-03... NFA  
 on 30 Apr 03. 
 SAR 4/30/03 ****NFA APPROVED 
BLDG 3   Site  (NS Mayport --  Jan Bovier)   
  Date to Rev Date Amt DERA  
 Actio :n  FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  12/19/2000 
 CA 5-12-98 ..Awaiting update from Activity.            
                          -----10-22-98 ---------------    No 
  update to report. ................................. ..  
 3-31-99 ..............  Jan will review Data  
 Package and provide sampling information to  
 Jim Cason. .....  5-28-99 .... Data package  
 shows no comtamination..  ........10-10-00......   
 Awaiting FDEP review  of package..... NFA  
 GRANTED 19 DEC 00. 
 TECMEM 6/1/00 12/19/2000 02-07-01...…Data file, submitted by NS  
 Mayoprt, in response to FDEP Discharge  
 Reporting Form, dated 13 Apr 95,  was  
 reviewed by FDEP. FDEP concluded that  
 based on constuction of the pond and water  
 samples obtained, No Contamination  

B a iLDG 358-B (B0236)   Site  (NS M yport -- Jan Bov er), TtNUS(Mark Peterson) Discovery Date:  7/1/1999 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  2/27/2001 
 SAR 02-07-01... Recommend  NFA 
 CAR 12/11/00 2/27/2001 2-8-00 ............... Former location of 10,000  
 gals diesel UST and 500 gal gasoline AST, used 
  to start fires in burn pits. .....  
 .............10-10-00.... Field activity, mid May.   
 No levels above State target for gw or  
 soils..4-2-01.... NFA GRANTED 2-27-01. 

B or LDG 436 (B0235)   Site  NS Mayp - (Jan Bovier), #2 Fuel Oil/AST- TtNUS(Mark  Discovery Date:  7/1/1999 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Actio :n  FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  3/9/2001 
 CA 2-8-00 ..... During installation of 1000 gal #2  
 Fuel oil AST in 1995, a pipe disconnection  
 occurred. Some hot soils were removed.  
 .........10-10-00....... SA, mid May. No COC  
 hits above state target in soil or gw. Recom.  
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 SAR 2/14/01 3/9/2001  Arsenic exceeded SCTL value of 0.8 mg/kg in  
 two soil samples of 1.2 and 1.8 mg/kg.   
 Aresenic levels believed to be representative  
 of background values.  NFA  
 recommended............6-03-01....NFA approved 
  3-9-01. 

Bldg Fire Sta. (B0243)..AKA G365   Site  (NS Mayport - Jan Bovier) Discovery Date:  1/12/2001 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  4/30/2003 
 WP 
 SAR 3/5/03 7-5-02....... (Also called Site G365)  300 gal  
 Diesel fuel ASTremoved Mar 2000.... Phase 1  
 of SA  field activities-- 31 July - 2 Aug.  Phase  
 2 field activities-- week of 19 August.....  
 10-7-02....Well data invalid.... will resample.   
 Also, why is EDB present?...... 1-6-03....  
 Confirmation ... no EDB, no gw or soil  
 contamination.  SAR will propose NFA.  SAR  
 anticipated early Mar 03.… 
 SARA 3/26/03 4/30/2003 ..........05-05-03......... NFA approved 4-30-03. 
BLDG G-23   Site  (PWC -- Scott Dombrosky)   
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Actio :n  FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed   
 CA 5-12-98 ..  Need update.       
 ---------------------------- 10-22-98 --------- No update 
 TECMEM 12/31/03 12/31/2003 8-3--01......Update from  Scott Dombrosky  
 (904-542-4553, ext 8322).  Scott will research  
 documentation on additional Site Assessment  
 performed including new samples and chemical  
 analyses. He states an Addendum, dated 12  
 Jan 00, was submitted to FDEP.............  
 7-5-02.... Awaiting funds for soil screening  
 along stormwater conveyance.  SARA to be  
 prepared following soil screening.  Submittal  
 date presently unknown.....05-05-03.... Funds  
 now available to continue sampling site and  
 complete SARA..................  1-06-04........  
 NFA approval from FDEP. 

B ARAVO PIER   Site  (NS Mayport -- Randy Bishop) vGas -- TtNUS Discovery Date:  5/1/1992 
  Date to Rev Date Amt DERA  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Av la  Comment Project Completed  1/10/2000 
 SAR 3/4/99 3/25/1999 101,000 5-12-98 ------RANDY BISHOP -----JP-5 -  SA IS  
 PROPOSED IN '98.  EXPECTED CAR  
 SUBMITTAL IS 8/28/98.  ---------------  
 ---------10-22-98--------- SA was performed in  
 Sept. 98.  Awaiting lab results and SAR  
 preparation. Expected SAR submittal from  
 TtNus is 30 Nov. 98.  Early lab results  
 indicates little or no contamination.  Level of  
 benzene was 1.8 ppm in one monitoring well.   
 Expect SAR in Dec. 98.  Not funded for FY  
 '99. .............................................. 3-31-99  
 ............. Subject to be included in Pier  
 Management Program.  Hits of  
 isopropylbenzene will be further sampled with  
 Site  
 1330............................................................ 
 ..............................  ....5-28-99....  Wells with 
  isopropylbenzene will be transfered to Site  
 1330 for further monitoring.  Bravo site will be  
 closed out. 
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 SARA 7/6/99 1/10/2000 2-8-00... Conditional NFA approved.  Site will  
 be placed on Land Use Control list. Benzo(a)  
 pyrene is 0.779 near BP-MW4...... 8-23-01...  
 Modified LUCIP, dated 6July, submitted via  
 email to Partnering Team. 

Echo Pier   Site  (FISC JAX --Ralph Crist) -- ACOE Discovery Date:  4/17/1996 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  4/17/2002 
 Qtrly Report 
 Qtrly Report 12/10/01 Qtrly Rpt dated May 2001 
 CAR 3/28/97 4/2/1997 Diesel Fuel -- Vinyl Chloride  -- IR anticipates  
 SA in FY 99. 
 SARA 5/13/97 6/16/1997 5-12-98.. .. .. Randy Bishop (IR)--- Ralph Crist  
 (UST)-- FDEP approved MOP 6/16/97. ---  
 Requested funds 31 July 98..Received funds  
 Sept 98. ACOE will bail free prod if present and 
  mon well Nov. '98. 
 Qtrly Report 1/11/99 3/23/1999 5-28-99  ----- Free prod. present in well  
 MP-EP-02. Will sample for semivolatiles end  
 re-assess monitoring plan. Due to sample TAT,  
 Report anticipated mid June. New sampling  
 results reported 27 Aug. IR to perform  
 Confirmatory Assess  source of chlorinated  
 solvents as a part of AOC "C", Bldg 191/Echo  
 Pier (stated in C. Mitchel's letter, datd 19 May  
 Qtrly Report 8/2/99 12/29/1999 10-8-99--- Free prod. Still present in mw  
 MP-EP-02 (0.97ft in 2/15/99 & 0.02ft in  
 Annual Report 12/27/99 12/29/1999 2-8-00  ---- Will continue free prod. Rmvl and  
 method 602 on wwells MP-EP-02 and MP-EP-O3 
  for volatiles, ssmivolatiles and MTBE. 
 Qtrly Report 3/7/00 6/14/2000 4-8-00----- On 12/18/99 and 1/10/00, 0.16 and  
 0.14 ft of free prod. Were remvd respect.  
 TtNUS checked mw MP-EP-O2 for free prod  
 2/9/00. None present. Total of 26 gals removed 
 Qtrly Report 8/18/00 12/19/2000 10-10-00--- FDEP says if mw MP-EP-02 is  
 clean for two consecutive qtrs, consider  
 terminating monitoring. July report shows free  
 prodof 0.2 ft in  …EP-O2........ 02-07-01.....  
 Last sampling event occurred in late Jan 01.   
 Anticipate Report in mid to late Feb 01.   
 Qtrly Report 12/14/00 2/22/2001 02-07-01....  Qtrly Rpt  review of past five  
 sampling events indicates a range of water  
 level elevation in MP-EP-02 OF 3.12 to 5.62  
 feet (above MSL). A trend appears to exist  
 between disappearance of product in the well ,  
 and higher water levels..... 4-2-01... Benzene is  
 still a contaminant  and intermittant free prod.  
 in MW-02.  Should consider semiannual  
 monitoring in Ann Rpt..............  
 6-03-01.....Funding temporarily  
 halted…....................... 8-3-01..... No free  
 product in the past 10 months.  Last sampling  
 event was 5/11/01. Only contaminant found  
 above det limts was methylnaphthalene in well  
 MP-EP-02 at 2.0 ppb.  Next sampling event is  
 scheduled for Aug 2001. 
 Qtrly Report 4/5/01 8/24/2001 .....12-8-01....... Benzene is still low-level  
 contam in one well.  Free product has not been  
 observed in 8 months. 
 Qtrly Report 12/11/0  Qtrly Rpt dated Sept 2001 1
 CSR 5/3/02 5/15/2002 Site Rehabilitation Completion Report..... NFA  
 approved 5/15/02. 
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EXCHANGE   Site  265 (NS Mayport -D Lancaster) -CCI/Halil Discovery Date:  1/31/1992 
  Date to Rev Date Amt DERA  Project Completed  1/16/2004 
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  1/16/2004 
 CAR 5/1/92 5/1/1992 UNLEADED GASOLINE 
 CAR ADD1 12/1/92 12/1/1992 
 CAR ADD2 5/1/93 5/1/1993 
 RAP 7/1/93 7/1/1993 
 CAR ADD3 12/1/94 2/27/1995 Free product was discovered 9/1/95. 
 RAP ADD1 6/26/96 7/26/1996 
 RAP ADD2 9/24/96 10/9/1996 600000 5-12-98  R. BISHOP -----Implementing 1st yr  
 O&M.  O&M start date was  
 12/2/97.------------------------------------------------------- 
 ----- 10-22-98------- SVE-GWT system is in  
 place.  State target levels have not been  
 achieved by the system.  4th qtrly sampling is  
 scheduled for Nov. '98. Annual report is  
 anticipated in Dec. '98. 1st year LTO is  
 Qtrly Report 1/19/99 3/25/1999 Benzene/total VOAs appear to be rending  
 downward except for Mar sampling. 
 Annual Report 3/9/99 5/18/1999 3-31-99 .................. State target levels are not 
  achieved.  Will continue to operate  
 system.......................................................  
  5-28-99.................... FDEP examination of  
 Table IX, vs Table V referred to in the annual  
 report, in Chap. 62-770, FAC, indicated that  
 this site will qualify for Monitoring Only for  
 Natural Attenuation after another sampling  
 Qtrly Report 5/20/99 8/20/1999 
 Annual Repo  7/8/99 8/20/1999 7-30-99 -- O&M continuation in FY 2000. rt
 Qtrly Report 9/23/99 10/11/1999 SVE sys. Ws recovering gw.  Amended  
 schedule is recommended.  Well heads  
 adjusted to no greater than 1 to 2 in. Hg. 
 Qtrly Report 12/22/99 12/23/1999 2-8-00 --- Jim Cason wants a deeper well for  
 MAY-265-30. Will review and provide an  
 improved monitroing schedule for both  
 monitoring and recovery wells. Will provide  
 analytical values of gw with next quarterly  
 report. Transferring to CCI 
 Annual Repo  3/21/00 ...4-8-00... Rec. system shutdown. rt
 Qtrly Report 3/21/00 ....4-8-00.... Continual reduction of petro  
 hydrocarbons to levels below Nat. Atten.  
 Default Source concentrations as identifiedin  
 Table V of FAC 62-777. Recommend the  
 SVE/GWT Sys be shut down and monitoring  
 TECMEM 4/14/00 6/14/2000 work Plan addenum No.3, O&M of Treatment  
 Sys at Bldg 265 and 25. 
 TECMEM 10/16/00 10-12-00 .. ..Certified Recommendation for  
 Bypass of Catalytic Oxidizer.........  
 6-03-01....... Looking to re-evaluate the present 
  remedial technology.  ......... ....... 8-2-01....  
 June 27 GW mon event indicated wells  
 MAY265-11, 13, 14, and 30 remain below  
 GCTLs; RW-1 still above GCTLs for  
 ethylbenzene and xylenes; RW-2, 3 and 4 are  
 below GCTLs..... 12-10-01... Update from  
 Qtrly Report 3/27/02 7-5-02...... Qrtly Rpt submitted. 
 Annual Report 11/15/02 12/16/2002 Annual Mon Rpt.. continued SVE/GEX shutdown 
  and gw mon approved. 
 Qtrly Report 11/27/02 2nd Qrtly Rpt, SVE-GES 
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 Qtrly Report 1/31/03 **** 3rd Qtr 2002 Rpt - GW contam conc in  
 wells MAY-265-11, ...265-13, ...265-14 and  
 ...265-30 and in recovery wells RW-1, RW-2,  
 RW-3 and RW-4were below FDEP GCTLs......  
 Continue qtrly mon for MAY-265-11, ...265-13,  
 265-14 and GEX recevery wells RW-1, RW-2,  
 RW-3 and RW-4 until 2 consecutive qtrs show  
 no conc above GCTLs. 
 Qtrly Report 6/20/03 10/13/2003 8-31-04....4th Qrtr O&M Rpt, SVE & GEX...  
 intermittent low-level contam present.  
 Upgradient source requires additional  
 Qtrly Report 6/30/03 ***** 4th Qtr 2002 Rpt - Well MAY--265-11  
 contained PAH parameters (benzo(a)antracene,  
 benzo(a)pyrene, benzo(k)flouranthene,  
 indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene, ane  
 dibenz(a,h)anthracene) at concentrations  
 slightly above GCTLs. Well ...265-11 is  
 upgradient of plume. Recommend SVE & GEX  
 remain shut down and qtrly mon.  Will petition  
 for site closure and evaluate potential risk  
 associated with exposure to contaminanted  
 Qtrly Report 9/30/03 2nd 2002 Qtr Rpt for SVE/GEX Sys - GEX was  
 successful in removing BTEX from gw. SVE  
 Sys was effective in removing VOCs from  
 subsrface soils. No parameter was detected at  
 conc above the GCTLs during 2nd qtr 2003.  
 this is 2nd consecutive sampling event with no  
 detects above  GCTLs.  NFA Sttus per FAC  
 62-777.680(1) is recommened based on:  NO  
 product is present; Contam soil per FAC 62-777 
  Table II is not present; and No gw collected  
 from GEX contained  conc above GCTLs for 2  
 consecutive qtrs. 
 Qtrly Report 10/23/03 1/16/2004 *****4th 2002 Qtr O&M Status Report.... No  
 parameters at concentrations abv GCTLs  
 during first qtr 2003. Since the 2/27/02 shutdn  
 of SVE/GEX sys, only sporadic detections of  
 benzene, benzo(a)antracene, benzo(a)pyrene,  
 benzo(k)flouranthene, indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene,  
 and dibenzo(a,h)anthracene have been abv  
 GCTLs. If concentrations remein below GCTLs  
 during 2nd samp event, NFA will be  
 recommended based on two consecutive qtrs  
 of detected parameters GCTLs.........   
 3-2-04...... NAF APPROVED 1/16/04. 
 Qtrly Report 11/25/03 1/16/2004 8-31-04.... 2nd Qrt O&M Rpt: SVE/GEX .... NFA 
  APPROVED. 

GALLEY   Site  338 Discovery Date:  3/31/1994 
  Date to Rev Date Amt DERA  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  6/10/1996 
 CAR 9/1/92 9/1/1992 
 CAR ADD1 9/1/93 9/1/1993 
 CAR ADD2 2/1/96 2/1/1996 
 NFA 6/1/96 6/10/1996 NFA GRANTED. 
IN y sCINERATOR   Site  1601 (NS Ma port - Randy Bi hop) Discovery Date:  7/14/1992 
  Date to Rev Date Amt DERA  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  7/31/1999 
 Actions 25000 
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 Base Site Management Plan 12/14/2004 
 CAR 10/1/93 10/1/1993 12/11/00...Completion report recommends  
 continued for MNA soil addressed in annual  
 groundwater report 
 CAR ADD1 7/1/94 7/1/1994 
 CAR ADD2 12/1/94 3/2/1995 
 CAR ADD3 3/28/97 3/31/1997 25000 MOP APPROVED ... CAR ADD 3 (DATED  
 2/97), PWC TO PERFORM MOP. TANK WAS  
 REMOVED 6/9/97. 
 Qtrly Report 4/7/98 5-12-98    RANDY BISHOP------ Report  
 submittal was 4-7-98. 
 Qtrly Report 9/7/98 10-22-98  ---------  2nd qtrly monitoring  
 (resampling ... detection limits were too high)  
 shall commence in Nov. 98 or when '99 funds  
 are available.  COC levels are low.  May be  
 able to stop MOP after 4th quarterly sampling. 
 Annual Report 3/23/99 8/5/1999 NFA granted 8/5/99. 
 Annual Report 6/30/99 
SIMA   Site  1490 (NS Mayport -- Jan Bovier) -- ACOE Discovery Date:  4/23/1997 
  Date to Rev Date Amt DERA  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  1/10/2000 
 CAR 5/1/92 6/1/1992 Waste oil  ---------  Jan Bovier 
 CAR ADD1 9/1/93 12/17/1993 
 CAR ADD2 8/1/94 10/25/1994 50000 CAR WILL BE RE-SUBMITTED UPON  
 REMOVAL OF TANK. 50K IS AVAIL FOR '98. 
 CAR ADD3 6/15/98 5-12-98  -------- RANDY BISHOP -----TANK  
 WAS REMOVED 6/9/97.  CONTAM. SOIL WILL 
  BE ADDRESSED.  RESAMPLING WILL BE  
 DONE.  CAR ADD3 ANTICIPATED 6/15/98.  
 AIMING FOR NFA.                                        
                                               
 ------10-22-98--------  Detection limits used for  
 sampling are to high.   Additional sampling  
 required.  Awaiting FDEP's review comments. 

 SARA 7/16/99 10-8-99 ---- Seeking MOP.. but, need lower det.  
 limits. 
 SARA 10/1/99 1/10/2000 2-8-00 --- Resampled 10-1-99. NFA approved. 
TANK   Site  191   
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  6/1/1995 
 NFA 8/1/94 6/16/1995 NFA GRANTED. 
TAXIWAY SPILL   Site  (NS Mayport -- Jan Bovier)   
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  12/19/2000 
 CAR 6/1/00 12/19/2000 Preliminary site investigation performed in  
 past. Anticipate no contamination.  Subject to  
 Activity funding.                       -------    
 10-22-98-----  Not presently funded. .......   
 ........................................ 3-31-99.... Jan will 
  submit data package to Jim.... NFA  
 GRANTED 19 DEC 00. 

U oST 1326 (B0233)   Site  NS Mayp rt -- Jan Bovier) --Bhate Discovery Date:  4/1/1995 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  4/30/2000 
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 CAR 2/6/98 6/5/1998 5-12-98   -----JAN BOVIER -----FUEL OIL, AST,  
 New tank in same location -- AWAITNG FDEP's 
  RESPONSE.                                                
                               10-22-98-------  Additional  
 assessment required.  Anticipated Dec. '98. 
 SARA 9/8/99 10/15/1999 2-8-00 -- Analytical results from additional soil  
 sample (ACOE) indicates no contamination.   
 Will discuss with FDEP and submit SAR ADD  
 requesting  
 NFA................................................   
 ........4-8-00... Hot spot resampled by the COE. 
 SARA 2 4/28/00 5/20/2000 10-10-00….. NFA granted 5-20-00. 
U r)--ST 1388 (B0227)   Site  (NS Mayport  -  Jan Bovie ACOE Discovery Date:  4/1/1997 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  8/15/2004 
 CAR 2/12/98 6/4/1998 5-12-98 ---- JAN BOVIER -----FUEL OIL --  
 AWAITING FDEP's RESPONSE.                     
                                                  ------  
 10-22-98--------- AST ------ Additional  
 assessment required.  Anticipate field activity  
 Dec. '98. 
 SARA 9/15/99 10/11/1999 10-8-99 ---  Awaiting FDEP review. MOP  
 recommended. 
 MOP 12/14/99 1/10/2000 MOP for Natural attenuation approved.  NS  
 Mayport may handle  
 in-house...................6-03-01...............Pre-con 
 struction conference held  
 6-4-01................................ 8-2-01...... Field  
 activity commenced 30-31 Jul, first sampling  
 Qtrly Report 11/28/01 Fisrt Qrtly Report submitted to FDEP....… 
 Qtrly Report 12/20/0  2nd Qtrly Report submitted to FDEP 1
 Qtrly Report 5/1/02 3rd Qtrly Report submitted to FDEP.....  
 10-7-02...... Site gw mon reduced from qtrly to  
 semi-annually - ACOE to implement.......  
 1-6-02......  1st Semi-Annual Mon Rpt submitted 
  be ACOE - Mon well MAY 1388-MW-2 was only 
  well with FL PRO exceedence of 5.5mg/l.   
 GCTL is 5 mg/l.  All other wells sampled are are 
  below state levels in all sampled constituents. 
 Qtrly Report 6/26/02 8/13/2002 4th Qtrly Report... Approval to reduce gw  
 monitoring from quarterly to semi-annually.....  
 ACOE implementing monitoring 
 Qtrly Report 1/10/03 3/31/2003 05-05-03......1st Semi-Annual  
 Report....Continue MNA. 
 Qtrly Report 8/11/03 10/17/2003 MNA approved via Site Rehab Order. 
UST 1552   Site  (NS Mayport  -- Jan Bovier) -- Bhate Discovery Date:  4/1/1995 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  10/1/1999 
 CAR 2/4/98 4/6/1998  5-12-98  --- JAN BOVIER----- DIESEL FUEL --  
  AWAITING FDEP's REVIEW.                         
                                                     ---    
 10-22-98-----------  UST in same location ----  
 Additional assesment required.  Expected CAR  
 Addendum in Feb. '99. 
 SARA 9/15/99 10/1/1999 10-8-99 --- Awaiting FDEP review. MOP  
 recommended. ..... .... ... 2-8-00 ---- NFA  
 approved 10-1-99. 
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UST 1556-B   Site  (NS Mayport - Jan Bovier)-- Bhate Discovery Date:  4/1/1997 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  10/1/1999 
 CAR 2/4/98 6/15/1998 5-12-98  --- JAN BOVIER ----WASTE OIL  --   
 AWAITING FDEP's REVIEW.                          
                                                      ----   
 10-22-98 --------  UST in same location ------  
 Additioanl assessment required.  Anticipate  
 CAR Addendum in Feb. '99. 
 SARA 9/14/99 10/1/1999 10-8-99 ----- Awaiting FDEP review. MOP  
 recommended. ......   ... ...2-8-00 ----- NFA  
 approved 10-1-99. 

UST 1864   Site  (NS Mayport - Jan Bovier)-- Bhate Discovery Date:  4/1/1995 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  10/1/1999 
 CAR 2/4/98 3/17/1998 5-12-98 ---JAN BOVIER ----WASTE OIL --   
 AWAITING FDEP's REVIEW.                          
                                                   -----   
 10-22-98 --------  UST .. same location -----  
 additional assessment required.  Anticipate  
 CAR Addendum in Feb. '99. 
 SARA 9/14/99 10/1/1999 10-8-99  --- Awaiting FDEP review. MOP  
 recommended.............  ... ..2-8-00 ---- NFA  
 approved 10-1-99. 

UST 285   Site  (PWC - Scott Dombrosky) Discovery Date:  5/1/1997 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Actio :n  FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  2/2/2002 
 TC 5/1/97 7/15/1999 FDEP's comments ........ Perform a Site  
 Assessment and submit a SAR 
 SAR 2/10/00 3/8/2000 Additional investigation requested. 
 SARA 7/26/00 3/9/2001 Additional information requested was not  
 provided in SARA.  Site may be candidate for  
 NFA if the necessary samples are taken and  
 substantial info is provided...... 4-2-01.......  
 FDEP will accept installation of a down-gradient 
  2-inch direct push well as a permanent mon  
 well.  GW TRPH values were 7100ug/l well.  
 GWCTL is 5000ug/l.  Sample both wells for  
 volatile and semi-vol  
 constituents.......................................  
 12-8-01....... Scott Dombrosky will research  
 package and determine steps to take towards  
 dertermining gw gradient,  extent of  
 contamination, and respond to Jim Cason's  
 comments. 
 SARA 2 2/4/02 2/12/2002 6-7-02...... NFA GRANTED 2/2/02. 
U nST 350   Site  (NS Mayport --  Ja  Bovier) -- Bhate Discovery Date:  4/1/1998 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  7/16/1999 
 CAR 2/4/98 6/4/1998 5-12-98  ---- JAN BOVIER ----FUEL OIL --   
 AWAITING FDEP's REVIEW.                          
                                                 ----        
 10-22-98 ------------ UST.. same location  
 ----Additionall assessment required.  Anticipate  
 CAR Addendum in Feb. '99. 
 SARA 7/15/99 7/16/1999 NFA approved. 
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 Base Site Management Plan 12/14/2004 
U eST 353   Site  (NS Mayport  --  Jan Bovier) -- Bhat  Discovery Date:  4/1/1995 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  7/23/1999 
 CAR 2/4/98 6/4/1998 5-12-98  ---JAN BOVIER ----FUEL OIL  --   
 AWAITING FDEP's REVIEW.                          
                                                       ---    
 10-22-98 ------------- UST .. different location ----  
 Additional assessment required.  Anticipate  
 CAR Addendum in Mar. '99. 
 SARA 7/15/99 7/23/1999 7-30-99 ---  NFA GRANTED. 
U -ST 365 (B0230)   Site  (NS Mayport - Jan Bovier) -  TtNUS Discovery Date:  4/1/1995 
  Date to Rev Date Amt Activity  
 Action: FDEP by FDEP Funds Aval Comment Project Completed  4/14/2003 
 CAR 2/4/98 6/15/1998 5-12-98  ---- JAN BOVIER ------FUEL OIL  --   
 AWAITING FDEP's REVIEW.                          
                                                     -----   
 10-22-98  --------  UST .. different location  ---   
 additional assessment required.  Anticipate  
 CAR Addendum in Mar. '99. 
 SARA 9/15/99 9/29/1999 12-8-01... ..Interim Action of hot soil removal to 
  soon take place.… 
 RA 2/21/02 4/11/2002 7-5-02..... Soil Excavation Plan approved by  
 FDEP 11 Jan 02.  Soils excavated 4 Jun.  
 Excavation clean closed 7 Jun.  Anticipate  
 SARA to FDEP the week of 19 July. 
 TECMEM 12/10/02 12/18/2002 1-6-02..... 365 Source Removal Rpt submitted  
 to FDEP.... GW will be resampled and analyzed 
  and  SARA submitted.  Anticiapated mid Feb  
 TECMEM 2/25/03 2-28-03.......  NFA letter submitted to Jim.   
 Awaiting concurrence 
 SARA 2/27/03 4/14/2003 05-05-03.... NFA approved 4-14-03. 
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SITE-SPECIFIC EXIT STRATEGIES
NS Mayport

Updated November 22, 2004
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SITE 
SWMU 

UST 
AOC 
PSC 
UXO

Site Name

In Progress 
(Status - 
Phase/ 

Document)

NFA     
Date

ROD/SB Date 
(a=actual) 

RIP/ I-RACR/ 
OPS  Date 
(a=actual)

Projected 
NFA Date Exit Strategy (include remedy & media) 

O U G SITE 
SWMU 

3 SWMU 
1 Landfill A D CMS 10/29/2003(Draft) 12/20/00 2035 MNA for groundwater 

Land use controls (LUC) on soil & groundwater                             

1 SWMU 
2 Landfill B D CMS 10/17/2004 (Draft) 11/16/07 2035 Soil LUC, GW MNA (model-LUC 30 yrs) SB approval expected 11/05

1 SWMU 
3 Landfill D D CMS 10/17/2004 (Draft) 12/20/00 2035 Soil LUC, GW MNA (model-LUC 30 yrs) SB approval expected 11/05

1 SWMU 
4 Landfill E D CMS 10/17/2004 (Draft) 12/20/00 2035 Soil LUC, GW MNA (model-LUC 30 yrs) SB approval expected 11/05

1 SWMU 
5 Landfill E D CMS 10/17/2004 (Draft) 7/1/05 2035 Soil LUC, GW MNA (model-LUC 30 yrs) SB approval expected 11/05

2 SWMU 
6 Waste oil Pit CMS 11/20/2004 (Draft) 1/15/02 10/01/42 Soil LUC, GW MNA  (model-LUC 30 yrs) 

2 SWMU 
7

Oily Waste Treatment Plant(OWTP)Sludge 
beds CMS 11/20/2004 (Draft) 9/26/12 11/30/40 Soil LUC, GW MNA (model-LUC 30 yrs)

2 SWMU 
8 OWTP Percolation Pond RFI 2/15/2006 (Draft) 4/15/05 11/29/38 Soil LUC, GW MNA (model-LUC 30 yrs)

2 SWMU 
9 OWTP RFI 2/15/2006 (Draft) 4/15/02 11/29/39 Soil LUC, GW MNA (model-LUC 30 yrs)

2 SWMU 
10 Haz waste storage area RFI 2/15/2006 (Draft) 4/15/02 11/29/39 Soil LUC, GW MNA (model-LUC 30 yrs)

2 SWMU 
11 Fuel Spill Area RFi 2/15/2006 (Draft) 4/15/02 11/29/39 Soil LUC, GW MNA (model-LUC 30 yrs)

2 SWMU 
12 Neutralization  Basin F SB 9/30/2004 (DF) 9/8/05 12/12/35 Soil LUC GW-NFA (30 yr LUC) Final SB approval 9/04

1 SWMU 
13 Old FFTA CMS 4/15/2005 (Draft) 5/1/02 11/28/04 NFA

3 SWMU 
14 Mercury & Oily waste spill area LUC 06/20/02 3/31/03 8/139/2033 soil LUC, concrete cap to be maintained, GW-MNA model-30 yrs

2 SWMU 
15 Old pesticide handling area CMI 09/04/02 2/28/05 02/28/35 Soil  LUC (asphalt cap to be maintained) & GW LUC (water usage 

prohibited)

2 SWMU 
16 Old Transformer Storage Area SB 05/19/04 5/1/02 09/30/04 NFA

3 SWMU 
17 Carbonaceous Fuel Boiler F SB 5/20/2004a (F) 6/15/06 07/29/22 soil LUC GW NFA

3 SWMU 
18 Fleet Training Center D CMS 10/15/2004 (DF) 10/15/14 10/15/35 soil LUC, GW NFA

2 SWMU 
19 NADEP Blasting Area RFI 4/15/2005 (Draft) 4/15/14 4/15/36 soil LUC

3 SWMU 
20 Hobby Shop Drain D CMS 10/15/2004 (DF) 10/15/14 10/15/35 Soil LUC, GW NFA

3 SWMU 
21 Hobby Shop Scrap Storage D CMS 10/15/2004 (DF) 10/15/14 10/15/35 Soil Luc, GW NFA

1 SWMU 
22 Bldg 1600 Blasting Area D CMS 10/17/2004 (Draft) 9/2/05 04/30/35 Soil LUC, GW MNA (LUC 30 yrs) SB approval expected 11/05

3 SWMU 
23 JSI (ship yard) D CMS 10/29/2003(Draft) a 4/15/02 10/30/24 excavation completed, Soil LUC

3 SWMU 
24 NF (Ship yard) D CMS 10/29/2003(Draft) a 12/20/00 01/28/35 excavation completed, Soil LUC, GW MNA

3 SWMU 
25 AMI (Ship Yard) D CMS 10/29/2003(Draft)a 12/20/00 07/28/25 cap, soil LUC, GW MNA

1 SWMu 
26 Landfill C RFI 4/15/2005 (Draft) 4/15/14 04/15/36 soil LUC

SWMU 
27 Former Haz Wasre storage AREA NFA May-93 NFA NFA in1993 permit

2 SWMU 
28 DRMO Yard RFI 4/15/2005 (Draft) 4/15/14 04/15/36 soil LUC

3 SWMU 
29 Oily Waste Pipeline Break NFA May-93 NFA NFA

SWMU 
30 NEX Batter Corral NFA May-93 NFA NFA

SWMU 
31 FTC OBA Accumulation Area NFA May-93 NFA NFA

SWMU 
32 FTC Mercuric Waste Accumualtion Area NFA May-93 NFA NFA

SWMU 
33 SIMA Accumulation Area NFA May-93 NFA NFA

SWMU 
34 Hobby Shop Accumulation Area NFA May-93 NFA NFA

SWMU 
35 NADEP Accumul;ation Area NFA May-93 NFA NFA

SWMU 
36 Carrier Pier Accumulation Area NFA May-93 NFA NFA

SWMU 
37 Carier Pier Accumulation Area NFA May-93 NFA NFA

SWMU 
38 Carrier Pier Accumulation Area NFA May-93 NFA NFA

SWMU 
39 PWD Paint Shop Accumulation Area NFA May-93 NFA NFA

Projected Site Progress

Your Name
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SITE-SPECIFIC EXIT STRATEGIES
NS Mayport

Updated November 22, 2004

O
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SITE 
SWMU 

UST 
AOC 
PSC 
UXO

Site Name

In Progress 
(Status - 
Phase/ 

Document)

NFA     
Date

ROD/SB Date 
(a=actual) 

RIP/ I-RACR/ 
OPS  Date 
(a=actual)

Projected 
NFA Date Exit Strategy (include remedy & media) 

Projected Site Progress

SWMU 
40 B1343 Accumulation Area NFA May-93 NFA NFA

SWMU 
41 B 1600 Accumulation Area NFA May-93 NFA NFA

SWMU 
42 AIMD B 1533 Accumulation Area NFA May-93 NFA NFA

SWMU 
43 Waste water Treatment Facility Clarifiers NFA May-93 NFA NFA

3 SWMU 
44 Waste water Treatment Facility Clarifiers RFI 11/17/04 11/17/14 11/17/35 soil LUC

SWMU 
45 Waste water Treatment sludge beds RFI 11/17/04 11/17/14 11/17/35 soil LUC

3 SWMU 
46 SIMA engine  drain sump NFA May-93 NFA NFA

4 SWMU 
47 Oily WasteCollection System D RFI 12/17/2004 (Draft) 5/2/07 08/29/37 soil LUC, GW MNA 30 yrs (model)

2 SWMU 
48 Former Chem lab NFA May-93 NFA NFA

1 SWMU 
49 Flight line retention pond NFA May-93 NFA NFA

1 SWMU 
50 Dredge Disposal Area RFI 12/14/2006 (Draft) 12/14/14 12/14/38 operational seek to remove as a SWMU- no other dredge material 

areas are SWMUs

2 SWMU 
51 Waste Oil Tanks NFA May-93 NFA NFA

3 SWMU 
52 PWD Service Station Storage Area D CMS 10/15/2004 (DF) 10/15/14 Soil Luc, GW NFA

4 SWMU 
53 Sewer System D RFI 12/17/2004 (Draft) 4/25/10 08/31/38 Soil LUC, GW MNA 30 yrs (model)

SWMU 
54 Oil/ Water separators NFA May-93 NFA NFA

4 SWMU 
55 Storm Sewer System D RFI 12/17/2004 (Draft) 4/15/10 12/30/37

1 SWMU 
56 Bldg 1552 Accumulation Area NFA?? 4/14/2005 (Draft) 4/15/14 Soil LUC, GW ?

AOC C 
SWMU B191/Echo Pier D RFI 10/01/2004 (Draft) 1/1/11 12/30/37 Sediment removal IM in ditch

AOC D Airfield AOC CMS Soil LUC

UST 01 Bldg 265 1/6/2004

UST 03 Bldg 25 LTO 11/30/06 MNA for gw until NFA

UST 05 Alpha/Delta Pier LTO 12/30/06 Skimmer Pump installation for spoaradic product removal, Land use 
controls on gw and soil, Monitor Site

UST 06 Bldg 1586 - BEQ NFA 12/10/00

UST 07 Bldg 283 -  PWTP RAP 01/30/07 MNA for groundwater until NFA
Hot spot soil removal

UST 12 Site 1330 - Bldg 46 RAP 5/30//08 Insitu groundwater treatment
Hot spot soil removal

All soil LUCs are  until base land use is changed
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1.0 Executive Summary
BAT Associates, Inc. contracted Cape Environmental Management Inc (CAPE), to perform an
asbestos-containing material (ACM) survey for the Southern Division, Naval Facilities
Engineering Command (SouthDiv NAVFACENGCOM) at Ribault Bay Housing Phase II
located in the Mayport Naval Station, Florida. The field investigation was conducted by CAPE
staff industrial hygienists Mr. Mike Spradling (EPA/AHERA Building Inspector #5875), Mr.
Kevin Bailey (EPA/AHERA Building Inspector #5984), and Mr. David Bratley (EPA/AHERA
Building Inspector #2519) between the dates of August 23, 1999 and October 1, 1999.

The purpose of this ACM survey is to provide a detailed inventory of suspect ACM, an
assessment of the condition of each identified ACM, the quantities of the identified ACM, and
an assessment of the friability of each identified ACM.

The Ribault Bay Housing Phase II at Mayport Naval Station consists of two, three, four, and
five bedroom housing units.  The scope of work required that ACM surveys be conducted on
200 of the housing units targeted for Phase II renovation.  CAPE performed building material
surveys of these units to determine the materials (interior and exterior) that were suspected of
containing asbestos.

For the purposes of this survey, typical housing units were separated into the following four
groups: two bedroom units, three bedroom units, four bedroom units, and five bedroom units.
Based on the sampling criteria outlined in 40 CFR Part 763, Asbestos Hazard Emergency
Response Act (AHERA), and modified by the scope of work, one typical housing unit of each
group was sampled in detail.  Additional suspect- ACMs were sampled in the remaining housing
units as they were discovered during the survey of each individual unit.

The following ACMs were identified:

2 Bedroom Units

Friable ACM:

Ø Light fixture insulation

The friable light fixture insulation was significantly damaged.

Non-Friable ACM:

Ø Resilient sheet flooring, white with orange and brown pattern

Ø Resilient sheet flooring, cream, white, and gray mosaic pattern

Ø Resilient sheet flooring, brown brick pattern

Ø Resilient sheet flooring, cream with gold and mustard designs
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Ø Sink mastic, black

Ø 12” x 12” floor tile cream with tan streaks, and mastic

All non-friable materials were observed to be in good condition on the days of the field
investigation.

3 Bedroom Units

Friable ACM:

Ø Light fixture insulation

The friable light fixture insulation was significantly damaged.

Non-Friable ACM:

Ø Resilient sheet flooring, white with orange and brown pattern

Ø Resilient sheet flooring, cream, white, and gray mosaic pattern

Ø Resilient sheet flooring, brown brick pattern

Ø Resilient sheet flooring, cream with gold and mustard designs

Ø Sink mastic, black

Ø 12” x 12” floor tile cream with tan streaks, and mastic

All non-friable materials were observed to be in good condition on the days of the field
investigation

.

4 Bedroom Units

Friable ACM:

Ø Light fixture insulation

The friable light fixture insulation was significantly damaged.

Non-Friable ACM:

Ø Resilient sheet flooring, white with orange and brown pattern

Ø Sink mastic, black
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Ø 12” x 12” floor tile cream with tan streaks, and mastic

Ø Mastic associated with 12” x 12” floor tile white with brown smudges

Ø Mastic associated with white resilient sheet flooring,

All non-friable materials were observed to be in good condition on the days of the field
investigation.

5 Bedroom Units

Friable ACM:

Ø Light fixture insulation

The friable light fixture insulation was significantly damaged.

Non-Friable ACM:

Ø Resilient sheet flooring, white with orange and brown pattern

Ø Sink mastic, black

Ø 12” x 12” floor tile cream with tan streaks, and mastic

All non-friable materials were observed to be in good condition on the days of the field
investigation.

The following floor tiles were identified as patches in various locations of two bedroom, three
bedroom, four bedroom, and five bedroom units.  These tiles were reported to be non-asbestos
containing by PLM analysis, however, the mastic associated with these tiles is asbestos-
containing.

Ø 12” x 12” gray with white and dark gray smudges floor tile

Ø 12” x 12” gray with brown and yellow streaks floor tile

Ø 12” x 12” beige with brown and gray spots floor tile

Ø 12” x 12” tan with white and brown streaks floor tile

Ø 12” x 12” white with brown and gray streaks floor tile

Ø 12” x 12” beige with brown and white streaks floor tile
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The following units were included in the scope of work for this project.

2 Bedroom Units 3 Bedroom Units
1004A 1039C 1071A 1000A 1059B 1068C
1004B 1039D 1071B* 1000B 1059C 1068D
1004C 1039E 1071C 1000C 1059D 1068E
1004D* 1039F 1071D* 1000D 1060A 1068F
1016A* 1047A 1071E 1000E 1060B* 1070A
1016B 1047B* 1071F* 1000F 1060C 1070B
1016E* 1047C 1071G 1013A 1060D 1070C
1016F* 1047D* 1071H 1013B 1066A 1070D
1020A 1047E 1073A 1013C 1066B 1070E
1020B 1047F 1073B* 1013D 1066C 1070F*
1020C 1062A 1073C 1037A 1066D 1072A
1020D 1062B 1073D 1037B 1067A 1072B
1020E 1062C 1073E 1037C 1067B* 1072C
1020F 1062D 1073F 1037D 1067C* 1072D
1039A* 1062E 1037E 1067D 1072E
1039B* 1062F 1037F 1068A 1072F

1059A* 1068B

4 Bedroom Units
1011A 1038C 1053B
1011B 1038D 1053C 5 Bedroom Units
1011C 1040A 1053D 1001B
1011D 1040B* 1053E* 1001C
1011E 1040C 1057A 1002F
1011F 1040D 1057B 1028A
1027A 1040E 1057C 1029A
1027B 1040F 1057D 1032A*
1027C 1044B 1058B 1036A
1027D 1044C 1058C 1044A
1027E 1044D 1058D 1046A*
1027F 1044E 1058E 1046B
1028B 1045A 1061A 1046C
1028C 1045B 1061B 1050A
1028D 1045C 1061C 1053A
1028E 1045D 1061D 1057E
1029B 1045E 1063A 1057F
1029C 1045F 1063B 1058A
1029D 1049A 1063C 1064E
1029E 1049B 1063D 1064F
1029F 1049C 1065B* 1065A
1031A 1049D 1065C 1069A*
1031B 1049E 1069B
1031C 1049F 1069C
1031D 1050B 1069D
1031E* 1050C 1069E
1031F 1050D 1069F*
1038A 1050E
1038B 1050F

Notes: Unit numbers that are  bold indicate the units that could not be accessed.
* Bulk samples were collected from these units.
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2.0 Asbestos Survey Methodology

2.1 Field Investigation

The scope of work established for this project consisted of the following:

1. Conducting a visual survey of interior and exterior areas of each building to identify
accessible, suspect-ACM and determine:

Ø Material type

Ø Location

Ø Quantity

Ø Friability

Ø Physical condition

2. Developing a suspect-ACM bulk sampling strategy based on the sampling collection criteria
outlined in the AHERA regulation and the scope of work.  The scope of work required one
typical unit in each group of buildings to be sampled in detail.

3. Providing an asbestos inventory and survey report.

The field investigation required identification and classification of suspect-ACM as (1)  thermal
system insulation, (2) surfacing materials, or (3) miscellaneous materials.  Once these
materials were identified, homogeneous sampling areas (areas that are uniform in color, texture,
construction/application date, and general appearance) were delineated.  Homogeneous areas
(HAs) were then assigned unique HA numbers and the appropriate number of bulk samples
were collected from each HA.  (Note:  HA number assignments for this project are not intended
to be representative of the sequence in which the HAs were identified within the units or the
order in which HAs were sampled).

The sampling criteria for this project required detailed sampling of the suspect- ACMs in one
housing unit from each group of similar dwellings.  These units were:

2 bedroom unit 1016A

3 bedroom unit 1059A

4 bedroom unit 1031E

5 bedroom unit 1032A

Based on written documentation and visual evidence, all units included in the scope of work at
Ribault Bay Housing were determined to be of typical design and common construction history.
The housing complex contains four different types of design: two bedroom, three bedroom, four
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bedroom, and five bedroom units.  Therefore, in accordance with the scope of work, one
individual housing unit representative of the whole group was sampled.  In addition, CAPE
conducted a walk through of all accessible units to identify HAs that were present throughout
the group type.  Similar HAs that were identified in the units were considered to have the same
asbestos content of the HAs identified in the housing unit that was sampled.  All non-similar
suspect- ACMs identified during the walk through were sampled as they were discovered in
each remaining unit (please see page 4 for a complete list of housing units sampled).

CAPE personnel collected samples as required by AHERA regulations.  These regulations
stipulate, at a minimum, that three bulk samples be collected from materials identified as
thermal system insulation (e.g., pipe and pipe fitting insulation, boiler insulation, duct
insulation, etc.).  For materials identified as miscellaneous material (e.g., cement board, ceiling
tile, gypsum wallboard, etc.) AHERA requires that these materials be sampled “in a manner
sufficient to determine whether a material is ACM or not ACM.”  CAPE personnel collected a
minimum of two bulk samples from each friable miscellaneous material.  Finally, for materials
identified as surfacing materials (e.g., fire proofing, plaster, spray applied acoustical ceiling
material, etc.) AHERA requires three bulk samples be collected if the total quantity of the
material is less than 1,000 square feet, five bulk samples be collected if the total quantity of the
material is between 1,000 square feet but less than or equal to 5,000 square feet, and seven
bulk samples be collected if the total material quantity is greater than 5,000 square feet.  In
situations when suspect materials cannot be sampled (because sampling would damage the
integrity or functionality of the material), they are assumed to contain asbestos.

The suspect-ACM bulk sample identification numbering scheme for this survey was based on
the following pattern:

MRBH-1016A-1-01

MRBH = Project identifier (e.g., Mayport – Ribault Bay Housing)

1016A = Unit number

1 = Suspect-ACM homogeneous area number

01 = Sequential sample ID number

CAPE’s field personnel included Industrial Hygienists accredited as Building Inspectors in
accordance with EPA’s revised Asbestos Model Accreditation Plan (MAP) mandated by the
Asbestos School Hazard Abatement Reauthorization Act (ASHARA).

During the inspection, CAPE’s inspectors physically assessed the friability of each suspect-
ACM and placed them into the appropriate friability category:  (1) regulated friable suspect-
ACM, or (2) Category 1 or Category II, non-friable suspect-ACM.  Friable suspect-ACM is
defined by AHERA as a material that when dry, can be crushed, pulverized, or reduced to
powder by normal hand pressure; non-friable suspect-ACM is defined by AHERA as a
material that when dry cannot be crushed, pulverized, or reduced to powder by normal hand
pressure.
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Suspect- ACMs were then placed into one of three condition categories as part of the physical
assessment:  (1) good, (2) damaged, or (3) significantly damaged.

Although an ACM HA cannot be absolutely determined to have no degree of damage, materials
with no visible damage or deterioration, as well as those materials showing only very limited
damage or deterioration, were categorized as being in good condition for the purpose of this
survey.
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2.2 Bulk Sample Analysis

Collected samples were analyzed by Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) in accordance with
EPA Method 600/R-93/116 of July 1993.  Analytical Environmental Services, Inc. (AES) in
Atlanta, Georgia (NVLAP Lab Code 102033), served as the primary laboratory for asbestos
analysis.  CAPE’s laboratory in Atlanta, Georgia (NVLAP Lab Code 102111), performed the
quality control of bulk sample analysis.  In accordance with EPA’s 1994 clarification for
analysis of multi-layered systems, suspect materials were treated as asbestos containing if one or
more layers of the material was determined to contain greater than 1% asbestos.

In accordance with Federal and state regulations, suspect-ACM that was determined by initial
PLM analysis to have an asbestos content of greater than 1% (or assumed to have an asbestos
content greater than 1%), was considered to be ACM.  Suspect-ACM that was determined by
initial PLM analysis to contain no detectable asbestos was considered non-ACM.

Point counting of materials found to have an asbestos content of less than 1% was not included
in the scope of work for this project.  Any material determined to have an asbestos content
between “Trace” and 1% was assumed to be an asbestos-containing material.

Limitations of Asbestos Analysis:

Transmission electron microscopy (TEM) analysis to confirm negative PLM analysis results of
floor tile and/or other resinously bound materials was not included in the analytical criteria
established for this project.
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3.0 Asbestos Survey Findings
This section includes a summary of the findings from the asbestos-containing materials survey of
the 200 housing units at Ribault Bay Housing targeted for Phase II renovation.

A summary of the identified ACM is given in Tables 1 through 4.  The tables list the typical
location, appropriate NESHAP category in accordance with EPA regulations, and the
appropriate OSHA category in accordance with the OSHA Classes of Work.  ( See Section
4.0, Overview of Asbestos Regulatory Requirements for definitions of NESHAP Categories
and OSHA Classes of Work).

For NESHAP compliance purposes, each Category I, Non-friable ACM and each Category
II, Non-friable ACM should be evaluated prior to building demolition/renovation to determine if
forces acting on the material during the demolition/renovation process will render the material
friable, and therefore require that it be re-categorized as Regulated ACM.

Refer to Appendices of this report for the following additional building survey data:

Ø Summary of Suspect Asbestos-Containing Materials (By Unit-Type)

Ø Summary of Suspect Asbestos-Containing Materials (Individual Unit Material Summary)

Ø Extent of Asbestos-Containing Material and Bulk Sample Locations (Typical Housing Unit
Floor Plan)

Ø Laboratory Analysis Reports: of Suspect ACM Bulk Samples

Housing Units surveyed consist of multi-family buildings with four to eight units per building.
Buildings are two-story wood-framed structures on concrete slabs.  Exterior walls have vinyl
siding and roofing has asphalt shingles.  Interior flooring consists of floor tile, resilient sheet
flooring, and carpet.  Interior walls are gypsum drywall.  Ceilings finishes are gypsum drywall
with a smooth finish or a textured finish.

Refer to Appendix A for a complete inventory of suspect materials identified in each unit.
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Table 1

Summary of ACM Identified in 2-Bedroom Units

HA
No.

Material
Description

Typical Location Physical
Assessment

NESHAP
Category

OSHA

1 12” x 12” floor tile
cream with tan streaks,
and mastic

1st floor units - Master
bedroom, bedroom 2,
utility, entry, family room,
living/dining room

Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

3 Mastic associated with
12”x12” gray with white
and dark gray smudges
floor tile

Various locations (patches) Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

7 Sink mastic, black Kitchen Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

11 Resilient sheet flooring,
white with orange and
brown pattern

Kitchen Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

12 Light fixture insulation Fixtures in entry and utility Significantly
damaged

Regulated
ACM

Class I

14 Resilient sheet flooring,
cream, white, and gray
mosaic pattern

2nd floor units - Bathroom Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

15 Resilient sheet flooring
flooring, brown brick
pattern

2nd floor units - Utility Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

18 Mastic associated with
12”x12” gray with
brown and yellow
streaks floor tile

Various locations (patches) Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

23 Mastic associated with
12”x12” beige with
brown and gray spots
floor tile

Various locations (patches) Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

24 Resilient sheet flooring,
cream with gold and
mustard designs

2nd floor units - Bathroom Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II
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Table 2

Summary of ACM Identified in 3-Bedroom Units

HA
No.

Material
Description

Typical Location Physical
Assessment

NESHAP
Category

OSHA

2 12” x 12” floor tile
cream with tan streaks,
and mastic

Living/dining room, utility,
family room, entry, master
bedroom, bedroom 2,
bedroom 3, hall, storage

Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

7 Sink mastic, black Kitchen Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

8 Mastic associated with
12”x12” tan with brown
and white streaks floor
tile

Various locations (patches) Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

10 Mastic associated with
12”x12” gray with white
and dark gray smudges
floor tile

Various locations (patches) Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

12 Mastic associated with
12”x12” white with
brown and gray streaks
floor tile

Various locations (patches) Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

13 Mastic associated with
12”x12” gray with
brown and yellow
streaks floor tile

Various locations (patches) Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

15 Resilient sheet flooring,
white with orange and
brown pattern

Kitchen Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

16 Mastic associated with
12”x12” beige with
brown and white streaks
floor tile

Various locations (patches) Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

17 Light fixture insulation Fixtures in entry, utility,
and hall

Significantly
damaged

Regulated
ACM

Class I

18 Mastic associated with
12”x12” beige with
brown and gray spots
floor tile

Various locations (patches) Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II
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Table 3

Summary of ACM Identified in 4-Bedroom Units

HA
No.

Material
Description

Typical Location Physical
Assessment

NESHAP
Category

OSHA

6 12” x 12” floor tile
cream with tan streaks,
and mastic

Living/dining room, utility,
family room, entry, master
bedroom, bedroom 2,
bedroom 3, bedroom 4,
hall, storage

Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

7 Mastic associated with
12”x12” gray with white
and dark gray smudges
floor tile

Various locations (patches) Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

8 Mastic associated with
12”x12” tan with brown
and white streaks floor
tile,

Various locations (patches) Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

11 Resilient sheet flooring,
white with orange and
brown pattern

Kitchen Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

12 Light fixture insulation Fixtures in entry, utility,
master bedroom, and hall

Significantly
damaged

Regulated
ACM

Class I

17 Sink mastic, black Kitchen Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

18 Mastic associated with
12”x12” white with
brown smudges floor tile

Various throughout (unit
1045B)

Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

19 Mastic associated with
white resilient sheet
flooring,

Kitchen (unit 1045B) Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II
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Table 4

Summary of ACM Identified in 5-Bedroom Units

HA
No.

Material
Description

Typical Location Physical
Assessment

NESHAP
Category

OSHA

1 12” x 12” floor tile
cream with tan streaks,
and mastic,

Living/dining room, utility,
family room, entry, master
bedroom, bedroom 2,
bedroom 3, bedroom 4,
bedroom 5, hall, storage

Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

3 Mastic associated with
12”x12” white with
brown and gray streaks
floor tile

Various locations (patches) Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

9 Mastic associated with
12”x12” gray with white
and dark gray smudges
floor tile

Various locations (patches) Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

11 Resilient sheet flooring,
white with orange and
brown pattern

Kitchen Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

12 Light fixture insulation Fixtures in entry, utility,
and hall

Significantly
damaged

Regulated
ACM

Class I

14 Mastic associated with
12”x12” beige with
brown and white streaks
floor tile

Various locations (patches) Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II

15 Sink mastic, black Kitchen Good Category I
Non-Friable

Class II



Appendix A

Suspect Asbestos-Containing Materials

(By Unit Type)



Table A-1
Suspect ACM Identified in 2-Bedroom Units

HA # Supect ACM Description* Location(s) Unit sampled ACM
(Yes or No)

1 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Cream with tan
streaks

Various throughout 1016A
Tile (+), Mastic (+)

2 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Gray with white and
dark gray spots

Kitchens 1016A
Tile (-), Mastic (-)

3 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Gray with white and
dark gray smudges

Various (patches) 1016A
Tile (-), Mastic (+)

4 Gypsum wallboard and
associated joint compound

Walls Throughout 1016A
No

5 Gypsum ceiling and
associated joint compound

Ceilings Restroom, Kitchen, Utility 1016A
No

6 Spray-applied decorative
ceiling

Ceilings Various throughout 1016A
No

7 Sink mastic Black Kitchen 1016A Yes

8 Basecove and mastic Black Kitchen 1016A Basecove (-),
Mastic (-)

9 Asphalt shingle roof Gray Roof 1016A No

10 Flat membrane roof Rubber with caulk Roof (carport) 1016A No

11 Resilient sheet flooring White with orange
and brown pattern

Kitchen 1016A
Yes

12 Light fixture insulation White Hall and Utility fixtures 1039A Yes

13 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Beige with tan,
white, and gray spots

Kitchen 1004D
Tile (-), Mastic (-)

14 Resilient sheet flooring Cream, white, and
gray mosaic pattern

Restroom (2nd floor units) 1004D
Yes

15 Resilient sheet flooring Brown brick pattern Utility (2nd floor units) 1004D Yes

16 Resilient sheet flooring Blue with peach,
white, and gray spots

Lanai (2nd floor units) 1004D
No

17 Vapor barrier, tar paper Black Interior of exterior walls 1004D No

18 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Gray with brown and
yellow streaks

Various (patches) 1016E Tile (-), Mastic
(assumed)

19 Basecove and mastic White Restroom (2nd floor units) 1016F No

20 Carpet mastic Black Under Carpet (2nd floor
units)

1016F
No

21 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Beige with brown
and white streaks

 Bathroom (2nd floor units) 1039B
Tile (-), Mastic (-)

22 Resilient sheet flooring Cream and brown
faux pattern

Utility (2nd floor units) 1039B
No

23 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Beige with brown
and gray spots

Various (patches) 1047B Tile (-), Mastic
(Assumed)

24 Resilient sheet flooring Cream with gold and
mustard designs

Bathroom (2nd floor units) 1047B
Yes

25 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Gray with tan and
white spots

Kitchen 1071B
Tile (-), Mastic (-)

*Description refers to the suspect ACM exposed to view not the mastic underneath.  When the material exposed to
  view is not a suspect ACM (such as carpet) the description refers to the mastic underneath.



Suspect ACM Identified in 2-Bedroom Units (continued)
HA # Supect ACM Description* Location(s) Unit sampled ACM

(Yes or No)
26 Resilient sheet flooring Cream and gold

square pattern
Bathroom (2nd floor units) 1071F

No

27 Resilient sheet flooring Cream square pattern Bathroom (2nd floor units) 1073B No

28 Resilient sheet flooring Cream with brown
spots

Kitchen, Bathroom, Utility
(2nd floor units)

1047D
No

29 Basecove and mastic Brown Bathroom (2nd floor units) 1071D Basecove (-),
Mastic (-)

*Description refers to the suspect ACM exposed to view not the mastic underneath.  When the material exposed to
  view is not a suspect ACM (such as carpet) the description refers to the mastic underneath.

Table A-2
Suspect ACM Identified in 3-Bedroom Units

HA # Supect ACM Description* Location(s) Unit sampled ACM
(Yes or No)

1 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Gray with white and
dark gray spots

Kitchens 1059A
Tile (-), Mastic (-)

2 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Cream with tan
streaks

Various throughout 1059A
Tile (+), Mastic (+)

3 Gypsum wallboard and
associated joint compound

Walls Throughout 1059A
No

4 Gypsum ceiling and
associated joint compound

Ceilings Restrooms, Kitchen,
Utility

1059A
No

5 Spray-applied decorative
ceiling

Ceilings Various throughout 1059A
No

6 Basecove and mastic Black Kitchen 1059A Basecove (-),
Mastic (-)

7 Sink mastic Black Kitchen 1059A Yes

8 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Tan with brown and
white streaks

Various (patches) 1059A
Tile (-), Mastic (+)

9 Stair tread and mastic Dark brown Stairs 1059A Stair tread (-),
Mastic (-)

10 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Gray with white and
dark gray smudges

Various (patches) 1059A
Tile (-), Mastic (+)

11 Asphalt shingle roof Gray Roof 1059A No

12 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

White with brown
and gray streaks

Various (patches) 1060B
Tile (-), Mastic (+)

13 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Gray with yellow and
brown streaks

Various (patches) 1060B
Tile (-), Mastic (+)

14 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Beige with tan,
white, and gray spots

Kitchen 1067B
Tile (-), Mastic (-)

15 Resilient sheet flooring White with orange
and brown pattern

Kitchen 1067B
Yes

16 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Beige with brown
and white streaks

Various (patches) 1067C
Tile (-), Mastic (+)

17 Light fixture insulation White Hall and Utility fixtures 1070F Yes

18 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Beige with brown
and white spots

Various (patches) 1070F
Tile (-), Mastic (+)

*Description refers to the suspect ACM exposed to view not the mastic underneath.  When the material exposed to
  view is not a suspect ACM (such as carpet) the description refers to the mastic underneath.



Table A-3
Suspect ACM Identified in 4-Bedroom Units

HA # Supect ACM Description* Location(s) Unit sampled ACM
(Yes or No)

1 Gypsum wallboard and
associated joint compound

Walls Throughout 1031E
No

2 Gypsum ceiling and
associated joint compound

Ceilings Restrooms, Kitchen, Utility 1031E
No

3 Spray-applied decorative
ceiling

Ceilings Various throughout 1031E
No

4 Basecove and mastic Black Kitchen 1031E Basecove (-),
Mastic (-)

5 Stair tread and mastic Dark brown Stairs 1031E Stair tread (-),
Mastic (-)

6 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Cream with tan
streaks

Various throughout 1031E
Tile (+), Mastic (+)

7 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Gray with white
and dark gray
smudges

Various (patches) 1031E
Tile (-), Mastic (+)

8 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Tan with brown
and white streaks

Various (patches) 1031E
Tile (+), Mastic (+)

9 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Gray with white
and dark gray
spots

Kitchens 1031E
Tile (-), Mastic (-)

10 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Beige with brown
and white streaks

Various (patches) 1031E
Tile (-), Mastic (-)

11 Resilient sheet flooring White with orange
and brown pattern

Kitchen 1031E
Yes

12 Light fixture insulation White Hall and Utility fixtures 1031E Yes

13 Asphalt shingle roof Gray Roof 1031E No

14 Vapor barrier, tar paper Black Interior of exterior walls 1040B No

15 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Wood parquet
pattern

Kitchen 1040B
Tile (-), Mastic (-)

16 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Beige with tan,
white, and gray
spots

Kitchen 1053E
No

17 Sink mastic Black Kitchen 1053E Yes

18 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

White with brown
smudges

Various throughout (unit
1045B)

1045B
Tile (-), Mastic (+)

19 Resilient sheet flooring White Kitchen (unit 1045B) 1045B Flooring (-), Mastic (+)

20 Sink mastic White Kitchen (unit 1045B) 1045B Tile (-), Mastic (-)

21 Resilient sheet flooring Gray with brown
swirl

Kitchen 1069F
No

*Description refers to the suspect ACM exposed to view not the mastic underneath.  When the material exposed to
  view is not a suspect ACM (such as carpet) the description refers to the mastic underneath.



Table A-4
Suspect ACM Identified in 5-Bedroom Units

HA # Supect ACM Description* Location(s) Unit sampled ACM
(Yes or No)

1 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Cream with tan streaks Various throughout 1032A
Tile (+), Mastic (+)

2 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Beige with tan, white,
and gray spots

Kitchens 1032A
Tile (-), Mastic (-)

3 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

White with brown
streaks

Various (patches) 1032A Tile (-), Mastic
(Assumed)

4 Gypsum wallboard and
associated joint compound

Walls Throughout 1032A
No

5 Gypsum ceiling and
associated joint compound

Ceilings Restrooms, Kitchen,
Utility

1032A
No

6 Spray-applied decorative
ceiling

Ceilings Various throughout 1032A
No

7 Basecove and mastic Black Kitchen 1032A Basecove (-),
Mastic (-)

8 Stair tread and mastic Dark brown Stairs 1032A Stair tread (-),
Mastic (-)

9 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Gray with white and
dark gray smudges

Various (patches) 1032A
Tile (-), Mastic (+)

10 Asphalt shingle roof Gray Roof 1032A No

11 Resilient sheet flooring White with orange and
brown pattern

Kitchen 1032A
Yes

12 Light fixture insulation White Hall and Utility fixtures 1032A Yes

13 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Gray with white and
dark gray spots

Kitchens 1069A
Tile (-), Mastic (-)

14 12" x 12" floor tile and
mastic

Beige with brown and
white streaks

Various (patches) 1069A
Tile (-), Mastic (+)

15 Sink mastic Black Kitchen 1069A Yes

16 Vapor barrier, tar paper Black Interior of exterior walls 1069A No

17 Mastic on fiberglass
insulated duct

White Utility 1046A
No

*Description refers to the suspect ACM exposed to view not the mastic underneath.  When the material exposed to
  view is not a suspect ACM (such as carpet) the description refers to the mastic underneath.



Appendix B

Suspect Asbestos-Containing Materials

(Individual Unit Material Summary)



RIBAULT BAY HOUSING PHASE II - MAYPORT NAVAL STATIONRIBAULT BAY HOUSING PHASE II - MAYPORT NAVAL STATION
 Mike SpradlingInspector:

H.A. Material Description Location Quantity Condition Comments

1065B - (Four Bedroom Unit)Unit Surveyed: Date of Survey: August 23 - October 1, 1999

IDENTIFIED ASBESTOS-CONTAINING MATERIALS
6 12" x 12" floor tile and mastic Cream with tan streaks Hall, Storage, Master Bedroom, Bedroom 2, 

Bedroom 3, Bedroom 4
S.F.720 Potential Damage Various patches of floor tile 

are included with this quantity

7 12" x 12" floor tile and mastic Gray with white and dark gray 
smudges

Hall, Master Bedroom, Bedroom 4 N/A Potential Damage This floor tile was used as a 
patch in various areas

8 12" x 12" floor tile and mastic Tan with brown and white 
streaks

Bedroom 2, Bedroom 4 N/A Potential Damage This floor tile was used as a 
patch in various areas

10 12" x 12" floor tile and mastic Beige with brown and white 
streaks

Master Bedroom N/A Potential Damage This floor tile was used as a 
patch in various areas

11 Resilient sheet flooring White with orange and brown 
pattern

Kitchen S.F.40 Potential Damage Underneath cabinets

12 Light fixture insulation White Hall, Master Bedroom Each2 Potential Damage

17 Sink mastic Black Kitchen Each1 Potential Damage

IDENTIFIED NON-ASBESTOS-CONTAINING MATERIALS
1 Gypsum wallboard and associated 

joint compound
Walls Kitchen, Family room, Utility, Garage, 

Living/Dining room, Entry, Bathroom 1, 
Bathroom 2, Bathroom 3, Hall, Storage, 
Master Bedroom, Bedroom 2, Bedroom 3, 
Bedroom 4

N/A N/A

2 Gypsum ceiling and associated 
joint compound

Ceilings Kitchen, Utility, Garage, Bathroom 1, 
Bathroom 2, Bathroom 3

N/A N/A

3 Spray-applied decorative ceiling Ceilings Family room, Living/Dining room, Entry, 
Hall, Storage, Master Bedroom, Bedroom 2, 
Bedroom 3, Bedroom 4

N/A N/A

4 Basecove and mastic Black Kitchen N/A N/A

5 Stair tread and mastic Dark brown Entry N/A N/A

9 12" x 12" floor tile and mastic Gray with white and dark gray 
spots

Family room, Utility, Living/Dining room, 
Entry

N/A N/A

S.F = Square foot                 N/A = Not Applicable                     H.A. = Homogeneous Area



RIBAULT BAY HOUSING PHASE II - MAYPORT NAVAL STATIONRIBAULT BAY HOUSING PHASE II - MAYPORT NAVAL STATION
 Mike SpradlingInspector:

H.A. Material Description Location Quantity Condition Comments

1065B - (Four Bedroom Unit)Unit Surveyed: Date of Survey: August 23 - October 1, 1999

13 Asphalt shingle roof Gray Roof N/A N/A

14 Vapor barrier, tar paper Black Interior of exterior walls N/A N/A

15 12" x 12" floor tile and mastic Wood parquet pattern Kitchen N/A N/A

S.F = Square foot                 N/A = Not Applicable                     H.A. = Homogeneous Area



RIBAULT BAY HOUSING PHASE II - MAYPORT NAVAL STATIONRIBAULT BAY HOUSING PHASE II - MAYPORT NAVAL STATION
David BratleyInspector:

H.A. Material Description Location Quantity Condition Comments

1065C - (Four Bedroom Unit)Unit Surveyed: Date of Survey: August 23 - October 1, 1999

IDENTIFIED ASBESTOS-CONTAINING MATERIALS
6 12" x 12" floor tile and mastic Cream with tan streaks Family room, Utility, Living/Dining room, 

Entry, Hall, Storage, Master Bedroom, 
Bedroom 2, Bedroom 3, Bedroom 4

S.F.135 Potential Damage Various patches of floor tile 
are included with this quantity

7 12" x 12" floor tile and mastic Gray with white and dark gray 
smudges

Family room, Utility, Living/Dining room, 
Hall, Bedroom 2, Bedroom 3, Bedroom 4

N/A Potential Damage This floor tile was used as a 
patch in various areas

8 12" x 12" floor tile and mastic Tan with brown and white 
streaks

Utility N/A Potential Damage This floor tile was used as a 
patch in various areas

10 12" x 12" floor tile and mastic Beige with brown and white 
streaks

Family room, Living/Dining room, Hall, 
Master Bedroom

N/A Potential Damage This floor tile was used as a 
patch in various areas

11 Resilient sheet flooring White with orange and brown 
pattern

Kitchen S.F.40 Potential Damage Underneath cabinets

12 Light fixture insulation White Utility, Entry, Hall, Master Bedroom Each5 Significant Damage

17 Sink mastic Black Kitchen Each0 Potential Damage

IDENTIFIED NON-ASBESTOS-CONTAINING MATERIALS
1 Gypsum wallboard and associated 

joint compound
Walls Kitchen, Family room, Utility, Garage, 

Living/Dining room, Entry, Bathroom 1, 
Bathroom 2, Bathroom 3, Hall, Storage, 
Master Bedroom, Bedroom 2, Bedroom 3, 
Bedroom 4

N/A N/A

2 Gypsum ceiling and associated 
joint compound

Ceilings Kitchen, Utility, Garage, Bathroom 1, 
Bathroom 2, Bathroom 3

N/A N/A

3 Spray-applied decorative ceiling Ceilings Family room, Utility, Living/Dining room, 
Entry, Hall, Storage, Master Bedroom, 
Bedroom 2, Bedroom 3, Bedroom 4

N/A N/A

4 Basecove and mastic Black Kitchen N/A N/A

5 Stair tread and mastic Dark brown Entry N/A N/A

13 Asphalt shingle roof Gray Roof N/A N/A

S.F = Square foot                 N/A = Not Applicable                     H.A. = Homogeneous Area



RIBAULT BAY HOUSING PHASE II - MAYPORT NAVAL STATIONRIBAULT BAY HOUSING PHASE II - MAYPORT NAVAL STATION
David BratleyInspector:

H.A. Material Description Location Quantity Condition Comments

1065C - (Four Bedroom Unit)Unit Surveyed: Date of Survey: August 23 - October 1, 1999

14 Vapor barrier, tar paper Black Interior of exterior walls N/A N/A

16 12" x 12" floor tile and mastic Beige with tan, white, and gray 
spots

Kitchen N/A N/A

S.F = Square foot                 N/A = Not Applicable                     H.A. = Homogeneous Area



RIBAULT BAY HOUSING PHASE II - MAYPORT NAVAL STATIONRIBAULT BAY HOUSING PHASE II - MAYPORT NAVAL STATION
 Mike SpradlingInspector:

H.A. Material Description Location Quantity Condition Comments

1032A - (Five Bedroom Unit)Unit Surveyed: Date of Survey: August 23 - October 1, 1999

IDENTIFIED ASBESTOS-CONTAINING MATERIALS
1 12" x 12" floor tile and mastic Cream with tan streaks Family room, Utility, Living/Dining room, 

Entry, Hall, Storage, Master Bedroom, 
Bedroom 2, Bedroom 3, Bedroom 4, 
Bedroom 5

S.F.155 Potential Damage Various patches of floor tile 
are included with this quantity

3 12" x 12" floor tile and mastic White with brown and gray 
streaks

Utility, Entry, Hall, Bedroom 4 N/A Potential Damage This floor tile was used as a 
patch in various areas

9 12" x 12" floor tile and mastic Gray with white and dark gray 
smudges

Utility, Entry, Bedroom 5 N/A Potential Damage This floor tile was used as a 
patch in various areas

11 Resilient sheet flooring White with orange and brown 
pattern

Kitchen S.F.40 Potential Damage Underneath cabinets

12 Light fixture insulation White Entry, Hall Each3 Potential Damage

IDENTIFIED NON-ASBESTOS-CONTAINING MATERIALS
2 12" x 12" floor tile and mastic Beige with tan, white, and gray 

spots
Kitchen N/A N/A

4 Gypsum wallboard and associated 
joint compound

Walls Kitchen, Family room, Utility, Garage, 
Living/Dining room, Entry, Bathroom 1, 
Bathroom 2, Bathroom 3, Hall, Storage, 
Master Bedroom, Bedroom 2, Bedroom 3, 
Bedroom 4, Bedroom 5

N/A N/A

5 Gypsum ceiling and associated 
joint compound

Ceilings Kitchen, Utility, Bathroom 1, Bathroom 2, 
Bathroom 3

N/A N/A

6 Spray-applied decorative ceiling Ceilings Family room, Living/Dining room, Hall, 
Storage, Master Bedroom, Bedroom 2, 
Bedroom 3, Bedroom 4, Bedroom 5

N/A N/A

7 Basecove and mastic Black Kitchen N/A N/A

8 Stair tread and mastic Dark brown Entry N/A N/A

10 Asphalt shingle roof Gray Roof N/A N/A

16 Vapor barrier, tar paper Black Interior of exterior walls N/A N/A

S.F = Square foot                 N/A = Not Applicable                     H.A. = Homogeneous Area



Appendix C

Extent of Asbestos-Containing Material and Bulk Sample
Locations

(Typical Housing Unit Floor Plans)



































Appendix D

Laboratory Analysis Reports of Suspect ACM Bulk Samples



































































































Appendix E

Certifications and Accreditations
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1.0 Executive Summary
Cape Environmental Management Inc (CAPE) was contracted by BAT Associates, Inc. to
perform a lead-based paint (LBP) inspection for the Southern Division, Naval Facilities
Engineering Command (SouthDiv NAVFACENGCOM) at the Ribault Bay Housing Phase II
located in the Mayport Naval Station, Florida.  The survey was conducted in accordance with
the Housing and Urban Development (HUD), Guidelines for the Evaluation and Control of
Lead-Based Paint Hazards in Housing (1997 revision).  This survey was conducted by CAPE
staff industrial hygienist Mr. Mike Spradling between August 23, 1999 and October 1, 1999.

The purpose of this LBP survey was to identify the types and locations of components
determined to contain lead above the HUD defined threshold of 1.0 milligrams per square
centimeter (mg/cm2).

The Ribault Bay Housing Phase II at Mayport Naval Station consists of two, three, four, and
five bedroom housing units.  The scope of work required that LBP inspections be conducted on
a representative number of housing units as specified by BAT Associates, Inc.  CAPE
performed comprehensive LBP inspections of 21 2-bedroom units, 10 3-bedroom units, 8 4-
bedroom units, and 8 5-bedroom units. CAPE additionally visually inspected 11 2-bedroom
units, 24 3-bedroom units, 64 4-bedroom units, and 11 5-bedroom units to ensure units were
similar in construction, materials, and paint history (please see page 2 for a complete list of units
tested).

CAPE performed the testing for LBP using an x-ray fluorescence (XRF) analyzer in accordance
with the multi-family inspection criteria outlined in the HUD Guidelines.  Paint chip samples were
collected for laboratory analysis to confirm XRF results when overall results were inconclusive.

After completing the comprehensive LBP surveys and additional visual inspections, the following
painted components were identified as having LBP.

Ø Glazing on ceramic tile basecove (blue) located in unit 1002F (5 bedroom unit-type).
CAPE collected 85 XRF readings for LBP on ceramic tile basecoves in the 47 units that
were tested.  Only unit 1002F yielded a positive XRF result. CAPE recommends testing all
ceramic tile basecoves in untested units before renovation or demolition.

Ø Metal handrails (black) located on the second floor of the 2 bedroom unit-types.  Only the
second floor of the 2-bedroom units had metal handrails, and all but 1 XRF reading from
this metal handrails yielded positive XRF results.  Therefore all the metal handrails on the
second floor of the 2-bedroom units are considered LBP

A discussion of the Lead Survey Methodology is presented in Section 2.0.  A discussion of the
LBP Survey Findings is presented in Section 3.0.
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The following units were included in the scope of work for this project:

2 Bedroom Units 3 Bedroom Units
1004A 1039C* 1071A* 1000A 1059B 1068C
1004B 1039D* 1071B* 1000B 1059C* 1068D
1004C 1039E 1071C* 1000C 1059D 1068E
1004D* 1039F 1071D 1000D 1060A 1068F
1016A* 1047A* 1071E 1000E* 1060B* 1070A
1016B 1047B* 1071F* 1000F 1060C 1070B
1016E* 1047C 1071G 1013A 1060D 1070C
1016F* 1047D 1071H 1013B 1066A 1070D
1020A 1047E 1073A* 1013C 1066B 1070E
1020B* 1047F 1073B* 1013D 1066C 1070F*
1020C 1062A 1073C 1037A* 1066D 1072A
1020D 1062B 1073D 1037B 1067A 1072B
1020E* 1062C 1073E 1037C 1067B* 1072C
1020F 1062D* 1073F* 1037D 1067C* 1072D
1039A* 1062E* 1037E 1067D* 1072E
1039B* 1062F 1037F 1068A 1072F*

1059A* 1068B

4 Bedroom Units
1011A 1038C 1053B
1011B 1038D 1053C 5 Bedroom Units
1011C 1040A 1053D 1001B
1011D 1040B* 1053E* 1001C
1011E 1040C 1057A 1002F*
1011F 1040D 1057B 1028A
1027A 1040E 1057C 1029A
1027B 1040F 1057D 1032A*
1027C 1044B 1058B 1036A
1027D 1044C 1058C 1044A
1027E 1044D 1058D 1046A*
1027F 1044E 1058E 1046B
1028B 1045A 1061A 1046C*
1028C 1045B 1061B 1050A
1028D 1045C 1061C* 1053A*
1028E 1045D 1061D 1057E
1029B 1045E 1063A 1057F
1029C 1045F 1063B 1058A
1029D 1049A 1063C* 1064E*
1029E 1049B 1063D 1064F
1029F 1049C 1065B* 1065A*
1031A 1049D 1065C 1069A*
1031B 1049E 1069B
1031C 1049F 1069C
1031D 1050B 1069D
1031E* 1050C 1069E
1031F 1050D 1069F
1038A 1050E*
1038B* 1050F

Note: Unit numbers that are  bold indicate the units that could not be accessed.
* Comprehensive LBP survey performed in these units.
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2.0 Field Investigation Methodology
Cape Environmental Management Inc (CAPE) was contracted by BAT Associates, Inc. to
perform a lead-based paint (LBP) inspection for Southern Division, Naval Facilities Engineering
Command (SouthDiv NAVFACENGCOM) at the Ribault Bay Housing Phase II located in the
Mayport Naval Station, Florida.  CAPE conducted the LBP inspections in accordance with the
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), Guidelines for the Evaluation and
Control of Lead-Based Paint Hazards in Housing (1997 revision).  The HUD Guidelines
currently set the standard for technical protocols, practices and procedures on testing,
abatement, worker protection, cleaning, and disposal of LBP in residential structures.

The HUD Guidelines define Lead-based paint as “any paint, varnish, stain, or other applied
coating that has 1.0 mg/cm2 (or 0.5% by weight) or more of lead.”  Furthermore the HUD
Guidelines specify that  the use of x-ray fluorescent (XRF) lead paint analyzer to identify LBP is
acceptable.  The XRF lead paint analyzer used on this project was a battery powered Radiation
Monitoring Device (RMD), LPA-1 XRF Spectrum Analyzer, re-sourced and serviced after
March 1, 1998.  The XRF instrument performed spectrometric analysis of K-shell X-ray
fluorescence and displayed a lead concentration reading in milligrams per square centimeter
(mg/cm2).

2.1 Lead-Based Paint Survey

The lead-based-paint (LBP) survey strategy established for this project consisted of the
following:

1. Reviewing written documentation for the purpose of grouping housing units for inspections
based on similarity of construction, materials, and common painting histories.

2. Identifying all “testing combinations” in each unit type.  HUD defines a testing combination
as a unique surface characterized by the “room equivalent”, building component type, and
substrate.  A room equivalent is defined as rooms/areas that are similar in size and function
within the same unit such as a bedroom, a house exterior side, or and exterior area.  The
substrate is the material underneath the paint.

3. Developing a suspect-LBP testing strategy based on HUD Guidelines for multi-family
housing, including developing a strategy for the confirmation of LBP.

4. Utilizing an XRF lead-in-paint analyzer to measure the lead concentration of all identified
testing combinations within the selected units that had paint, shellac, or varnish

5. Providing a LBP survey report describing the location and types of LBP components
identified.
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Based on written documentation and visual evidence, all of the housing units included in the
scope of work at Ribault Bay Housing Phase II were determined to have common construction
and painting history.  The number of units tested was determined in the scope of work by BAT
Associates, Inc. and provides results that were statistically representative of the Ribault Bay
Housing Phase II.

2.1.1 XRF Testing
CAPE tested painted building components for the presence of LBP.  Typical components
include:

Baseboard/crown molding, beam, cabinet, ceiling, column, counter, door, door casing,
shelf/shelf support, trim, wall, window casing/sill

In accordance with the HUD Guidelines and the XRF Performance Characteristic Sheet for the
instrument used in this survey, the following decision criteria was used for the determination of
XRF inspection results:

Ø Components with brick, concrete, drywall, plaster, or wood substrates and XRF values
greater than or equal to 1.0 mg/cm2 were considered LBP.  Components with brick,
concrete, drywall, plaster, or wood substrates and XRF values less than 1.0 mg/cm 2

indicated no lead was present at or above the regulatory level of 1.0 mg/cm 2.  For the
purposes of this report, glazing used in the production of ceramic tile that contains lead in
concentrations greater than or equal to 1.0 mg/cm 2 was considered lead-based paint.

Ø Components with a metal substrate and XRF values greater than or equal to 1.3 mg/cm 2

were considered LBP.  Components with metal substrate and XRF values less than or
equal to 0.9 mg/cm2 indicated that no lead was present at or above the regulatory level of
1.0 mg/cm2.  Components with a metal substrate and XRF values greater than 0.9 mg/cm 2

and less than 1.3 mg/ cm2 required confirmatory testing.

Pre/post inspection calibration readings of the XRF instrument were taken using nominal 30-
second standard mode readings of an unpainted wood block (0.0 mg/cm 2) and the red National
Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) standard reference material (SRM # 2579) paint
film (1.02 mg/cm2).  If the average of three calibration measurements were to fall outside the
established acceptable range (based on the XRF Performance Characteristic Sheet), further
inspection would be discontinued until proper corrective actions were taken and/or acceptable
measurements obtained.  During this project, no calibration measurements fell outside the
established acceptable range.
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2.1.2 Classification of XRF Results
A summary report that aggregates the XRF results for each “component type ” tested was
prepared.  A component type is a group of like components constructed of the same substrate.
For each component type, the aggregate percentage of positive, negative and inconclusive
classifications was recorded.  The “Multifamily Decision Flowchart” (Figure 7.11 in the HUD
Guidelines included in Appendix E) was used to interpret results.  The flowchart was applied
separately to each component type to determine either a positive result or a negative result.

The “Multifamily Decision Flowchart” leads to a positive result when 15 percent or more of the
components of a particular component type are positive.  The decision flowchart leads to a
negative result when (a) 100 percent of the tested components are negative, or (b) less than
15% of XRF readings are initially positive and subsequent confirmatory paint chip analysis of all
positive and inconclusive readings yields no positive results.  If any confirmatory paint chip
samples for a particular component type yields positive results, the component type is classified
as positive.

Confirmatory testing was accomplished by collecting and submitting bulk paint film samples for
laboratory analysis by Atomic Absorption Spectroscopy (AAS).  Samples were sent to and
analyzed by Hygeia Laboratories, Inc. in Marietta, Georgia.  Hygeia Laboratories, Inc. is
accredited by the American Industrial Hygiene Association (AIHA) and successfully
participates in the Environmental Lead Proficiency Testing Program (ELPAT) administered by
EPA’s National Lead Laboratory Accreditation Program (NLLAP).  The transfer of bulk paint
film samples for laboratory analysis was documented on Chain-of-Custody forms (copies of all
Chain-of-Custody Forms are provided in Appendix C of this report).

Once all laboratory results were obtained, the aggregate summary was updated to include
laboratory results and make final classification decisions for each component type.  In
accordance with HUD, paint was defined as LBP when it contained lead in concentrations
equal to or greater than 5,000 mg per Kg (0.5% of lead by weight) or when XRF readings
were equal to or greater than 1.0 mg of lead per cm2  of surface area by laboratory analysis.
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3.0 Discussion of Findings
Suspect-LBP components were classified as “positive” or “negative” based on the “Multifamily
Decision Flowchart” outlined in the HUD Guidelines (refer to section 2.1.2 and Appendix E).
The flowchart was applied separately to each component type to determine one of the following
results:

Positive: Lead was present at or above the HUD standard of 1.0 mg/cm 2 on one or
more of the components sampled.

Negative: Lead was not present at or above the HUD standard of 1.0 mg/cm 2on any of
the components sampled.  (Note:  Lead may still be present in concentrations
below 1.0 mg/cm2 and hazardous dust may be generated during disturbance of
painted surfaces containing low levels of lead).

For this report, 47 of the 198 units were extensively tested for the presence of lead-based paint.
An additional 109 units were visually observed and confirmed to be of similar construction and
paint history as the 47 units that were tested.  There were 42 units that were not accessible.

An inventory of components tested for lead-based paint is provided in Section 3.1.  A summary
of the component types determined to contain lead above the HUD defined threshold is
provided in Section 3.2.  A summary of confirmatory sample results is provided in Section 3.3.

The Summary Report of XRF Inspection Results (Component Type Report) utilized in
classifying XRF results is presented as Appendix A.  This report aggregates the results of XRF
testing across the housing units by component type and makes final classifications based on the
percentages of positive, negative and inconclusive XRF readings, and on the subsequent
confirmatory tests as performed.

Individual LBP Inspection Reports for each unit inspected are provided in Appendix B.
Appendix C contains bulk sample laboratory reports for paint chip analysis.  Floor plans
illustrating the extent of LBP in housing units (typical housing unit floor plans) including bulk paint
film sample locations are provided in Appendix D.
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3.1 Inventory of Components Tested for Lead-Based Paint

The following tables list the components tested for LBP, including the location and the condition
of the painted component:

Table 1

2 Bedroom Units

Component Location Paint Condition

A/C Box Utility Good

Attic Hatch Entry/Storage (2nd floor units only) Good

Baseboard Family Room, Kitchen, Living/Dining
Room, Entry/Storage, Utility, Master

Bedroom, and Bedroom 2

Good

Basecove Bathroom (1st floor units only) Good

Cabinet Kitchen and Bathroom Good

Ceiling Family Room, Kitchen, Living/Dining
Room, Entry/Storage, Utility, Bathroom,

Master Bedroom, and Bedroom 2

Good

Column Exterior Good

Door Entry/Storage, Utility, Bathroom, Master
Bedroom, Bedroom 2, Exterior Storage,

and Exterior

Good

Door Casing Entry/Storage, Lanai (1st floor units only),
Bathroom, Master Bedroom, Bedroom

2, Exterior Storage, and Exterior

Good

Downspout Exterior Good

Electric Box Exterior Good

Floor Bathroom (1st floor units only) Good

Foundation Exterior Fair – Poor

Fuse Box Exterior Good

Overhang Exterior Good
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2 Bedroom Units (continued)
Component Location Paint Condition

Railing Exterior Good

Shelf Entry/Storage, Master Bedroom, and
Bedroom 2

Good

Stair Exterior Good

Threshold Lanai (1st floor units only) and Exterior Good - Fair

Wall Family Room, Kitchen, Living/Dining
Room, Lanai, Entry/Storage, Utility,
Bathroom, Master Bedroom, and

Bedroom 2

Good

Window Sill Family Room (2nd floor units only),
Kitchen (2nd floor units only),

Living/Dining Room (2nd floor units only),
Utility, Master Bedroom, and Bedroom 2

Good

Table 2

3 Bedrooms Units

Component Location Paint Condition

A/C Box Entry Good

Attic Hatch Hall/Storage Good

Baseboard Family Room, Kitchen, Utility,
Living/Dining Room, Entry, Hall/Storage,

Master Bedroom, Bedroom 2, and
Bedroom 3

Good

Basecove Bathroom 1, Bathroom 2, and Bathroom
3

Good

Cabinet Kitchen, Bathroom 1, Bathroom 2, and
Bathroom 3

Good
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3 Bedroom Units (continued)
Component Location Paint Condition

Ceiling Family Room, Kitchen, Utility,
Living/Dining Room, Entry, Hall/Storage,
Bathroom 1,     Bathroom 2, Bathroom
3, Master Bedroom, Bedroom 2, and

Bedroom 3

Good

Column  Exterior Good

Door Family Room, Garage, Entry/Storage,
Hall/Storage, Bathroom 1, Bathroom 2,

Bathroom 3, Master Bedroom, Bedroom
2, Bedroom 3, and Exterior

Good

Door Casing Family Room, Garage, Lanai,
Entry/Storage, Hall/Storage, Bathroom 1,

Bathroom 2, Bathroom 3, Master
Bedroom, Bedroom 2, Bedroom 3, and

Exterior

Good

Downspout Exterior Good

Electric Box Exterior Good

Floor Bathroom 1, Bathroom 2, and Bathroom
3

Good

Foundation Exterior Fair – Poor

Fuse Box Exterior Good

Garage Door Garage and Exterior Good

Post Exterior Good - Fair

Railing Entry Good

Shelf Entry, Hall/Storage, Master Bedroom,
Bedroom 2, and Bedroom 3

Good

Stair Entry Good

Stringer Entry Good

Threshold Lanai and Exterior Good – Fair



C:\WINNT\Profiles\harrisonpm\Desktop\4Ebs_DB_cd\specs\part 6\RBH Lead Report.doc 10

3 Bedroom Units (continued)
Component Location Paint Condition

Wall Family Room, Garage, Kitchen, Utility,
Living/Dining Room, Lanai, Entry,

Hall/Storage, Bathroom 1, Bathroom 2,
Bathroom 3, Master Bedroom, Bedroom

2, and Bedroom 3

Good

Window Sill Entry, Hall/Storage, Master Bedroom,
Bedroom 2, and Bedroom 3

Good

Table 3

4 Bedrooms Units

Component Location Paint Condition

A/C Box Entry Good

Attic Hatch Hall/Storage Good

Baseboard Family Room, Kitchen, Utility,
Living/Dining Room, Entry, Hall/Storage,
Master Bedroom, Bedroom 2, Bedroom

3, and   Bedroom 4

Good

Basecove Bathroom 1, Bathroom 2, and Bathroom
3

Good

Cabinet Kitchen, Bathroom 1, Bathroom 2, and
Bathroom 3

Good

Ceiling Family Room, Garage, Kitchen, Utility,
Living/Dining Room, Entry, Hall/Storage,
Bathroom 1, Bathroom 2, Bathroom 3,

Master Bedroom, Bedroom 2, Bedroom
3, and   Bedroom 4

Good

Column Exterior Good

Door Family Room, Garage, Entry,
Hall/Storage, Bathroom 1, Bathroom 2,

Bathroom 3, Master Bedroom, Bedroom
2, Bedroom 3, Bedroom 4, and Exterior

Good
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4 Bedroom Units (continued)
Component Location Paint Condition

Door Casing Family Room, Garage, Lanai, Entry,
Hall/Storage, Bathroom 1, Bathroom 2,

Bathroom 3, Master Bedroom, Bedroom
2, Bedroom 3, Bedroom 4, and Exterior

Good

Downspout Exterior Good

Electric Box Exterior Good

Floor Bathroom 1, Bathroom 2, and Bathroom
3

Good

Foundation Exterior Fair – Poor

Fuse Box Exterior Good

Garage Door Garage and Exterior Good

Post Exterior Good - Fair

Railing Entry Good

Shelf Entry, Hall/Storage, Master Bedroom,
Bedroom 2, Bedroom 3, and   Bedroom

4

Good

Stair Entry Good

Stringer Entry Good

Threshold Lanai and Exterior Good – Fair

Wall Family Room, Garage, Kitchen, Utility,
Living/Dining Room, Lanai, Entry,

Hall/Storage, Bathroom 1, Bathroom 2,
Bathroom 3, Master Bedroom, Bedroom

2, Bedroom 3, and Bedroom 4

Good

Window Sill Entry, Hall/Storage, Master Bedroom,
Bedroom 2, Bedroom 3, and   Bedroom

4

Good
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Table 4

5 Bedrooms Units

Component Location Paint Condition

A/C Box Utility Good

Attic Hatch Hall/Storage and Bedroom 4 Good

Baseboard Family Room, Kitchen, Utility,
Living/Dining Room, Entry, Hall/Storage,
Master Bedroom, Bedroom 2, Bedroom

3, Bedroom 4, and Bedroom 5

Good

Basecove Bathroom 1, Bathroom 2, and Bathroom
3

Good

Cabinet Kitchen, Bathroom 1, Bathroom 2, and
Bathroom 3

Good

Ceiling Family Room, Kitchen, Utility,
Living/Dining Room, Entry, Hall/Storage,
Bathroom 1, Bathroom 2, Bathroom 3,

Master Bedroom, Bedroom 2, Bedroom
3, Bedroom 4, and Bedroom 5

Good

Column Exterior Good

Door Utility, Garage, Entry, Hall/Storage,
Bathroom 1, Bathroom 2, Bathroom 3,

Master Bedroom, Bedroom 2, Bedroom
3, Bedroom 4, Bedroom 5, and Exterior

Good

Door Casing Utility, Garage, Lanai, Entry,
Hall/Storage, Bathroom 1, Bathroom 2,

Bathroom 3, Master Bedroom, Bedroom
2, Bedroom 3, Bedroom 4, Bedroom 5,

and Exterior

Good

Downspout Exterior Good

Electric Box Exterior Good

Floor Bathroom 1, Bathroom 2, and Bathroom
3

Good
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5 Bedroom Units (continued)
Component Location Paint Condition

Foundation Exterior Fair – Poor

Fuse Box Exterior Good

Garage Door Garage and Exterior Good

Post Exterior Good - Fair

Railing Entry Good

Shelf Entry, Hall/Storage, Master Bedroom,
Bedroom 2, Bedroom 3, Bedroom 4,

and Bedroom 5

Good

Stair Entry Good

Step Entry Good

Stringer Entry Good

Threshold Lanai and Exterior Good

Wall Family Room, Garage, Kitchen, Utility,
Living/Dining Room, Lanai, Entry,

Hall/Storage, Bathroom 1, Bathroom 2,
Bathroom 3, Master Bedroom, Bedroom

2, Bedroom 3, Bedroom 4, and
Bedroom 5

Good

Window Sill Hall/Storage, Master Bedroom,
Bedroom 2, Bedroom

Good
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3.2 Summary of Component Types Determined to Contain
Lead-Based Paint

The following component types were determined to contain lead-based paint:

2 Bedroom unit

Component Type: Metal Handrail (black)

Typical Location: Handrail associated with stairs leading to 2 nd floor two
bedroom units

Percent above 1.0 mg/cm 2: 87.5%

Condition: Good

5 Bedroom unit

Component Type: Ceramic tile basecove

Typical Location: 1002F – Bathroom 3

Percent above 1.0 mg/cm 2: 1%*

Condition: Good

Notes:

* The percentage of positive ceramic tile basecove fell below 15% requiring confirmatory sampling.  Since
lead in ceramic tile is in the glazing, confirmatory samples could not be collected.  Therefore, the lead
containing ceramic tile basecove is considered localized within unit 1002F (Bathroom 3).  Ceramic tile
basecove may also contain lead in units not tested.
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3.3 Summary of Confirmatory Sample Results

XRF Readings from the foundations of units 1053A and 1070F yielded positive results.  Bulk
paint film samples were collected from the foundations of the two units and analysis results were
below the HUD level (0.5% lead by weight) for lead-based paint

XRF results of the metal stairs associated with the two bedroom units were inconclusive in four
units.  Confirmatory sampling determined this component type to be below the HUD regulatory
limit for lead-based paint.  The following table summarizes all confirmatory samples collected:

Sample ID Number Component Result (% by
weight)

LBP (Yes/No)

Pb-MRBH-1016A-85 Metal stairs (black) 0.13% No

Pb-MRBH-1047-1 Metal stairs (black) 0.023% No

Pb-MRBH-1062-2 Metal stairs (black) 0.027% No

Pb-MRBH-1071-3 Metal stairs (black) 0.023% No

Pb-MRBH-1053-4 Concrete foundation (white) Below reporting
limit

No

Pb-MRBH-1070-5 Concrete foundation (white) Below reporting
limit

No

Conclusions

Ø The metal handrails (black) associated with the exterior stairs of the two bedroom units
contained lead-based paint.

Ø Ceramic tile basecove (blue) located in Bathroom 3 of unit 1002F contained lead.
Ceramic tile basecove may also contain lead in units not tested.

Ø Confirmatory sampling results confirmed that the concentrations of lead in the concrete
foundation (white) and the metal stairs (black) were below the HUD regulatory limit for
lead-based paint.



Appendix A --- Summary Report of XRF Inspection Results
(Component Type Report)



Upon the completion of the XRF testing, results of each component type with 
positive readings were tabulated in a Multi-Family Housing Component Type  
Report.  The following table illustrates the total number of each component   
tested and the percentage of positive and negative results.  

Table A-1

Unit total # # pos % pos # neg % neg
1000E 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1002F 2 1 50.00% 1 50.00%
1004D 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
1016A 1 0 0.00% 1 100.00%
1016E 1 0 0.00% 1 100.00%
1016F 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
1020B 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
1020E 1 0 0.00% 1 100.00%
1031E 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1032A 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1037A 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1038B 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1039A 1 0 0.00% 1 100.00%
1039B 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
1039C 1 0 0.00% 1 100.00%
1039D 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
1040B 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1046A 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1046C 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1047A 1 0 0.00% 1 100.00%
1047B 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
1050E 1 0 0.00% 1 100.00%
1053A 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1053E 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1059A 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1059C 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1060B 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1061C 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1062D 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
1062E 1 0 0.00% 1 100.00%
1063C 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1064E 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1065A 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1065B 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1067B 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%

Component Type Report

(Ceramic tile basecove)
Multi-Family Housing Component Type Report



Table A-1 (cont)

Unit total # # pos % pos # neg % neg
1067C 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1067D 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1069A 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1070F 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1071A 1 0 0.00% 1 100.00%
1071B 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
1071C 1 0 0.00% 1 100.00%
1071F 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
1072F 3 0 0.00% 3 100.00%
1073A 1 0 0.00% 1 100.00%
1073B 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
1073F 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00%

Total 85 1 1.18% 84 98.82%

Ceramic tile basecove
Multi-Family Housing Component Type Report (continued)



Appendix B --- Individual Unit LBP Inspection Reports



Lead-Based Paint Inspection Report Date: 08/24/99
Mayport Naval Station - Ribault Bay Housing
Mayport, Florida
Unit: 1032A (5 bedroom)

Shot Room Name Substrate Component Color Wall Condition Result
*

1 Calibration Red 1.1
2 Calibration Red 1.2
3 Calibration Red 1.1
4 Calibration Wood 0.0
5 Calibration Wood 0.0
6 Calibration Wood 0.0

7 Family Room Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.2
8 Family Room Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.2
9 Family Room Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1
10 Family Room Gypsum Wall White D Good 0.0
11 Family Room Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.2
12 Family Room Wood Baseboard White C Good 0.1

13 Utility Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.1
14 Utility Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.1
15 Utility Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1
16 Utility Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.3
17 Utility Gypsum Ceiling White - Good -0.1
18 Utility Wood Baseboard White B Good -0.1
19 Utility Wood Door White A Good -0.2
20 Utility Wood Door Casing White A Good -0.1
21 Utility Wood A/C Box White B Good -0.1

22 Garage Metal Garage Door White A Good 0.0
23 Garage Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1
24 Garage Wood Door White C Good -0.1
25 Garage Wood Door Casing White C Good -0.1

26 Kitchen Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.1
27 Kitchen Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.3
28 Kitchen Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1
29 Kitchen Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.1
30 Kitchen Gypsum Ceiling White - Good -0.2
31 Kitchen Wood Baseboard White B Good 0.1
32 Kitchen Wood Cabinet Stain B Good -0.1

33 Living/Dining Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.1
34 Living/Dining Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.1
35 Living/Dining Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.2
36 Living/Dining Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.1
37 Living/Dining Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.0
38 Living/Dining Wood Baseboard White A Good 0.3

* Wall A = Street side of the unit (subsequent walls are labeled in a clockwise fashion)



Shot Room Name Substrate Component Color Wall Condition Result
*

* Wall A = Street side of the unit (subsequent walls are labeled in a clockwise fashion)



Shot Room Name Substrate Component Color Wall Condition Result
*

39 Lanai Wood Wall White B Good 0.0
40 Lanai Wood Wall White C Good 0.0
41 Lanai Wood Wall White D Good 0.0
42 Lanai Wood Door Casing White B Good 0.0
43 Lanai Wood Threshold Blue A Good 0.1

44 Entry Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.1
45 Entry Gypsum Wall White B Good 0.0
46 Entry Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1
47 Entry Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.1
48 Entry Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.4
49 Entry Wood Baseboard White B Good -0.2
50 Entry Wood Door White A Good -0.1
51 Entry Wood Door Casing White A Good -0.1
52 Entry Wood Stair White B Good 0.1
53 Entry Wood Railing White - Good -0.1
54 Entry Wood Stair Railing Stain - Good -0.2
55 Entry Wood Stair Stain - Good 0.2
56 Entry Wood Stringer Stain - Good -0.1
57 Entry Wood Shelf White A Good 0.0
58 Entry Metal Door White B Good 0.0

59 Bedroom 5 Gypsum Wall White A Good 0.0
60 Bedroom 5 Gypsum Wall White B Good 0.0
61 Bedroom 5 Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.2
62 Bedroom 5 Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.2
63 Bedroom 5 Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.0
64 Bedroom 5 Wood Baseboard White D Good 0.0
65 Bedroom 5 Metal Door White B Good 0.2
66 Bedroom 5 Wood Door White C Good -0.3
67 Bedroom 5 Wood Door Casing White C Good 0.0
68 Bedroom 5 Wood Window Sill White A Good 0.2
69 Bedroom 5 Wood Shelf White B Good 0.0

70 Bathroom 3 Gypsum Wall White A Good 0.0
71 Bathroom 3 Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.1
72 Bathroom 3 Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1
73 Bathroom 3 Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.1
74 Bathroom 3 Gypsum Ceiling White - Good -0.2
75 Bathroom 3 Ceramic Tile Floor Blue - Good 0.0
76 Bathroom 3 Ceramic Tile Basecove Blue A Good -0.3
77 Bathroom 3 Wood Door White D Good -0.3
78 Bathroom 3 Wood Door Casing White D Good -0.1
79 Bathroom 3 Wood Cabinet Stain C Good 0.0

80 Bedroom 4 Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.2
81 Bedroom 4 Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.2
82 Bedroom 4 Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.2

* Wall A = Street side of the unit (subsequent walls are labeled in a clockwise fashion)



Shot Room Name Substrate Component Color Wall Condition Result
*

83 Bedroom 4 Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.1
84 Bedroom 4 Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.1

* Wall A = Street side of the unit (subsequent walls are labeled in a clockwise fashion)



Shot Room Name Substrate Component Color Wall Condition Result
*

85 Bedroom 4 Wood Baseboard White A Good 0.3
86 Bedroom 4 Wood Door White A Good -0.2
87 Bedroom 4 Wood Door Casing White A Good 0.0
88 Bedroom 4 Metal Door White A Good 0.0
89 Bedroom 4 Wood Window Sill White C Good -0.3
90 Bedroom 4 Wood Shelf White A Good 0.0
91 Bedroom 4 Wood Attic Hatch White - Good -0.1

92 Hall/Storage Gypsum Wall White A Good 0.0
93 Hall/Storage Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.1
94 Hall/Storage Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1
95 Hall/Storage Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.1
96 Hall/Storage Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.0
97 Hall/Storage Wood Baseboard White A Good 0.1
98 Hall/Storage Metal Door White C Good -0.2
99 Hall/Storage Wood Door White A Good -0.2

100 Hall/Storage Wood Door Casing White A Good 0.0
101 Hall/Storage Wood Window Sill White B Good -0.1
102 Hall/Storage Wood Shelf White A Good 0.2
103 Hall/Storage Wood Attic Hatch White - Good -0.2

104 Bedroom 3 Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.1
105 Bedroom 3 Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.1
106 Bedroom 3 Gypsum Wall White C Good 0.0
107 Bedroom 3 Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.2
108 Bedroom 3 Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.0
109 Bedroom 3 Wood Baseboard White B Good -0.1
110 Bedroom 3 Metal Door White D Good -0.1
111 Bedroom 3 Wood Door White A Good -0.3
112 Bedroom 3 Wood Door Casing White A Good 0.0
113 Bedroom 3 Wood Window Sill White C Good -0.1
114 Bedroom 3 Wood Shelf White D Good 0.0

115 Bedroom 2 Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.1
116 Bedroom 2 Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.1
117 Bedroom 2 Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1
118 Bedroom 2 Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.1
119 Bedroom 2 Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.0
120 Bedroom 2 Wood Baseboard White D Good 0.1
121 Bedroom 2 Metal Door White B Good 0.1
122 Bedroom 2 Wood Door White A Good -0.1
123 Bedroom 2 Wood Door Casing White A Good 0.0
124 Bedroom 2 Wood Window Sill White C Good 0.0
125 Bedroom 2 Wood Shelf White B Good -0.1

126 Bathroom 2 Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.1
127 Bathroom 2 Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.1
128 Bathroom 2 Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1

* Wall A = Street side of the unit (subsequent walls are labeled in a clockwise fashion)



Shot Room Name Substrate Component Color Wall Condition Result
*

129 Bathroom 2 Gypsum Wall White D Good 0.0
130 Bathroom 2 Gypsum Ceiling White - Good -0.1

* Wall A = Street side of the unit (subsequent walls are labeled in a clockwise fashion)



Shot Room Name Substrate Component Color Wall Condition Result
*

131 Bathroom 2 Ceramic Tile Floor White - Good -0.1
132 Bathroom 2 Ceramic Tile Basecove White C Good 0.0
133 Bathroom 2 Wood Door White C Good 0.0
134 Bathroom 2 Wood Door Casing White C Good -0.1
135 Bathroom 2 Wood Cabinet Stain A Good 0.0

136 Master Bedroom Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.2
137 Master Bedroom Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.1
138 Master Bedroom Gypsum Wall White C Good 0.0
139 Master Bedroom Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.1
140 Master Bedroom Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.2
141 Master Bedroom Wood Baseboard White B Good 0.1
142 Master Bedroom Metal Door White B Good -0.2
143 Master Bedroom Wood Door White C Good -0.2
144 Master Bedroom Wood Door Casing White C Good 0.2
145 Master Bedroom Wood Window Sill White A Good -0.2
146 Master Bedroom Wood Shelf White A Good 0.0

147 Bathroom 1 Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.1
148 Bathroom 1 Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.1
149 Bathroom 1 Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1
150 Bathroom 1 Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.1
151 Bathroom 1 Gypsum Ceiling White - Good -0.1
152 Bathroom 1 Ceramic Tile Floor Yellow - Good -0.4
153 Bathroom 1 Ceramic Tile Basecove Yellow A Good 0.0
154 Bathroom 1 Wood Cabinet Stain C Good 0.0
155 Bathroom 1 Wood Door White A Good -0.2
156 Bathroom 1 Wood Door Casing White A Good 0.2

157 Exterior Wood Threshold Blue A Good 0.2
158 Exterior Metal Column Black A Good -0.1
159 Exterior Metal Downspout White A Good 0.2
160 Exterior Metal Garage Door Blue A Good -0.1
161 Exterior Concrete Foundation White A Good 0.4
162 Exterior Metal Electric Box White A Good 0.0
163 Exterior Metal Electric Box White B Good 0.0
164 Exterior Concrete Foundation White B Good 0.1
165 Exterior Metal Downspout White C Good 0.3
166 Exterior Wood Threshold Blue C Good 0.0
167 Exterior Concrete Foundation White C Good 0.0
168 Exterior Metal Downspout White D Good -0.1
169 Exterior Metal Electric Box White D Good -0.1
170 Exterior Concrete Foundation White D Good 0.6

171 Calibration Red 1.0
172 Calibration Red 0.9
173 Calibration Red 0.9
174 Calibration Wood 0.0

* Wall A = Street side of the unit (subsequent walls are labeled in a clockwise fashion)



Shot Room Name Substrate Component Color Wall Condition Result
*

175 Calibration Wood 0.0
176 Calibration Wood 0.0

* Wall A = Street side of the unit (subsequent walls are labeled in a clockwise fashion)



Shot Room Name Substrate Component Color Wall Condition Result
*

40 Bedroom 4 Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.2
41 Bedroom 4 Wood Baseboard White A Good -0.1
42 Bedroom 4 Metal Door White A Good -0.2
43 Bedroom 4 Wood Door White A Good -0.2
44 Bedroom 4 Wood Door Casing White A Good -0.1
45 Bedroom 4 Wood Window Sill White C Good 0.1
46 Bedroom 4 Wood Shelf White A Good -0.1
47 Bedroom 4 Wood Attic Hatch White - Good -0.1

48 Family Room Gypsum Wall White A Good 0.0
49 Family Room Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.2
50 Family Room Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1
51 Family Room Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.2
52 Family Room Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.0
53 Family Room Wood Baseboard White D Good 0.1

54 Kitchen Gypsum Wall White A Good 0.0
55 Kitchen Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.1
56 Kitchen Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.2
57 Kitchen Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.1
58 Kitchen Gypsum Ceiling White - Good -0.1
59 Kitchen Wood Baseboard White A Good 0.0
60 Kitchen Wood Cabinet Stain B Good 0.0

61 Hall/Storage Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.1
62 Hall/Storage Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.2
63 Hall/Storage Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.3
64 Hall/Storage Gypsum Wall White D Good 0.0
65 Hall/Storage Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.0
66 Hall/Storage Wood Baseboard White C Good 0.2
67 Hall/Storage Metal Door White C Good -0.1
68 Hall/Storage Wood Door White A Good -0.3
69 Hall/Storage Wood Door Casing White A Good 0.0
70 Hall/Storage Wood Window Sill White B Good 0.0
71 Hall/Storage Wood Shelf White C Good -0.4
72 Hall/Storage Wood Attic Hatch White - Good -0.1

73 Bedroom 3 Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.2
74 Bedroom 3 Gypsum Wall White B Good 0.0
75 Bedroom 3 Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.2
76 Bedroom 3 Gypsum Wall White D Good 0.0
77 Bedroom 3 Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.0
78 Bedroom 3 Wood Baseboard White A Good 0.0
79 Bedroom 3 Metal Door White D Good -0.1
80 Bedroom 3 Wood Door White A Good -0.1
81 Bedroom 3 Wood Door Casing White A Good -0.1
82 Bedroom 3 Wood Window Sill White C Good -0.1
83 Bedroom 3 Wood Shelf White D Good -0.2

* Wall A = Street side of the unit (subsequent walls are labeled in a clockwise fashion)



Shot Room Name Substrate Component Color Wall Condition Result
*

84 Bedroom 2 Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.3
85 Bedroom 2 Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.1
86 Bedroom 2 Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1
87 Bedroom 2 Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.1
88 Bedroom 2 Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.0
89 Bedroom 2 Wood Baseboard White C Good -0.2
90 Bedroom 2 Metal Door White B Good -0.1
91 Bedroom 2 Wood Door White A Good 0.0
92 Bedroom 2 Wood Door Casing White A Good 0.0
93 Bedroom 2 Wood Window Sill White C Good 0.0
94 Bedroom 2 Wood Shelf White B Good -0.1

95 Bathroom 2 Gypsum Wall White A Good 0.0
96 Bathroom 2 Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.1
97 Bathroom 2 Gypsum Wall White C Good 0.0
98 Bathroom 2 Gypsum Wall White D Good 0.0
99 Bathroom 2 Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.0

100 Bathroom 2 Ceramic Tile Floor Green/gray - Good -0.2
101 Bathroom 2 Ceramic Tile Basecove Green C Good -0.1
102 Bathroom 2 Wood Door White C Good -0.2
103 Bathroom 2 Wood Door Casing White C Good -0.1
104 Bathroom 2 Wood Cabinet Stain A Good -0.1

105 Master Bedroom Gypsum Wall White A Good 0.0
106 Master Bedroom Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.4
107 Master Bedroom Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1
108 Master Bedroom Gypsum Wall White D Good 0.2
109 Master Bedroom Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.2
110 Master Bedroom Wood Baseboard White B Good -0.1
111 Master Bedroom Metal Door White B Good -0.1
112 Master Bedroom Wood Door White C Good -0.1
113 Master Bedroom Wood Door Casing White C Good 0.0
114 Master Bedroom Wood Window Sill White A Good 0.0
115 Master Bedroom Wood Shelf White C Good 0.0

116 Bathroom 1 Gypsum Wall White A Good 0.0
117 Bathroom 1 Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.1
118 Bathroom 1 Gypsum Wall White C Good 0.0
119 Bathroom 1 Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.2
120 Bathroom 1 Gypsum Ceiling White - Good -0.2
121 Bathroom 1 Ceramic Tile Floor Yellow - Good -0.4
122 Bathroom 1 Ceramic Tile Basecove Yellow C Good -0.1
123 Bathroom 1 Wood Door White A Good -0.2
124 Bathroom 1 Wood Door Casing White A Good 0.0
125 Bathroom 1 Wood Cabinet Stain D Good -0.2

126 Utility Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.1

* Wall A = Street side of the unit (subsequent walls are labeled in a clockwise fashion)



Shot Room Name Substrate Component Color Wall Condition Result
*

127 Utility Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.1
128 Utility Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1
129 Utility Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.2
130 Utility Gypsum Ceiling White - Good -0.1
131 Utility Wood Baseboard White B Good 0.0
132 Utility Wood Door White A Good -0.2
133 Utility Wood Door Casing White A Good 0.0
134 Utility Wood A/C Box White B Good 0.2

135 Garage Metal Garage Door White A Good 0.2
136 Garage Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.2
137 Garage Wood Door White C Good 0.2
138 Garage Wood Door Casing White C Good -0.1

139 Bedroom 5 Gypsum Wall White A Good 0.0
140 Bedroom 5 Gypsum Wall White B Good 0.0
141 Bedroom 5 Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1
142 Bedroom 5 Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.1
143 Bedroom 5 Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.0
144 Bedroom 5 Wood Baseboard White B Good 0.2
145 Bedroom 5 Metal Door White B Good -0.1
146 Bedroom 5 Wood Door White C Good -0.1
147 Bedroom 5 Wood Door Casing White C Good 0.0
148 Bedroom 5 Wood Window Sill White A Good -0.1
149 Bedroom 5 Wood Shelf White B Good -0.3

150 Bathroom 3 Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.1
151 Bathroom 3 Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.3
152 Bathroom 3 Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1
153 Bathroom 3 Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.2
154 Bathroom 3 Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.0
155 Bathroom 3 Ceramic Tile Floor Blue - Good -0.2
156 Bathroom 3 Ceramic Tile Basecove Blue D Good -0.2
157 Bathroom 3 Wood Door White D Good 0.0
158 Bathroom 3 Wood Door Casing White D Good 0.0
159 Bathroom 3 Wood Cabinet Stain C Good -0.2

160 Exterior Metal Column Black A Good -0.1
161 Exterior Wood Door Blue A Good -0.1
162 Exterior Wood Threshold Blue A Good -0.1
163 Exterior Wood Door Casing Blue A Good -0.1
164 Exterior Concrete Foundation White A Fair 0.0
165 Exterior Metal Downspout White A Good 0.3
166 Exterior Wood Post White A Fair -0.2
167 Exterior Metal Electric Box White A Good 0.0
168 Exterior Metal Electric Box White B Good 0.1
169 Exterior Concrete Foundation White B Fair 0.4
170 Exterior Concrete Foundation White C Fair -0.1

* Wall A = Street side of the unit (subsequent walls are labeled in a clockwise fashion)



Shot Room Name Substrate Component Color Wall Condition Result
*

171 Exterior Wood Threshold Blue C Good 0.0
172 Exterior Metal Downspout White C Good -0.1
173 Exterior Metal Electric Box Green C Good 0.0
174 Exterior Metal Downspout White D Good 0.1
175 Exterior Metal Electric Box White D Good -0.1
176 Exterior Concrete Foundation White D Fair 0.1
177 Exterior Metal Garage Door Blue A Good -0.1

178 Calibration Red 1.1
179 Calibration Red 1.2
180 Calibration Red 1.1
181 Calibration Wood -0.1
182 Calibration Wood 0.0
183 Calibration Wood 0.1

* Wall A = Street side of the unit (subsequent walls are labeled in a clockwise fashion)



Lead-Based Paint Inspection Report Date: 08/26/99
Mayport Naval Station - Ribault Bay Housing
Mayport, Florida
Unit: 1065B (4 bedroom)

Shot Room Name Substrate Component Color Wall Condition Result
*

1 Calibration Red 1.2
2 Calibration Red 1.0
3 Calibration Red 1.0
4 Calibration Wood -0.1
5 Calibration Wood 0.1
6 Calibration Wood 0.1

7 Family Room Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.2
8 Family Room Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.1
9 Family Room Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.2
10 Family Room Gypsum Wall White D Good 0.1
11 Family Room Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.0
12 Family Room Wood Baseboard White C Good 0.0
13 Family Room Wood Door White A Good 0.0
14 Family Room Wood Door Casing White A Good -0.1

15 Garage Metal Garage Door White A Good 0.0
16 Garage Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.2
17 Garage Wood Door White C Good 0.0
18 Garage Wood Door Casing White C Good -0.1
19 Garage Gypsum Ceiling White - Good -0.1

20 Kitchen Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.3
21 Kitchen Gypsum Wall White B Good 0.0
22 Kitchen Gypsum Wall White C Good 0.0
23 Kitchen Gypsum Wall White D Good 0.0
24 Kitchen Gypsum Ceiling White - Good -0.2
25 Kitchen Wood Baseboard White A Good 0.0
26 Kitchen Wood Cabinet Stain B Good 0.0

27 Utility Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.1
28 Utility Gypsum Wall White B Good 0.0
29 Utility Gypsum Wall White C Good 0.1
30 Utility Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.2
31 Utility Gypsum Ceiling White - Good -0.2
32 Utility Wood Baseboard White A Good 0.1

33 Living/Dining Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.2
34 Living/Dining Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.2
35 Living/Dining Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.2
36 Living/Dining Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.3
37 Living/Dining Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.0
38 Living/Dining Wood Baseboard White A Good 0.2

* Wall A = Street side of the unit (subsequent walls are labeled in a clockwise fashion)



Shot Room Name Substrate Component Color Wall Condition Result
*

* Wall A = Street side of the unit (subsequent walls are labeled in a clockwise fashion)



Shot Room Name Substrate Component Color Wall Condition Result
*

39 Lanai Wood Wall White B Good 0.0
40 Lanai Wood Wall White C Good 0.0
41 Lanai Wood Wall White D Good -0.1
42 Lanai Wood Door Casing White B Good -0.1
43 Lanai Wood Threshold Blue A Good 0.0

44 Entry Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.1
45 Entry Gypsum Wall White B Good 0.0
46 Entry Gypsum Wall White C Good 0.0
47 Entry Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.3
48 Entry Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.0
49 Entry Wood Baseboard White B Good -0.4
50 Entry Metal Door White D Good -0.2
51 Entry Wood Door White A Good -0.1
52 Entry Wood Door Casing White A Good -0.1
53 Entry Wood Shelf White A Good -0.2
54 Entry Wood Stair Stain - Good 0.0
55 Entry Wood Stringer White - Good 0.0
56 Entry Wood Railing White - Good 0.0
57 Entry Wood Railing Stain - Good 0.0
58 Entry Wood A/C Box White D Good -0.1

59 Bathroom 3 Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.2
60 Bathroom 3 Gypsum Wall White B Good 0.0
61 Bathroom 3 Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1
62 Bathroom 3 Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.1
63 Bathroom 3 Gypsum Ceiling White - Good -0.1
64 Bathroom 3 Ceramic Tile Floor Blue - Good -0.2
65 Bathroom 3 Ceramic Tile Basecove White B Good -0.3
66 Bathroom 3 Wood Door White B Good -0.2
67 Bathroom 3 Wood Door Casing White B Good -0.1
68 Bathroom 3 Wood Cabinet Stain D Good -0.1

69 Hall/Storage Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.2
70 Hall/Storage Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.2
71 Hall/Storage Gypsum Wall White C Good 0.0
72 Hall/Storage Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.1
73 Hall/Storage Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.1
74 Hall/Storage Wood Baseboard White D Good -0.1
75 Hall/Storage Metal Door White B Good -0.1
76 Hall/Storage Wood Door White D Good -0.2
77 Hall/Storage Wood Door Casing White D Good 0.0
78 Hall/Storage Wood Shelf White C Good -0.1
79 Hall/Storage Wood Attic Hatch White - Good -0.1

80 Bedroom 4 Gypsum Wall White A Good 0.0
81 Bedroom 4 Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.1
82 Bedroom 4 Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.2

* Wall A = Street side of the unit (subsequent walls are labeled in a clockwise fashion)



Shot Room Name Substrate Component Color Wall Condition Result
*

83 Bedroom 4 Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.3
84 Bedroom 4 Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.2
85 Bedroom 4 Wood Baseboard White A Good 0.0
86 Bedroom 4 Metal Door White C Good -0.1
87 Bedroom 4 Wood Door White C Good -0.3
88 Bedroom 4 Wood Door Casing White C Good 0.2
89 Bedroom 4 Wood Window Sill White A Good 0.0
90 Bedroom 4 Wood Shelf White C Good 0.0

91 Master Bedroom Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.2
92 Master Bedroom Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.2
93 Master Bedroom Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1
94 Master Bedroom Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.1
95 Master Bedroom Gypsum Ceiling White - Good -0.2
96 Master Bedroom Wood Baseboard White B Good 0.0
97 Master Bedroom Metal Door White B Good -0.1
98 Master Bedroom Wood Door White B Good -0.1
99 Master Bedroom Wood Door Casing White B Good 0.0

100 Master Bedroom Wood Window Sill White A Good -0.1
101 Master Bedroom Wood Shelf White C Good 0.0

102 Bathroom 1 Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.2
103 Bathroom 1 Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.2
104 Bathroom 1 Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1
105 Bathroom 1 Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.1
106 Bathroom 1 Gypsum Ceiling White - Good -0.1
107 Bathroom 1 Ceramic Tile Floor Yellow - Good -0.2
108 Bathroom 1 Ceramic Tile Basecove Yellow A Good -0.1
109 Bathroom 1 Wood Door White B Good -0.1
110 Bathroom 1 Wood Door Casing White B Good -0.1
111 Bathroom 1 Wood Cabinet Stain C Good -0.2

112 Bathroom 2 Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.2
113 Bathroom 2 Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.1
114 Bathroom 2 Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1
115 Bathroom 2 Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.1
116 Bathroom 2 Gypsum Ceiling White - Good -0.1
117 Bathroom 2 Ceramic Tile Floor Green - Good 0.0
118 Bathroom 2 Ceramic Tile Basecove Green C Good -0.2
119 Bathroom 2 Wood Door White B Good 0.0
120 Bathroom 2 Wood Door Casing White B Good 0.0
121 Bathroom 2 Wood Cabinet Stain A Good 0.0

122 Bedroom 2 Gypsum Wall White A Good -0.2
123 Bedroom 2 Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.1
124 Bedroom 2 Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.1
125 Bedroom 2 Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.2
126 Bedroom 2 Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.1

* Wall A = Street side of the unit (subsequent walls are labeled in a clockwise fashion)



Shot Room Name Substrate Component Color Wall Condition Result
*

127 Bedroom 2 Wood Baseboard White C Good -0.1
128 Bedroom 2 Metal Door White B Good 0.0
129 Bedroom 2 Wood Door White A Good -0.1
130 Bedroom 2 Wood Door Casing White A Good 0.0
131 Bedroom 2 Wood Window Sill White C Good 0.0
132 Bedroom 2 Wood Shelf White B Good -0.1

133 Bedroom 3 Gypsum Wall White A Good 0.0
134 Bedroom 3 Gypsum Wall White B Good -0.1
135 Bedroom 3 Gypsum Wall White C Good -0.2
136 Bedroom 3 Gypsum Wall White D Good -0.1
137 Bedroom 3 Gypsum Ceiling White - Good 0.1
138 Bedroom 3 Wood Baseboard White A Good 0.1
139 Bedroom 3 Metal Door White D Good -0.1
140 Bedroom 3 Wood Door White A Good -0.3
141 Bedroom 3 Wood Door Casing White A Good 0.0
142 Bedroom 3 Wood Window Sill White C Good -0.3
143 Bedroom 3 Wood Shelf White D Good 0.0

144 Calibration Red 1.1
145 Calibration Red 1.2
146 Calibration Red 1.0
147 Calibration Wood 0.2
148 Calibration Wood 0.1
149 Calibration Wood 0.1

* Wall A = Street side of the unit (subsequent walls are labeled in a clockwise fashion)



Appendix C --- Laboratory Report for Paint Chip Sample
Analysis



Appendix D --- Floor Plans Illustrating Extent of LBP (Typical
Housing Unit Floor Plans)



















Appendix E --- Multifamily Decision Flowchart





Appendix F --- Accreditations and Certifications
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