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Chron No.

CONTACT REPORT

I

lob No. Darnof Contact Type of Conta_c Phone Call XX
Bechtel

222 t4 7/6/94 Tdecon Office
RFP X036 Cheat Office

Jobsito
Other

Company Contact Name & Title Bechtel Nan_ & Title

Bechtel A1Arollano Jacques Lord
San Diego JoeZarnock Sr. Bnvironmental Sdcutist

, Cai Dep't of Toxic Substance Control
Purpose of Contact:

Subsequent to the Pro-ProposalMeeting for thc E1ToroRFI (X036; held 6/27/94), a letter of CalDTSC
comments on thoEl Toro RFA was made available tome. The PPC at_nde_ (I. Ashram_ri,D, Cowscr, L.
Hocnec_kez,D. Tcdaldi, J, Lord) assumed that the comments from DTSC requested thai 8 SWMUs which had
been recommcoded for no furtheractionbe included for further assesjlilent as a condition for TDSCs approval
of the RFA. It was ourund_lying assumption at this PPCm_ting that the DTSC was ou board with the Navy
requesting the CLEAN It contractor to per/erin thc next RCRA c_roctive actionsteps (i.e. to do an RFI).

However, the_mal comments from TI)SC .m silnificimtty different from the assum-tiotu made at thc PPCon
6/27/94, T'ne_f._'. text impli_i that the P.FA wu approved by TDSC so long as cm'tainSVvEVIUswcrc
inveatigatadfurther with the results attached as an addsmdumto the RFA.

Therefor%I called the TI)SC to _et elmficadon on their comments.
Results:

Whil_ Al A._U_o was thesi/nature on the letter (dated 5/17/94), the author of thecommits was JoeZamock.

fi[[[inform_ me that he did not want to s_ ANY RCRA conrectiveactions take plar_ bo_u_ "pemfit-
n_x_cations talintoo long, am too cum_ome andinefficient a vehicle" to meet Base Closure Plan Schedales,
He further commented th,, an RFA wasperformed only u a vehicle to collect Site Assessmm_ dn,_ on the
"SWM'Us" since he claimed the Navy could not conduct CERCLA skeulessmcnt actionson a site that was
already listed on thc N'PL. Essentially the RIrAform_s__twas a "work-around" in an otherwise CERCLA-ckiven

.2r?
l_ututeAction to bc Takeo:

Since the RFP that we discussed is asking for the pm-fimnanocof an RFI, andthis is in direct conflict with what
the TDSC is looking for, I want to bring this to the attention of the Iii Toro RFI RPM before getting too far into
the cost proposal. I would like to m_t with the samogroup that met 6/27/94 in the PPC to rcuscas the ptopo,al
outline in light of thc TI)SC conun_t. (attached).

Pr_are_ l_Y: _ D_ X_o'e,atlon: Date: '
_/311

Jacques P. Lord __K / San Diego. 7/7/94



JUL 07 '94 10:22AM BECHTEL MATIOMAL 619/6B?8?B? P.3

Distribution: Route Copy Other: Route Copy

.1',Moe _ D, Cowsor XX
I. Kluoscngr _ XX D, Tedaldi _ XX
$. Chapman , J. Ashnmn (SWDIV) XX
I.Matthews .. L. Hocneck_ (SWDIV) _ XX
M,McKe_

Kown XX
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Ori_uator I. P. Lord .XX
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I_)EPARTMENT OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES CONTROL
R_ 4
;,4&W4_!lroe_. $u_ IM
_,,'_ g.w.h.GA9011_1.4,ad.4

Revised Ve='J;,_on

17, 1994

_r. B=eC _aines
BRAC ZnvironmenCal Coordinator
SouChwesc Division
Naval Facilities E_gtneertng Command
Code 1831.B_
1220 Pacific Highway
San Diego, Calk_ornia 92132-5181

Dear Mr. Raises:

A_PKOVAL WITH _ODIFICATIONS OF IAR=HE COR_ A_R $T&_XOm EL _ORO,

rAOZ_ZTY Am$_S_ [_F&] _U_SO_W

in a letter da=e_ Janua_-f 24, 1994, the California
DeparUnenC o_ Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) indicated Chac i=
had completed _.Cs review of the sub:jecc _i_l RXA aej;o='= (Volumes
I through V) da=ed J_ly 1.6,1993, AC Oho time,, we did n_c
approve =he Final _A Re_o=_ because several Solid Waste
M_nagemenC UniCs/Areu _= Concern (SWMUs/AOCs) that were
=eco_ende_ _or _u=the= action ha_ no= been i_corpora_ed into _.e

aem_ial In_esCigaCion/Feasibilfcy Study_hR,/PS,rog=am asOpe_ble Uni= (0U) 4 or another program o= c_r--_ive and/or
remedial action. Moreover, DTSC recon_n4ed additional
sWMUs/_OC; fo= further action.

E_closed with =his !eC_e= a_e mo_ificaClons =hat need Co be
ma_e. These modifica=ions may be ma_e b_ attaching =he enclosure

DTSC hereby approves the F/_a_ R_A ,_epo,t'e wibh _he s_e¢i_ied
mo_ifica_ions, If you have any questions concerning this maCt:ec,
please contact me aC. (310) _90-¢920, .. , , -. , .

Sincerely,

Albert A. Arellano, Jr., ;',l.
_e_&on 4 Base Closure Uni=
office Of Military Facilities

Enclosure
cc: See next page,
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#1', _4_aeB
X_L,y_Ts 1S_4
_aire

cc:'W_l:. And7 Piszkin
R_di_l _=QjecC _nage_
Southwest Div_aion
Naval _aciliCies _'_g_eering Co=_nd
Co_e i$)I.AP
1220 Paei_£¢ Highway
San Diego, Californ_a 92132-5181

Con_uLn_ing_eneral
Aeon: Mr. Wayne Lee
Environmental Depa=_men=, 1AU
Marine Corps Ai= S_aCion
E1 Toro, Cali_o=nia 92709-5010

Mr. john Hamill
U.S. Environmental Pro_eccionAgency
Region IX
H_za_ous Waste _anagemenC Div_sion, H-9-2
75 HawChozne Street
San _ranctsco, Cali=o=_ia 94105-3_01

_'. John _=oder£ck
_egional WaCe_ _ualityCon_rol Board
Santa Aha Region
2010 Iowa Avenue, Suite 100
Riverside, California 92_07-2409

Mr. James Hencl=on
_unCy o_ Orange
E_vironmen=al H_al_h Division
2009 _as_ Edinge= Avenue
S_nca Ana, cali_own_a 92705-4?20
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D.TSC z_r_DzF:Z:CA_'ZONS TO
FraZ;t_ RFA _PORT

,N CAS EL TORO

The =ollowing S_s/AOCe and underground storage tanks
(USTm), Chac DTgC identified in the January 24, 1994 lector, have
been inCorpora_ed into _he alia Asa/tireless amd ClofuL'e (miata)
aleamt_ Slam (JCl) dared Maxch 21, 1994 axt4 recomaten_ec[for
furcher action. Please see the DTSC lector dared
January 24, 1994 for additional inCormaCion on Chess SWHUs/A0Cs
and USTs.

E_Lt/A2CA_

· 84 (oil/ware= separator [0WS] 298-¢)
· 145 (UST 529 - Waste 0il)
· ls1 (ows605-C)
L_. 173 (0wa 671)
· [75 (0Wa 672-A)
· 176 (UST 672-B)
· 199 (0WS ?Sg-A)

_ · 298 (UST 392 - Waste Oil)

· a= Tank Fal'1_S 2, 3, S and 6
· 240-A (removed); rel_laced by UST-797
· 398 (commonly known as $anX 39S)

We require ChaC Cha sap be modi£ied CO address '£urCher
actionaC the following FN_Us/AOCs (again,pleasesee the DTSC
lectorearedJanuary24,'1994for additionalinformation):

· 7 (Transformer SCo::age SiCs)

The one Aample lore=ion invesCiga_ed during t.heRA?A did
-. , noC necessarily charac_erize this sics.

· 9 (Fuel Bladder)

The _FA investigation provided no evidence that
",, petroleum hydrocarbon conCamtnaCion is limt_e_ =o 5

_emC below gxo_nd Surface (bgs). To[al fuel
hydrocarbon (TFH)-diesel was detectedac 5 _eeCbga ac
a concentrationof 414 Dares per million (ppm); deeper
samples were nuc collected. The poCen=ial for
contamination ac deeds= depCha should be invesciga_e_.

1
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DTS¢ Modifications _o _lnal JtF&ae_

HayS, 1994

· 244 (Polychlo=inated BiDhe_l £PCB_ Spill Area)

The exten_ o= absence o_ pos{ibis.residualcontamination Shoul_ bm ¢on_rmed

· 267 (DroD Taz%kFuel Storage Axes)

T_is SWMU/AOC w_e reoon_e_e_ =or a saml_ling visit in
=_e D_= S=eliminaxFRew&ew/V_Euml ni=e Z_fK]pe==&o,m
(_R/VSX) Rams==, date_ July 3, 1991, but was not
s_mpled during the aFA investigation,

. Hazardous Waste Sa_elli:e Accumulation A=ea_

Decontamination and/or removal s_=ategies (e,g., at
concrete pad strut=utes) should be evaluated,

we require =ha_ =he wanJc__ac Plan ¢_], being
developed as par= of base closuFe, address uhe _ollowing UST,
a_ovegFound s_orage tank (AST} and 0WS conaerns:

· 20 (UST T-¢ talso known as UST ¢14-C] - Waste JP-5)

The RFA investigation provided no evidence _hat
pe=roleum hydroca=bon con=amin&tion ks limited _o 5
=em= _gs. TFH-diesel was de=acteda: 5 _ee= bgs at a
concentration o_ 463 ppm; deeps= s_les were not
collected.. T_e'D0=en=ial for con_am!nation a_ dee_er
de_hs should be invu=igated.

· 48 (UST 178 - waste Oil)

The 10 foot depth sa_ls (_op sample) of angle boring
A1 with a =o=al'pmtrols_ hy_L=oca=bon (TPH) result of
822 ppm indicates possible su=£ielal soil
con_amina=iOn. A= a _ti_imum, addi=i_nal analyses
should consist of scm/volatile oxg_/%iC compounds,

.... me=aLs a_pe=roleum hydrocarbons.

. 65 (UST 240-B)/66 (OWS 240-C), 20S (0WS _61-A)/206 (UST
761-_), and 211 (OWS 763-A)/212 (UST'763-_)

At these three OWS systems, _he 0WS and UST axe
separated by approximately 15 to 20 feet a_d o_ly one
25 _00= bo=lng, sinus=ed be=ween _he two units, was
used _or %he RFA evaluation.
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DTSC XodificaCions Co Final .VA aapoz_
May 17, 1994

J

, 129 (UST or 0WS 445-¢ - WamCm 0il)

An observed stained area identified in tllmDz_£_ _A,q_Z
aepor= should be invesCigata_l, The SC&ine_ area ia
approximately 4. _-eeC in di_Ce= and _bouC 25 feet wmsC
of the wall of Buildi_%g445 and 12 fee= sou:h of =he '
concrete Dad surrounding =he pump unica.

· 231 (UST 800-E - Waste 0il)
b

Even =hough P_A sample results did no= indlcaCe
conCa_ina=ion, addi=ion=l investigation and/or relnovA1
is recoa_nendedfor Chis UST which failed a tank _eSC
conducted in I990.

, 260 (AST - JP-5)

The _ or JOt should include a D=oposal Co evalua=e
=he large stain.'observed on =he pavement of this £on_mr
storage tank. Since =he pav_nenC was cracked aC =he
stain area, kC is possible _haC soil may have been
fmpacC_ _ releases.

We require ChaC =he _ evaluate ar,rarefies_or =he
following OWSs ChAC appA=en=ly weze no= investigated in =he LFA
bur we=e iden=ified in an'0WS survey report (April, 1993)
prepared _ _aw/Crandall_

· B-658
- B-_44
· 280
· 324

· 802
, 845
, 850/851
· 8_2

· · 896 .... "
· 897
· 1702


