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^ RFA SiZGs: NAVY CONCURS VITH CONFIR?f.ATORY SAVPLIXG PRIOR TO RF1 

SZCX Site 25. DRMO Past iiazardo-us Vaste Storage 

SZC Site 46. Pole Storage Yard 

AOC SLte C. Transformer Storage Ares near Slds 2X2 

II. Sk2Ws CORRESPONDING TO fR SITES CVRREKTLY VXDER IR PROGR43 EFFORTS 

3ls~ed here 2re WKs identified in the 1988 RFh report which correspond to L. 
&Y--as idezzlfied 2s IR sites. Since furt‘ner action cider the IF. program at 
52ese sires 55 currelliiy underway, these sites -<ill not at ** - LL11.S time b2 
addressed under RCRA Corrective Action. A-fte- - & issuance of the Eaval Station 
:NAVSTA) 3 oosevelt Roads %%A permit and ai an appropriate poini in time! 
f:J:-Are _ zctior-s will be conducted under RC?L4 Corrective Action and all 
sabsequext documer,ts will follow RCRA format. Prior efforts will not be 

+- s CoTiverLcc to RCRA format. Ever? though C"rr e3i efforts continue under t-he 
Z3trT' r^orm.a;, the RCRA Corrective Acticn Section of E?A will be kept informed " -4 
Of all efforts and will be provided with an opportunity to review and comment 
02 all. work. SLXGs currently in the IR program are indicated below. 

SW?C Site L9/IR Site 21. Pesticide Yaste Storage Bide 121 A draft 
closure plan was prepared for this site and su~k2.tied in Jrrne 1992 to Zr 
yic-nae' . 30etzsch, -. -- Carribean Facility Sectlen of EPA Region II; the Kavv 4 
Is a:;ai-; ,,ng EPA approval. A Workpian for confirmatory sampt_ing efforts 
is c~~rrently being prepared and shall be forwarded 'by XAVSTA Roosevelt 
Roads under separate cover for EPA review and comment in July 19912. 30th 
*- Jle Carribean Facility Section and the Carrlbear. Corrective Action 
Section of EPA Region II shall receive a copy of al? reports regarding 
-- -.I e confirmatory sampling efforts. AS indicated in the draft closure 
pian, the confirmatorp sampling will be supporting documentation. The 

* . saz~p~rizg results shall be incorporated as part of the ciosrrre plan 
assuming results are received prior to the closure plan approvai; 
05erwise , it will be provided as a separate document to the closure 
3: 6". 0 . - 



N 

“,.
,, 

,” 
.,*

, 
., 

,“/
,, 

,.“
,, 

r 
,.,

,*,
 

/.I
c,,

 
“, 

v,,
 

I# 
,.a

 



‘C Site I$, 1.. \ Sr,senada I ' lkionca Snoreliize 2nd Xaneroves 
::: November 1991. 

RI,/'FS efforts begar, 
As part 05 Zhese efforts, a workplan is currer;tlv 

'oelng _ 3reDared and s'nali be forwarded by KAVS?X Roosevelt Roads render 
se>araze cover for EPA review ar?d comment in JuL?; i992. The Niivy 
Selieves t-he resu'lts of these efforts will either concf~& this site 
needs r.o funher action or =^uture action mav be limited 20 annual size , 
i7saections ‘ . for any visual oil releases. 

.:-dd; iior?al Lzformation ~2s requesied for sOme sL:es idep*:ified in the 1988 _3,,F;- 

reDOr?. t:?ltit did noi correlate with 2p,,v IR sites. Ttie information on th~c- v-t: 
sizes ;-iii be provided as soon as it is availa-ble. 

AOC site A. TorDedo Shop 

:-‘ 
* 7; . RFA S.-MS PROPOSED BY NAVY FOR NO FGRTHER ACTION UND3R RCU CORRXTIVE 

ACTION 

3ased on a review of Kavy records for the STW?%s identified ir! the 1988 R~A 
rc~crt 2nd 2 site visit of the SW%0s performed bv the Na\?. i?- Xarc‘s. 1982. the 
>;am- co- a' ..cludes several of t'hese sites eiti=r w. u- require no further action OY 2re 
c:--lep-=l-g 'oeLpLg -A*-. addressed under regulatory compliance programs other th.an 
C3.CTLk/Sh?..4 arx? RCFL?l . FOZ the specizic reasons outlined below, the Xavy 
rZCAUeS:S these SWXs be dropped from any further action under XXA Correct<ve 
Action efforts. 

?ZA Si_te 4. Drone Fuel Drain Oil/Water SeDarator The 1988 RFA report 
recommended integrity testing of t-his SeparaiOr. However, this separator 
processes wastewater ir? contact with JP-Li, JP-5, and/or tijdrauiic oils 
and Lu‘Dricants which are categorized 2s Petroleum, Oils, and Lubricants 
(POLSj. These are excluded 2s hazardous substances under CERCLct's POL 
exclusion: clause and are non-hazardous materials. In addition, there is 
no reason to believe these POLs would come in contact wirb any RCRA 
kazardous materials. Furthermore, *-*I Llhe any other tankage designed and 
-tJui;t jy t'ne Navy to process wastewaters, t'ne li‘avy used the workin!; 
stress method for structural desrgn (comparable to .&nericrir. Concrete 
lnstltute Code Section 305: whereby the likelihood of structural cracks . . are mrnlm.izea. Considering t5at there are no hazardous nayerials, 
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SiXT ST:e 5/1R Site 11. Fcrmer Paint Storage Bldg. 145 This site was 
5 r' ^ _ - 1 c .- ̂  L.Jc,..-il;= d iz botk the RF+. and IAS. T'he 1988 RF-A report recomner.ded 
add:+iopzl information be provided and the i 1 IAS recommended further 
actior.s (i.e. sampling) under the IR prograz. Dzring the IAS, ssmples 
-were taken of some of the material contained in the building :see page 2- 
8 of :he XAS, enclosure (3), for details on sampling effort!. Resuits 
in.dicated that the majority of the material couid be classified .Z.S 

h2z2rdous. Durin- 6 the SU& ..-_ -----'D of the Site investigation (SI), it was 
determined that this site posed an immediate threat. To expedite 
cle2rq, i‘he SI and the Remedial Investigation/Peasibiity Study (RI/FS) 
phases Tcere then s'kipped, and this site went directly into the RD/EL% 
phase. The RD/XA phase consisted of 2 removal action. Curing Spring 
1988, aii material was recontainerized, removed and properiy disposed of, 
and zhe floor was cleaned. The building was l.eft completely empty. 
Sixe 211 materials have been removed and spills and leaks have ‘been 
cleaned CD I ? this site is believed to pose no furher threat. The Navy 
recommends no further action under RCRA or CERCliA due to cleanup of the 
.Sl;;. 

SZC Site T/IX Site 12. Tow Wav Road Fuels Farm T'nis site was identified 
. . . i?? S0Zn <ne RFA and IAS as requiring further efforts (i.e. sampling). 
Note 12 Si;e 12 is comprised of SXGG Sites 7 and 8. From 1986 through 
1088: a3 SI (confirmatory sampling) was conducted 2s part of the IR 
progal. Tine resl.2lts of these efforts revealed t-hat this site reqt:Lred 
f~~--iher efforts wh; &o'n would appropriately 'be included under the Nat?; 
Znder ground Storage Tank (UST) program, as the contamination was due 
solely zo petroleum products and the Navy has no reason to beiieve t'nese 
PO2 came 1n contact w- ;th RCRA 'hazardous materials. As previously noted. 
POSs are excluded as hazardous substances under CARLA. xus t in 1.990, 
t?nis site was transferred to the Navy CST program. Under the Navy UST 
ZJ-ogra~, I - the final site characterization repor i was comp1eted for the 
fuel farm in February 1992 and submitted to Yr. Tomas RI-cera, Vater 
Quality Area Director at the P.R. Environmental Quality Zoard. This 
f ir.21 report! which details the sampling tnat has been performed to date, 
was conducted to meet Commonr;ealth of Puerto Rico and US7 regulation Part 
y A system is currently being inscalled to remove free product from the 
s:;e. A corrective action plan Gill be deveioped and will include future 
s aipl ing requirements. it is expected the corrective action plan fill be 
com?ieted by October 1992. 

. _I Since these contaminants are POLs ana nave 
FlOZ come into contact wL5n hazardous materials nor are they considered 
hazar dous subsiances, this siie is being handled under the UST program 
(LO CFR 280). Therefore, the Navy recommends that this site be dropped 
Fr ^-. A... 02 further errorb +s under RCR4 Corrective Action. 

sIi%d Site 8/IR Site 12. Tow 'h'av Road DiSDOS61 'Pits Note IR Site 12 is 
comprised of S'W?5U Sites 7 and 8. Therefore, refer to write-up of SXX 
Site 7 above for details. 
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S-ZII Site 21. 2oni;t.s The l988 22.G. :-e?ort recoz3?ezded inzegc_ity testicg 
Ear these Dorxts, S Donut Ls a floating oil xa:e~- separator (W&S) :~sed 
to tre=;- -.. the bilgewater from h‘avy vesseis prier tc discharge. Donuts are 
7zo't statronary (i.e. mobile) 5‘3: are moved aSo;?t t'ne harbor as needid to 
se y,-e various ships in port; 30nuts are "vessels". not RCZ& SLjyxlJs. The 
cy-,Lcal operarlon of the Donut was to rozzinel:- re:pove flcatlr?g oi: fez- 
dls~osal off-base via a waste oil. contract, b,: Don?;ts ‘nay--e now been 
akased out of service due to a Ya-7 policy. S.;ch floatir,g OVS are ??Oi 

csed anyco re at MVSTil Roosevelt Roads. Zntegrity samplLzg of these 
Conuts is therefore not appropriate or feasijie as these :?ave beer, placed 
or;t of service and are, as noted previously, "vesseis". 

s\m: S<te 22, %~DS iYaste Offload ijarees (SZOSs) The 1986 !t?A report 
recommended integrfty testing for these SWOBs. SWOBs are pot stationarv 2 
(i.e. mobile) but are moved about t‘ne harbor as needed to serve various 
shL?s Ln ?ort; they are ':vessels", ~oi RCKA SG?Xs. These SWOBs have 
_cever--i compartments to handle large amounts of waste oil or waste fu5l 
froc a ship and such oil and fueis T<ere then disposed off-base. However : 
SAVSTA Roosevelt Roads is no longer acceptiq these oils azld fuels from 
azy ships nor are ships allowed to discharge them while Lr. port siz:ce 
these SiGOBs 'nave been phased out of service due to Kavy policy. These 

SWOBs are no longer lused at XAVSTA Roosevelt Roads. Integrity sampling 
^ -' "^ tkese SiVrOBs is therefore 20: appropriate 0: feasible as these have 
been ??ace d out of service and are:-2s noted Treviously, "vesseis". 

STX Site 23. Oil SDill SeDarator Tanks The 1988 RFA report recorznexded 
s amp 1 L rig . The Sa-jy performed a site visit d>uring March 1'392. No 
evidence of a release to adjacer.t soils was observed. T’?.e oil spL:Ll 
SSpEatOr tanks were enclosed wiiki~. a concrete berm enclosel within a 
second concrete berm sized about 52' x 50'. D*Qr ip*g conszrucrion of this 
sec0r.d concrete berm, the stained asphalt mentioned in t:?.e 1988 RFA 
report was removed and disposed of as part of this constr.action. 
Fzr:hermore, these tanks conzair! TOLs and some process water only; tlhere 
Is no reason to believe hazardous materials or 'hazardous s>a+ostances have 
come into contact with the POLs stored withir. these tanks. And. a:; 
previously zoted, POLs are excluded as hazardoils substar.ces under CERCiA. 
Since there is lack of evidence of a release to soils, t'r.is area is ~?OX 
f.d?ly covered by concrete, and does not cor,raFr. hazardocs materials or 
su,sXances the Xavy recommends this site for no further action under 
RCKA Correitive Action. 

SL??U Site 21;. Cil Spill. Oii&zter Seaarator Same discussion as give? Lr: 
SZ??ii Site 4 applies here. 

S>WJ Site 26, Abandoned Enpine Oil. Drums behind Building 51L4 The 198% 
RFA report recozmnended saqpl.Fng behind the building in the areas w:nere 
j> _ g&l OR drums were stored. The Savy, during a site visit in March 
1992. found that the conditiozs at this site have changed from that 
identified in the 1988 RF.4 report. Building 544 was de-o:ished in 
approximately 1990. Only the concrete foundatior? remains. The 55 - gallo:: 
drums have been removed and no visual evidence esists of any soil 
ssair.ing as described ir! the 198% RFA report. AS the area behind rhis 
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-. sbxi. Site 27. Caoeh2rt Area Xastewater PiaD.: The 1?88 ?Fl report _ *.- 
recoemeniea sam,,, g oLi -,lGn- e-d -',- i..~egrity testing. This site is a conver.tional 
xas;ei;a;o' zreatmen+ ..-- c plant SenTicing the Capehart area sewage collection. 
s\-stern operated under NPDES Permit No. PROC20010. Since .~:ril 1990 c_?is _I - 
2-ci:i - -** 'r,as *bee- .‘ operating under a Federal Facility Compl?axe Agreement 
: F'C.G*? \- / fOZ l.i‘PDES violations. hcri0r.s on the FFCA has been coordi-ated 
.,. . . Ltk .Yr . .Johr? Kashwana ir. the Office of Water Enforcement of EPA Region. 
--T 1L. Prior to the iszxuance of rhe FFCA, EPA required the I;zvy to conduct 
2 s y&T I to determine the cause of violations and determine if such 
=iLoi2.tlocs were :he resulz of industriai discharges to the sanitary 
s;-s Tern. Specific industrial sources were identified, and t-he industrlzl 
yas ',e7*7a+cI -L..- for such sources will be pretreated by equipmen: currently 
x.der construction (-FY92 MC05 Project P-495). Industrial sources zre 
nrimnarily in the Forrestal collection area (SW??3 Site 29). r - -- f'nese 
specific indcstri al sources iEtrodilce only oii or fuel in-,0 t'he system. 
i;p.der the FFCA. the Xav-;; is required to upgrade this play\.; to meet the 
C"T-P>t d_ * -_. SIDES limit and fuzure Z:ater Quality Standards (22s) for nutrient 
rzmoval 2nd toxicity. Plani u?gr:"des are Co be completed in August 1991. c 
In order to ensure compliance wizh the upcoming XPDES permit to be 
issued? the Naxy conducted a piece by piece inspection of zhe piaRc. T II 
'ebruarv 1992, the f2ci 7 i ?y 7~2s &^&W inspected for detail. repairs of tankage 
ard ecui3meni. _ . pipe valves, pumps, etc. Although structural integritx: 
x-as not z'?.e specific focus of the inspection! no problems of this zature 
;,-ere detected ir. February 1992. Based upon tr?e numerous times the -nits 
have beer! taken out of service for sludge removal and equipment repair, 
t'ne liac-c :nas d no reason to suspect leaks due to structural ir?tegrity. It 
is-- c-Pit . -s. also be noted t-hat concrete tankage in the Nmy is designed by the 
forcing stress method which is a design whFch minimizes the likelihood of 
---ac‘ics e_ (comparable ;o .American Concrete FnsiitUZP, Code Sectiofi 350:. 

3e Savy made an application for upgrading the plant to tertiary 
tzeacmeT- ..- in October 1990 as is reqcired under ihe FFCA for NPDES permit 

.. -- e-- ~oc:ricc+lons. The wastewaters were at that time characterized to the 
saxisfzczion of ZPA Region II. Also I full characterization of the 
:.L-2s-,ewrier was aoRe in the Kayes, Seay, Mattern and Pattern Study, August 
1988, for lUPDES violations (currently held by Mr. Phil Sweeney, Permit 
yr j, --a r f s Bran& of EP,4 Region II). At that time, no hazardocs 
contingents were detected. In order to comply with the r.ew TCLP ruling. 
zhe sludge w2s tested in January 1992 for the presence of hazardous t;as?e 
'lls Ing T‘cLp. Plant residuals currently pass TCLP criteria for hazardous 
xasze. V--r r77rrent activity policy is that no hazardous was;e may be 
Introduced into the system. Sased on the above reasons and the fact tha: 2 
this sit e is covered by the h:PDES program administered by EPA Region II. 
-.. I e is the ?;avy's contention thai the sewage treatnent plant (STP) zeed 

20: be sampled nor zested for szructrrral integrity under RCF% Correcti-\:f 
ACtlO?.. 



s-2x Site 29, Forrest21 Wastewater Di-p&t T:?e 1958 RF” - -a ;i rascrt recommendec=L 
s2mpiin.g azd integrity testing. This site is a conventlo~ai xastexater 
creatme~1: plant servicing the waterfront "Lndustrial" 
colisction system. 

area sewage 
Refer to SZXI Site 27 above as to uhv this SW>U is 

recomme-ded for L. ~0 sampling or integrity testing. Prior zc 1990, this 
sr:e was ,- rererred to as the "industrial Area Th;‘aste-w-ater X2nt" _ 

SEE Site 33. AIMD Eazardous Xaste Storape Pad This site xas not 
ident- _ . . ified in the IAS. Therefore, 20 s t _ . ucles other than the i988 RFA 
r2p*:-r kiav2 been prepared for 5x5s size. The 1938 RFA report recommended 
saI?!p ling. The ?iavy, during a site visit in March 1992, found that the 
cozdizions at this sits have changed from that identified ln the 1988 RFA 
r2p0ri. 3e area is no longer used for storage of hazardous waste. The 
white powder observed in the grass s2v2rai fe2t outside t‘ne storage pad 
2s noted in the 1988 P.FA report t;as not found, nor was there any other 
evidence of a reiease to adjacent soris. Furthermore, the soils 
immediately adjacent to the pad were removed as part of a construction 
pro: ect. Since there is lack of evidence cf a release to soils, the Kavy 
recoxmeRds no further action. 

SL?K Site 35. Aircraft 'w'ash Rack & Oil,Gater Senarator '32 1988 RFA 
report recommended this separator for integrFty testing. This separatcr 
processes wastewater in contact with JP-4? J?-5, or hvdraulic oils and 2 
lubricants which are categorized as POLs. I‘nese are excluded as 
hazardorrs substances under CERCLA and there Ls no reason to believe these 
?OLs have come into contact ~5th RCRA h---- a~cAdou~ materials. Furthermore! 
like any other tankage designed and built by the Navy to process 
wasteiiaters the &avy used the working stress method for strxtural 
&Sip (cornparabLe to American Concrete institute Code Section 305) 
;;‘nertby he likelihood of structural cracks are minimized. Considering 
that there are no hazardous materials, substances or cons:ituents other 
than POL type of compounds and that the unit's physical design minimizes 
cracks and releases, the Navy recommends no further action under RCPbk 
Co-rective Action. -A. 

S8YZ Site 35. Vehicle Wash Rack. near berthlnr nier The ',988 RFA report 
recommended integrity testing for 5his wash rack. This -%-ash rack 
receives water contaminated with ?§I. type of compounds, -~-ax, detergents, 
dust, dirt, etc. from washing vehicles and there is no reason to believe 
this wastewater would come into contact krith any hazardous materials nor 
are t'lese compounds considered hazardous su'bstances. ijesides, this wash 
rack is undersized, so it will be replaced in early fiscai year 1992 as 
par: of a program to upgrade all pretreatment units used to process 
wastewaters prior to being introduced Fnto the conventional STP. Since 
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&Y)yTj 5 i t e 37 Y2ste Gil. Dr.23 Storage Area near iiar.gar 2Oc The 1988 RFA 
.-- z-e>56 i recmmended sampling. Alkough this site Ls ir. t‘r.e area of iR 

Site 8 (Sk?f‘L' Site 43 6: ii-&), it was no; identified as par: of an IF: site. 
An;- ~Ticr spilis or leaks fron the area near Ha- i &;g er 200 would be covered 
j v -' the IR efforts at IR Site 8. From 1986 through 1988. zwo rounds of 
confirmation sazp'_ing were conducted at liz Site 8. The resul.ts fror;: 
these samplifig efforts revealed contamination is below action. levels (see 
sage 3-27 of Verifzcation Step Rounds 1 and 2 of the Confirmation Studv _I i 
ESE Inc., April 1988). The Navy recorr,?lends this area for no furtker 
action mder CERCLA or RCRA Corrective Action. A Site Smmary is 
currently being prepared that s;.mmar5zes ttie past SI efforts at IR site 8 
and presents the Navy's reasons for recorDending this site for no further 
actior.. The finzi draf': Site Sunzary skzil be forwarded bv XAVSTA 
Roosevelt Roads under separate cover for CPA review and cokent in July 
1992, Furthernore 3 t‘nese drum contained yaste oil, a ty?e of POL. an d 
therefore are not RCRA hazardous materials or hazardous s*Astances under 
cFxcL!!. 

. 

S‘%TylJ sits 38. Sewer Drair\.age Svstem Tile 1988 RFA repor: recontmended 
sampling and iritegrity testing. Three separate sewer systems serve t5e 
>;2-ca: SAea?--ign . . - . . The Capehart system serves h0usir.g and schools. The 
3*undy system serves the base administration facilities, hobby shops I 5 fast 
r^ood eateries, BOQ, af,d a laundry. The F orrestal system serves the 
TaZerfron: imkstrial area, Public iCorks, Shops, Air Operations and the 
Se2 Bet2 quarters. It is extensively icnok7? that all. Zhree systems 
experience SC Y --'ere irifiow problem during rai?fa',l events. To a lesser 
exten, ip*fil--- ,-atior! OCCUKS. The three systems are reachir?g the end of 
5neLr YJsefui life. Recently coolpleted in February 1992 was the fi.rst 
?'nase of a study to detect Inflow-Infiltration (I/i). The second ,phase 
t0 ioc ate specific sources of I/I will comeme by July 1992. A f:3j&:h'- 
3~ sewer repair project is programed to start in Fiscal year 1994. 

I: Is acknow,-ledged that w-here infiltratLon occurs, the possibility exists 
t-32 ; exfiltration could occur. However. such phenomenon usually occ*.rs 
@ue to pipes under heavy ‘Loads and where pipe joints have separated due 
Z5 settiexent. Typically Large ?i~es. say 12 to 15 inches and larger, 
experience settlement. This size pipe generally occurs in the lokre'r 
2reas of the Forrestal system where the seasonal grotmcbater table 
rernaim high (above the pipe) thereby causing groundwater infiltration 
&.&,0 in- the system. '@here groundwaters do in fact rise above the crobT of 
the pipes, the mere static water pressure of the ground ~ili cause 
infil i-tration rather than exfiltration of ti?e sewer pipe contents. Being 
:hat :'ne ir\.dustrial facilities 'Located in the Forrestal system are 
locsced ir. the lowlands of the base where groumkaters are generally 
:-,ig$), it is considered very unlikely that exfiitration of the sewer 
c0r.tenf.s has occurred where indcstrial constituents have been introduced. 



Si%?R Size 39, SDent 3attarTj Sioraee Bida 3158 The 1988 ?,?A repor: . . TeComnenCeCr sampling. T:+; e ?;~T.T-\. i 9 during 2 site visit ir. !?arch 1992. 
observed no visible signs of release to the soils. This area is no 
longer csed for storage cf scent batteries. Since there is lack of 
evidence of a release TV soils, the .Kavy recommends this site for r.o 
f$:rther action under RCP&. Corrective Action. 

SXW Site LO, Sea See Oil Col?~r+:on Area The '1988 RFA retort -crui- 
recommended sampling. 2-2 XTavy ) during a site visit in ?:arch 1992, found 
that the conditions at t;?is site hzve changed from th2t ldsntlfied in the 

1988 RF&& report. Ar; importaxr pain: to be made here is that this area :s 

located within the Sea 3ee compound. Sea Sees 2re 2 group with moSile 
units 2.r.d equipment. Tint noblle tank me-tioned in the 1988 R?A report 
coxld nor be found anywhere ir; the compound, nor did anyone know xh.ere it 
was or where ir mig‘nt have been locazed. The two tanks observed ciur ing 
t'ne 1992 site visit in ttls coqound did no: fit the description o=l the 
tdnk mezzioned in t:?e 1988 RFA repor:. The 1988 RFA report indicated. the 
tank was 2 300 gailon capacity by&t the txo tanks found are of 1000 2nd 
500-gallon capacity. Sixe iz is iir,?ossible to locate t-e pr0bab‘i.c 
1 ,()c2ti 09 ti- . . of the tmk and no WtdenCe of a relec?se was visible, the KE?T 
recommends ihiS site for no fxrther actioil under RCRA Corrective ActloG. 

Sk?% Site icic/I?, Site 8, Aerial Target Svstems Draizane Ditch (I)ror!g 
;;as:*~&y&?‘: This site -was identified in both the RFA 21-d IAS 2s needing 

fzrrher efforts (i.e. sanplir).g). Y .I ate iR Site 8 is comprised of SXMU 
Sites 43 2nd 44 and that ZR ST-e 8 is ..b affected by S~GlX Sizes 4 ar?,d. 37. 
From 1986 throcg'h 1988, two rolrnds of confirmation sapling were 
co~~*.-czed at IR Site 8 2s par: of a SI under the ii), program. .-a. The 
results from these samplir,g efforrs revealed contamination Is belox 
acti. levels (see page 2-27 cf Verlflcatioz Step Rounds 1 2nd 2 of t5e 
corxirma~ion Study, ESE ix. Qril 1988). T'nerefore, the Xavy recommends 
this site for 30 further action under CERCLA or RCFA Correczive Action. 
-4 Site Summary fs ctlrrently being prepared that summarizes the past SI 
efforts and presents the X2-7-y’s reasons for recontiF.ending this site for no 
furzher action. The final draft Site Sumar-y shall be forwarded '5~ 
MS'STA Roosevelt Roads urker separate cover for EPA review and comien: ?.;: 
2uly 1992. 

AOC Site 3, Kaval Station: C)ucfalls The 1988 RFA report recorr?rr?.ends 
sangling of Nav2l Statior. o-~tialls to detern%ne the presence of 
contamination. The outfzills m2y be cl - ,dssified into two major categories: 
(1) those which are related to and for the purpose of strictly convey5ng 
stormwater, and (2) t-nose for the purpose of conveying process 
was tewaters from the base’s sewage treatmen: plants. 



“Or the ourfalls discharge from the waste:<ater treatment ?'Lar,ts, SUC’h 

discharges are mo-nitored and are limited according to the XPDES program. 
Al;:lough vioiatton of the KPDES permit hat-e occurred through t5ese three 
OUtfallS ( they have been for pHI ColLforx, Chlorine Residual (la&k of) 
ax! NC, or SOD oerc2nt removal. Violat; -0:s have been tied sDeciflca;--- --y 
to a ~orokzn or marginally functional equlx2eEr, at each of the plants. 
-. . v:olatlons from this outfall have been for conventional pollut;nts caused 
by - 30031‘ op erairons, faulty equipment and :3e presence of a lot of 
ra:n~A~ater. . LO T,i ; lations can not be attributed to the introduction of any 
hazardocs constituent into the system. For the above reasons: the Na>ri d 
r2zomm?nds ?.o frrrtIher actiorr under 3CPL4 Correcttve Action. 

$>C 3; 73 
iv- ZiSLXC Site LL7. Local Disposal Areas Although the 1988 ?.?A 

re?ort referred to the "Local Disposal Areas" site as boih a S3Kl and a~ 
.&yea-of-Coxerr (ACX) during the meeting in ?larch 1992, E?A Region TI a+ 
t2 ?;a-cv came to an agreement that t-,his s i:e(s) is an AOC and not a S%?%. 
SXK-s "CS t -32 idectifia.Die units _ The I.556 RFA report was in error for 
riferrlne to ihis site as Sky; Site LL7. Zur~hermore , a iaclllty SlIr-V'PV 
'5-G --; -7 ( L.-L ".Lcai Assessment Study, NEESA :L3-051. Se?t 1984) conducted ir? 1384 to 
ditexir.e and define all past hazardo-s -caste material's storage, use, 
d~sposai practices and disposal areas 02 Saty property did r.ot ideT:tif-,- 
f?<:s s Ite(s). Therefore, the Navy proposes this site(s) for ~0 furth2r 
acz5on under RCR4 Corrective Action. 

VI. RFA Si?XUs: HAVY CONCURS WITH NO FURTHER ACTIOX 

r,̂  *-,.+ ;: iA. --. i- sites presented in the 1988 RF.% report, not all xere recoraended for 
fu'-tI?c . -I aczion or requested additior?al information. The folloe-ig CA sites 
-zere recopfiended for no action ur?der RCR.4 Corrective Action, and the Kavy 
c3f;c:“". * e-w. 
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T-,- -b-C IhS e-L-aluated XAVST.k X5osevelt ?.oads as xeii as those Activities that are 
a Tart o=' tk base ever! z‘r.oug':! not located wi:hLn t'ne base's boundaries. The 
3- -\a\ry's sAACtiy' L ,zies on Vi;r,.es Island are examples of this. -ulu The sites Indicated 
j, -io;- _ .: i . wLii ~0: be under ?,C!?& Corrective Action. but will conzini;e to be handled 
zx?er the Ii? ~rog;ram. 

SR Size 1. Cuejra& Disposal Site Viecues Ri,I/FS efforts began in 
Xovem'ber 199i. The XorkpLan is currentlt- being prepared and shall be 
forwarded for TRC rember review and com&~t in Jnlv 1992. _j 

I2 Site 2. ?lar?ero-.-r 3is~osal Site Vieaues RI/FS efforts begar? in 
Sovember 1991. 2% Korkplar. is currently being prepared and shall be 
forwarded for TRC zember review and comment in J,L:y 1992. 

I3 Site 3. IFZIA/XkF-L 3isDosal Site Vieoues Interim RI/FS efforts bszan 
Ln October 1988. TZE. fiza1 draft Site S?zzmary shall be forwarded fior 5X(: 
review ar.d ccmient ir. July 1992. The .";a~?? believes the Site Summary b:Cll 
conclude thar this size will no; require any further actions. 

I-? Site L. F'ce~s Off-Loadinz Site Vieailes This site was droaned frorr :ke L - 
I3 prcgra.- af-,er ccxplezion of the IAS since information collected 
L-dicatad this S;;E lid zot warrant farther investigation under the I_3, 
?rogram. 

I?. Site 13. Ues:. Exclosive Ordnance DisDosai Ranee VieoTAes This site 'uas 
d?-orJDei from. -' '2 4e L-L program after com?ietlon of t‘he IAS since information 
coli;c:ed inC:catec t‘r.5~ sfte did not warrant fur ther Tpvestigation z%er 
z‘ne IR Prograr . 

12. Site 20. Cam Garcia 3iisDosal Site i'Fec7ue.s This site was dropped from 
zhe IR prograrr after conpietion of the IAS since information coilecte? 
indicated this site di2 nor warrant filrther investigation under the 3. 
-3rGgralR. 


