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1. 

NAS CORPUS CHRISTI PARTNERING TEAM MEETING MINUTES 
'A'pril"12, 2010 Q900-1100 COT 

Teleconfereflbe ' 

Attendees: 
Navy: 

TOEQ: 
EPA:' . 
Management Edge: 
Tetra Tech: 

NAS Corpus Christl,"Cbr~us'Gh,risti,·texas\ ,. 
:. : . { 

, " 

Leanna Woods Poon 
Helen LoeK~rd . 
Chris Siegel' , 
Tara Hubn~r' 
Candice Watsoh 
Ken Grim " 
Larry Basilio 
Fred Grosskopf 
Bridget TWigg 

2. Welcome I Role CallI Review Rules 
• The meeting started at 09:00 With brief introCJuCtions.' . 
• , .. After ihtroduttidns; the' team re~iewed the meeting rules as inchidedin 'the Charter: 

o Be professionai and respect each other. \ " 
o Be open:and' honest in 'all communications. 
o· Attend'team activities. " ' 
o Be forward thinking, not letting'old issues hinder tel'nrl' progress: 
o Ensure thaHhere are no surpriSes; " , " 
o Consensus process will be used to make decisi6hS: ' 
o No slde,bardlscussi6nsduring meetings inoluding cell phone oalls. 
o Do not intermpt ethers while they are speaking. . 'i; 

o Partnerswill'deleg~te their consensus niaking 3wtnoritywhen necessary. 
o Call "Time Ollt" whenever 'needed. "" 
o Stay fo.,1he hard part. ,,' ", 
o Leavep'ositlons, egos, and-·agendas at the door. 
o Turn cell phones off or to 'vibrate'. 
o No non-essential computers during the meeting: 

,,3. Review Age'nda I Adjust as;necess'ary 
• ; Chris re<:lliested that a Cliscussion 6n storm sewer at Building 8 inoluding a review of the 

historical ,documentation regarding stprm sewer environmental' investigation activities be 
added to the agenda. 

, ~., 'd ' 

4. Meeting Minute! Aotioh Item Review 
(I The minutes were approved '8s'presented. 
• Action Item list was1reviewed'and updated including 8everal'c)fthe'taskis that 'were completed. 

A 'copy of the current aetion'ltems afe·attached· to these m'eetlng minutes,:· . 
. ., ~ 'J' , 

'-,," <, 

5. Tier II Update"" 
• Helen gave an update on the Tier II meeting. She stated that the Texas,fier II team had a 

meeting on March 8-9, 2010, in Jacksonville, FL. 
o The Tier II group reviewed eacn t~am in Texas" ana 'ttl'e' status bfl environmental 

restoration at the sites. ' 
o :rmn Spriggs and Mike 'Maughon gave a pr:esentation'on sustatnabllity as related to 

,environmental restoration. ,l' 

o The Tier, II team ,discussed the, need to 'continue 'community involvement in the 
environmental process. 
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o ' There was a cali for "Succ~~sstories" fr<;>m the Tier II Team. Helen and Leanna 
suggested that once the,. NA$ Corpus Christi Team completes the Remedial 
Investigation (RI) at I\lALF,Cabani~:>, jt may be a success story to discuss how multi­
increment sampling (MIS) was used to complete the ecological risk assessment. 

6. Munitions and Explosives of Concern (MEC) & Munitions Component (MC) InvesJigation at 
NALF Cabaniss 
• Tetra Tech had prepared the Unified Federal Program Sampling and Analysis Plans (UFP 

SAPs) for the Cabaniss sites (one for MEC/l11uni~ions potentially posing explQsive hazard 
(MPPEH), one for MC at the former skeet rang~, and one for MC at the former incinerator 
disposal site). Tetra Tech has received and is addressing Navy comments ,on the UFP SAP 
for the MC investigation at the Incinerator Disposal $ite. 

• The UFP SAP for MC investigation at the Skeet Rcl,nge is currently in Navy review. 
• Larry reviewed the results of the teleconferen~e o(lAprii 7, 2010, regarding the use of MIS for 

ecological risk assessment. There is currently discussion between Tetra Tech, TCEQ, and 
Navy personnel regarding the details of the MiS at the Incinerator Disposal Site and the use 
of MIS data for Human Health and ecological risk. assessment purposes. MIS data use for 
ecological risk is new and is still being, d~bat,ed within the, regulatory community. The team 
decided to ,~:>e,~hes~me. 0.5 acre decision unjts for sampling (30 MI~ per unit) but skew them 
to cover specific habitats (wooded upland vs. sand andmup flats or wetl~nds). 

• As discussed during the data qualityobjectiy~ (000) meeting, MEC/MI;?PEH was identified at 
the incinerator disposal site in addition to multiple excee<;lances of polynuclear aromatic 
hydrocarbons (p~H)ianq metals at NALF Gab,aniss. Therefore, it is likely that the RI will be 
followed by either a feasibility study (FS) oLit will be proposed that the site be restricted 
through institutional and/or eqgineeringcontrols. " 

• Chris asked about th,e;Nav,isplan on getting th~,burn done. ,Leanna responded that the burn 
was postponed until the fall or early winter due to a, delay in ~pproval for the burn. Therefore, 
the "wimlow': for burning had passed and the burn would ,need to be put-off several months. 
Leanna is working with base personnel to accommodate everyone's concerns The Navy is 
also looking into using a Remote Bush-hog instead to complete th~ cl~~uing. If possible to 
use Remote Bush-hog, clearing cQuld be complet~d within the next month or so. 

7. MC Investigation at NALF Waldron, 
• Larry gave a description of the investigation activities conducted to date at Waldron. 
• Larry stated additional samples will be collected' at-depth and horizontally and vertically for an 

interim corrective active (lOA) at the site to'r.emove the lead and PAH exceedance areas. 
Lead has been delineated but PAH's still, neeqed additional samples to complete the 
exceedance delineation. 

• Ken stated replacement sheets for the UFP SAP, regarding additional sampling, had been 
sent to team members in March 2010. Leanna inquired if the procedure to amend a SAP 
(per worksheet #6) had been followed. Larry stated that procedures were not being changed; 
a,dditipnal,~~mple'IQcations wer~ bejng,add~O; TCEQ and EPA stated they had no problem 
with the,~sampling add,itions. Leanna agr~ed thaHhe decisions had been documented and no 
other SAP worksheet changes were needed. 

• Ken stated additional sampling is set to be conducted next week (starting Monday April 19, 
2(10). 

8. MC Investigation at N~S Corpus Christi 
• Larry gave review of the Gunnery Training Complex (compris~a initially of six ranges) 

inVestigation. Tetra Tech eompleted the 51 round of sampling and has received results. The 
SI report is currently being prepared on the ranges that were investigated in Jan 2010. As 
di.scussed during previous conference calls, the recommendations include proceeding to the 
RI phase investigation with most sites. 
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• Gary goLa olosure letter for the Sand Ske,et Range approved in the past couple of days. This 
,letter allows NAVFAC to add this range to the others being investigated as part of the SI. 
Tetra Tech plans to conduct theadditibnal sampling at the Sand Skeet Range and 
overlapping fonile'r skeet ranges next week (starting Monday April 19, 20'10'). 

• Larry. stated the:sampling procedures and parameters for,the former' ranges and the Sand 
Skeet Range would be the same as conducted on the skeet range dl:lring the January 20'10' 
SI sampling event ~Le. sampling grids and 10' part composite 'of firing lines). 

• The replad~ment sheets· fot the NAS Corpus Christi Gunnery Training Complex UFP SAP 
were SEmt to team: members' in March 20'10. Leanna, Chris, and Tara agreed that the 
decisions had been doctlmented and no other SAP worksheet changes were needed. 

9. NAS Corpus Christi Installation Restoration 
• PrenchDrain System 

o The 20'0'9 Response Action Effectiveness Report (RAER) has been approved by the 
TCEQ in early Ap'I'i12O'1O'. 

o Ken" stated 'fhe'Navy is currently changing over from Tetra Tech doing the operation and 
maintenance at the French Drain to a blanket order agreement (BOA) contractor for 
operation and maintenance for the French Drain system. 

o The French drain system has been repaired and operational for approximately one to two 
months. 

o ·A leak was found in one' of the pipes (Le. a cracked piece of PVO) below one of the 
granular activated carbon (GAO) units,' The leak was repaired. 

o "Fhe bag filters on the system are being changed regularly (Le., once or twice per week). 
o Tetra Tech has been working with the telemetry system to get it back online. The 

, contract regarding the telemetry -system expires 4-14-10' and will, be transferred over to 
the BOA. 

• Building 8 
o RAER has been approved by the TC~Q in early April 2010. 
o Brief discussion on storm drain system was held between the team members. Tara 

inquired if storm drain system was from 194O"s and if they'had ever been video Inspected 
to verify the integrity. Gary responded that yes,. the navy has' attempted ta run cameras 
down the drain system with little success. Manhole covers have been opened along the 
street from Building 8 all the way to the bay to follow the drain system. No indication of 
groundwater infiltrating the system was found however, there was quite a bit of water in 
the system. .Gary inquired about sampling the storm sewer. at that time and was 
instructed not to, as the Navy did not want random grab samples but would rather have a 
sampling plan in place. Ken stated the previous meeting minutes and, investigations in 
the area indicate that the fill material around, .the storm seWer system have been 
investigated and closed for human health and eco risk factors. Helen stated there may 
have been samples collected at the storm drain outlet and wells close to the storm drain 
system .but not in the storm drain, itself. .Ken added that meeting minutes from a 20'0'3 
partnering meeting betwe,en tlJe TCEQ, ,EPA, and EI)Safe indicated, that samples were 
taken from the system down gradient from'Building 8 and th,e outlet location into Laguna 
Madre. The results of .this investigation are rep9rteply in ,the Addendum to follow-up the 
Facility Illvestigation ,Report1for In$tallation Restoration: (IR) Sites 1, 3, 4 and Bldg 8 
produced by En$,afe. Tara s~ated she is can<;:erl'led about the age of the storm drain and 
its integrity in regard to, possible ~Iogical and human he~lth risk anc! Texas Pollution 
Dischar:ge Elimination System ct.PDES) di~charge, issues ,(Passibiljty of groundwater 
infiltrating the drainage system thrql-lgh cracks or old, pipe!!> and discharging into the bay). 
Helen stated she would look into documentation of sampling of the system with Brian 
Syme and then report back to the team. 

• SWMUs 1, 3, and 4 
o Chris requested a copy of the lab data for monitoring well R-2 after the first 20'1 O'sampling 

event (scheduled for the week of April 12, 20'10'). He stated that he has concerns with 
the Chlorobenzene levels in this monitoring well since the late 20'0'9 sampling event 
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indicated the most elevated concentrations in the sampling history of that' wei I. Leanna 
agreed to forward a copy once data is received. Ken added that elevated concentrations 
are not unusual in low groundwater elevation situations_~ . 

o Ken stated a Response Action Completion Report (RACR) for IR sites 3 and 4 (SWMUs 
2 and 4) is being prepar:ed and should be expected to ,the team for review and comment 
next month or so., 

o Chris: asked if the non aqueous phase liquid (NAPL) issue atlR .site 1; 3 and 4 has been 
settled. Larry responded it haa not, going ahead, with! product r~covery and sock 
changin{fJ in monitoring well REI-24 (which had free-prodU(;;t in the Illast, too viscous to be 
recoverecll!nless manually extracted). Larry asked about tt:leTRRP guidance on NAPL 
which references a separate guidance that describes what to sample for at NAPL sites, 
and inquired if the guidance is currently in publication. Chris stated it was not. Larry 
stated there is data for total petroleum hydrocarbons (JPH) and ,PAH values (collected 
awhile back), that ba~ically shows that the NAP!,.. a degraded oil type waste. 

o Gary asked about Terraine conducting vacuuming (?20-240 gallons) on REI-24 and if 
sampling had beer done on the liquid removed. Larry 'stated we do. not have that report. 
Chris nqted that the RACR report must note t~a~ the s,iie does not pose an environmental 
risk and has been recover~d to max recovery. 

" 
10. Installation Restoration Schedule I Exit Strategy 

• Ken stated tha,t all the sites in the Compliance Plan had be_en added to the Exit Strategy 
table, in the no further action (NFA) tab or the active sites tab. The -Exit Strategy has been 
sent to the team ,for review via email on March 4, 2010 as an attachment to the partnering 
meeting minutes, 

• Ken stated that Fuel Farms (FF) 217 and ?44 have beel") added to table under active sites 
tab. 

• Gary noted that the base has conducted ground penetrating geophysics at both sites and 
tanks are confirmed to be still in the ground at both FF 217 and FF 244. 

• Chris asked Ken if acolumn'could be added to the No Furtner Action tab 6f the Exit Strategy 
table for Land-Use Controls (may be helpful for IR Sites 3 and 4 when they are closed). Ken 
agreed to complete that and suggested Chris discuss Land~use needs with Allen Posnick 
(TCEQ Tier II). 

11. Partnerlng.Trainlng 
As this was a teleconference, no partnering training was conducted. 

12.. Navy Update 
• Leanna gave an update on the Navy operations. Nothing to report at this time. 

13. Regulator Update 
• Chris stated'that TCEQ is wotking on Representative Concentration Guide. However, there 

is quite a bit 'of internallCElQ disGussions and this guidance is not expected to be completed 
anytime 'soon (it has been in the works for 5-years). New guidance regulations are not 
expected to impact current ,projects. but maS' alter future projects involving multi increment 
(MI) sampling. Future UFP SAPs will need to be held to the new guidanoe. 

• Also, TCEQ will'continue to allow the default lateral dilution factor (LDF) to be used at TRRP 
regulated sites (Le., they are not changing this policy). 

• Ken asked abOLlt the EPA ihdoor air issues. Tara stated no progress has been made since 
the last meeting and tM issue is still pendirig. 

14. Parking Lot Issues 
• Building 8 

, 
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o The discussion of the storm sewer integrity was placed as a parking lot issue until Helen 
joined meeting. The notes of this discussion are included in Section 9. "NAS ~orpus 
Christi Installation Restoration" above. 

15. Agenda for Next Meeting I Reality Check . 
• The team discussed the planned agenda, date, arid leadership for the next Tier I Partnering 

meeting. The proposed activities are as follows: ' ' 

I Date: July 7, 2010 
Location: Dallas, TX 
Scribe: Tetra Tech 

Gatekeeper I ~ir:nekeeper: Chris Siegel 

I. Welcome/Introductions 
II. Review ground rules' , 
III. Review/ModifyiApprove Agenda 
IV. Review/Approve previous meeting minutes and action items 
V. Tier II Update 
VI. MEC and MG Investigation at NALF Cabaniss 
VII. Me hivesti9~trQn at'NALF Waldron 
VIII. MC Investigation at NASCC 
IX. NASCC IR , 
X. Installation Restoration Schedule / Exit Strategy 
XI. Partnering Training 
XII. Navy Update 
XII. Regulator Update 
XIV. Parking Lot Review 
XV. Next meeting date and agenda 

Plus/pelta 

Plus Delta 
• Very on topic, efficient • No dioner wjth team. 

meeting • Did not meet.in person ! 

• Good technical discussions 

• Was a respectful discussion 

Interesting/Ofb'er 
• The meetin,g was 

than anticipated 

' ' 

shQrter 



NAS Corpus Christi 
Partnering Meeting 

Agenda 
TELECONFERENCE CALL-IN.NUMBER: 

DATE: April 12. 2010 
TIME: 09:00 - 11 : 15 COT 
PAGE: 1 0{1 

1-866-270-2016 
MEETING 10:. ,~00~8~7_~ _________________ -==--=--_...:...-,-,--____ _ 
TEAM LEADER: .,=-:T~ar.l:!a....!..H..!.l:u~b~ne~r---..,._---,,,.....-_____ GATE-KE;EPER:...,::· C~h!.Wri~s ..:;:S~ie~g.::!.el~ ___ _ 
NOTE-KEEPER: Kenneth Grim I Larry Basilio TIME-KEEPER:_C""h...,r.!::is'-'S""i""'eg""e:<!I ____ _ 

1. Welcome' Introduction. (5 minutes) 
• Quick re-acqu'aintance since the iast meeting. 

2. Review Rules (5 minutes) 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

• Establish rules'of engagement for team meetings. 

• 
• 
• 

• 
• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
• 
• 

Review' Modify' Approve Agenda (5 minutes) 

Meeting Minute' Action Item Review (10 minutes) . 
Review last Meeting Minutes. Members are to bring minutes from previous meeting(s) as necessary. 
Status report of action items from last meeting and brief conclusions (completed / working) .. 
Add, change, and/or adopt Minutes from the previous BCT Meeting. Present results of action items or carry items to the next 
meeting. 

Tier II Update (10 minutes) 
Discuss current and upcoming activities at Tier II meetings and conferel)ce calls that should be conveyed to th~ T,ier I team. 
Convey information related to partnering and Tier II requirements and assist the team as necessary. . 

MEC and MC Investigation at NALF Cabaniss (30 minutes) 
Discuss the progress of the UFP SAP review, the vegetation clearance (burn, remote brush remoVal, etc.), schedule of activities, 
etc. 
Review / address comments from the team on the UFP SAP, schedule field activities. 

MC Investigation at NALF Waldron (10 minutes) 
Discuss sampling results from the Skeet Range investigation and SI Report. 

MC Investigation at NAS Corpus Christi (10 minutes) 
Discuss sampling results from the Gunnery Training Complex Ranges, closure and sampling of the "current" skeet rar:]ge, and 
preparation of the SI Report. 
Update the team on.~esults and planned field work. 

NAS Corpus Christi lilstallation Restoration (10 minutes) 
Review regulatorY:concerns over groundwater infiltrating the storm sewer 
Groundwater sampling results from Building 8 and SWMUs 1, 2, and 4 
French Drain system operation. 

10. Installation Restoration Schedule' Exit Strategy (10 minutes) 
• Discuss the necessary activities to progress the IR and MC sites toward environmental closure at NAS Corpus Christi and outlying 

fields (NALF Cabaniss and NALF Waldron). 
• Re-focus the team on the upcoming events and the projected activities for the next few months / years. 

11. Navy Update (5 minutes) 
• Discuss current and upcoming remedial and restoration efforts at NAS Corpus Christi, NALF Waldron, and NALF Cabaniss. 
• Update the Team on Navy activities and plans for the future remedial and restoration activities at NAS Corpus Christi. 

12. Regulator Update (5 minutes) 
• Discuss any upcoming changes in regulations that may affect closure activities, recommend action(s) to be addressed next (I.e., 

public notice, permit modification, etc.). 
• Convey information and assist the team in naVigation of current and future state and Federal regulations. 

13. Parking Lot Issues (15 minutes) 
• Continue discussion of parking lot items and any items not previously included in the agenda. 
• Discuss miscellaneous topics pertinent to administrative and environmental closure activities at NAS Corpus Christi. 

14. Agenda for the Next Technical Meeting and Wrap-up' Reality Check (5 minutes) 
• Develop an agenda and tentative date of the next NAS Corpus Christi Partnering Meeting and Conference Calls. 
• Discuss the "Pluses" and "Deltas" of the meeting. 
• Determine a detailed agenda with topics to cover in the next NAS Corpus Christi Partnering Meeting. 



Note: 

NAS Corp~. Christi 
Tier I Partnering Team 

Action Items (1) 

(I) Only ongoinglmdcuftent kcti()n Ifems ar~ listed. For a historical listing, refer to previous meeting minute records. 



NAS Corpus Christi 
Tier JPartnering Team 

Consensus Table(l) 

M~eting Date Issue Decision 
, ,_0 

September 18, [998 Tier 1 Partnering TeanfOrganization' > Roles and ResponSibilities 
Agenda Fdmilit 

,. 

Measures of Success , : 

Q.Q!lls . , .. 
Ground -Rules p' ( 

Yisioq aQq Mis~i9n ., 
, , Idlmtified Stakeholders , .> • ! 

December 2, 1998 Add "Items 'are not listed in order of. priority" to list of 
Amend Team's Measures ofSu<;cess Measures of S1)ccess 

Discuss potentially troubling issues within the group rather 
Ground Rules than "blind-siding" Il team member with a lettj:lt 

Meet Regulatory standards to protect human health and the 
environment in acCordance with Texas Risk Reduction R~les 

Vision Statement with minimal disruption to the mission of the base. 
1. All parties work closely togelher in proc,uring budget. 2. 
Meet as nel;lded'as a team to disc~ss'issuei;"iuid make deCisions 
toward goals. 3. Complete Installation Restoration process. 4, 

Goals 
Coopenltive.teamwork. 5. Prioritize. 6. Resfectful and 
candid COnimunicl;ltion. 
Environmental resolution through efficienUeamwork using y 

Mission Statement good science and cornmon sense. . , , . 
Install apass!veprouucfrecoverYsysfeln (EZY Skimmer or 
Petro Trap)as an In~tp.lI?,~biliZl)tion Measure. With the 

Corrective Measures Study and Groundwater understanding that the measure DUly or may not become a part 
Monitoring of the fInal remedial measures at the site. 

SOUTHOIV and EnSafe were involved only in SWMUs 1, 3, 
and 4 and Building 8, issues regarding other SWMUs at NAS 

Status of other SWMUs at NAS Corpus Corpus Christi would be handled between NASCORPC, 
Christi TCEQ, and USEPA outside of this partuering team. 

Approximately one month prior to the date of a scheduled 
meeting, the Team Leader will send an e-DUlil to the team 
members requesting agenda items and confIrmation of the 
need for the meeting. If there are not enough items to justifY a 

Process for determining need for meetings meeting, a conference call will be suggested as an alternative 
Navy's Roles and Responsibilities: In the sixth item, 
"stakeholders" was replaced with "CNET, EPA, SOUTHDIV, 

Roles and Responsibilities TCEQ, and NASCORPC". 

USEP A Roles and Responsibilities: In the third bullet item, "-
FOSL (FOST-Division Director) has been removed. = Link Roles and Responsibilities: In the third bullet item, 

ions or" was replaced with "factual". 

!~::Leader Roles and Responsibilities: Added a fourth 
ullet: Establishing and sending out agenda. Added a fIfth 

bullet item: Establishing time allocated for each agenda item 
Scribe Roles and Responsibilities: Deleted third bullet item 
move4 to Team Leader) 

Deed Recording Ouestion for the lawyers ofSOUTHDIV and TCEQ to deckle. 
April 28, 1999 A formal letter from the TCEQ stating that a formal review of 

Draft-Final Aquifer Characterization Test the Draft-Final Aquifer Characterization Test Report was not 
Report. necessary. 



Meeting Date Issue Decision 

July 13, 1999 USEPA will send original cj)mments to the TCEQ. The 
.. TCEQ will review them with the USEPA. Final comment to 

the Navy will include a secqnd attachment containing the 
Separation of US EPA and TCEQ comments USEPA comments with which the TCEQ concurs. 

EnSafe sepd deliverables directly to TCEQ with copies to the 
Streamline deliverable process Navy and USEPA. 

October 13,1999 Scheduled the following training modules, in order: Team 
Decisions, Listening Skills, ·Feedback Skills, and Problem 

Team's Training needs Assessment SolVing. Skills. 
TCEQ's comments on the Draft-Final Facility Submit each response in thtl fmalletter to the TCEQ. 

Investigation Report, Building 8, Corpus 
Christi Army Depot. 

January 19, 2000 ,Report submitted to' the TCEQ Reports will be delivered over a two-year period 
Data is anomalous and should be eliminated from future 

Octobed993 Sampling Event consideration. 

USEPA Comments Copies of US EPA co partners 
Team will use T s, based on 

TRRPvs.RRR confIrmation with Mark on 1127/00 

Natural Attenuation of chlorinated solvents is occurring and 
the team will follow the sereening/evaluation protocol flow 
chart from "Technical Protocol for Evaluating Natural 

Natural Attenuation Attenuation 9fChIorinated Solvents' USEPA 
February 8, 2000 (Conference David Harvey will be a voting member of the NAS Corpus 
Call) David Har.v,ev Christi Tier 1 Team as of Februarv 8, 2000. 

Draft-Final versions of documents will be submitted to the 
Document Submittal Navy with cc: TCEQ and USEPA. 

The well yield in the upper aquifer as NAS Corpus Christi is 
less than 150 gallons per day for a 4-inch well, based on Draft-
Final Aquifer Gharact.erizatlon Test Report, Building 8, dated 

Aquifer ClassifIcation February 19, 1996. 
March 14, 2000 No grading or alterations wIll occur at this time on Sites 1, 3,-

Grading IR Sites 1,3, and 4 and 4, and institutional controls will apply-to sites 
",ollect the samples on a 200-toot gnd, as planned, but Iwtlally 
have only the samples on a 400-foot grid analyzed. If 
detyctions warrant, additional samples from the 2oo-foot grid 
wQllld be analyzed. Analysis of surface soil samples will 
inClude metals, PCBs, and SVOCs. Metals will include 
arsenic, barium, cadmium, chromium, copper, lead, mercury, 

Surf!ll;:~ soil Sampling Plan nickel, selenium, silver, an4 zinc. 
Groundwater samples collected from along the drainage ditch 

Drainage Ditch Grounqwater Samples will npt jlwlude pesticides analysis, 
Notitlcation regarding the sediment samples cilllllCted off~site 
is required and that the base would have to be the notifYing 

Notification agency. 
May 16-17,2000 The regional office of the TCEQ would no longer have a 

TCEQ Regional Office Member Replacemenl representative on the Tier I Team. 
The shallow aquifer at NAS Corpus Christi is a Class 3 

Shallow Aquifer ClassifIcation Aquifer. 
October 25, 2000 Schedule set by the team earlier m me year was too amDltlous. 

More realistic expectstions need to be reflected in future 
Schedule schedules. 

January 23, 2001 ISubmit the amended ERA without collecting arIditional 
ERA Submittal samples 

April 17, 2001 Sediment sampling at the outfall ofSWMU 274 will not be 
Sediment Investigations included in the current AP AR. 

All of the non IRP SWMUs will be investigated separately 
Non-IRP SWMUs from the current APAR. 



Meeting Date Issue Decision 
July 24,2001 , Floor drains will be inspectyd and completely grouted as a part 

of the response action [and will be detailed in the response 
action plan (RAP)} Monitoring wells will be installed and 

IW and floor drains sampled after CCAD has made repairs to the IW sewer line. 
l'omary oenefit of using GIS comes in the investigation phase. 
Because this team is now moving out of the investigation 
phase into the response action phase, a decision not to pursue 

GIS System conversion at this time was .made. 
October 16; 200 I ~rovision to RAP Pertaining to Deeper Include a provision in the RAP to sample the existing deep-

AQuifer' aQuifer monjtori~g wells Ql.\arterly for one year 
July 23, 2002 

Place a staff ~auge in the di,tch to demonstrate that the drain 
to,' would influence the groundwater flow direction away from the 

Groundwater Water FI\lw from Ditcb 4itch and into the'drain for removal and treatment 
CCAD Brieting Conduct a briefing to the CCAD of their proj eet status. 

January 21, 2003 , A dilution factor will not be allowed and installation of all 
Chlorobenzene concentration in groundwater three segments of the French drain will proceed. 
adjacent to southem portion of the drainage 

ditch are only slightly above the 64 ppb 
eeological benohmark 

April 16, 200s Changing mowing height to allow 
wildflowers to grow at th~ IR sites;'would Signs posted at the sites reading "No Recreational Usage or 

this trigger· a change 'in land Ulie? Soil Dist!lrbance" would a~Quately address thl;l issl;Ie. 
July 22, 2003 Thl;l team agreed that monitbr wells ES-22 and ES-30 would 

uot need to be replaced with wells screened at the base of the 
aquifer, but one new well would be installed along the storm 
drain, between ES-28 and ES-26, screened at the base of the 

Delineation ofTCE north of Building 8 aQuifer. 
OCI20,2004: I 004DO I Consensus by Team to move to annual sampling on lR sites 

Groundwater Sampling Report for Bldg 8. 
Oct 20,2004: 1004D02 Final RAP for Bldg 8 and Final RAP for Team determined appropri*e sign off signature for Final RAp 

SWMUsl,3,and4 Bldg 8 and Final RAP for 1 3, and 4 is D. Byerly. 
Jan 26,2005: 0lO5DQI ConsenSus agreed upon for;an extension to 0 I Aug 05 for 

IWTP SWMUs 334-348 response to TCEQ letter dated 15 Oct 04. 
Nov 14,2007: 1l07DOI The TCEQ has agreed to the 1100 ugIL concentration as the 

IR Site SwMU 1, 3, 4 sw GW PCL for Chlorobel)zene. 
Aug 11 2009: 200908ilDOI NA NA 
Dec 01, 2010: 2010120lDOI 

The French drain remediation system should remain on-line ,so 
long as I) there is watl;lr in the interceptor trenches and 2) th&e 
are chlorobenzene concentrations greater than the PCLs in the 

", French D.rain System at SWMU I monitoring wells upgradieqt of the French Drain system. 

Note: (\) Only the most recent Consensus Items are listed. for a historical listing, refer to previous meeting minute records. 
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Site 91 
SWMU9 

Sitel0/SWMU 
10 

SWMU 196 

SWMU244 

SWMU 245 

I CERCLA 

RCRA 

RCRA 

Hospl1a1 Low-Level Radioactive Storage Bends 

CCAD Plating Shop Floor Drains (Bldg 8) 

CCAD Plating Shop Chrome Tunnel (Bldg 8) 

Ig8) 

19 

Drains from Various CCAD Shops (Bldg 

9/29/94-

N/A 

N/A 

NlA 

NlA 

N/A 
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y 

y 

y 

y 

y 

y 

RCRA FaCility Investigation Work plan notes that the 
nolad that the site did not require remediation. 

was stored on the first floor In Room 1492. Since 
spilled material could not reasonably reach the 
,dwaler beneatih the building, no Impact to the 

dwaler would be expected and no further study is 



JMENTATION 

SWMU318 RCRA ., ."' ............. , .~ ...... ~'"' . , .................. '., .......... . NlA RCRA Facility Assessment I Visual Inspection and Sampling Visit (A.T. Keamey, Inc., 1988) Y Neutralization Tank (Bldg 8) 
Groundwater Compliance Plan Application (TtNUS) -October 2007 

SWMU319 RCRA 
industrial Waste Pretreatment Plant 

NIA RCRA Facility Assessment I ViSUal Inspection and Sampling Visit (A. T. Kearney, Inc., 1988) Y Neutralization Tank Manhole (Bldg 8) Groundwater Compliance Plan Application (TtNUS) -October 2007 

SWMU320 RCRA 
Industnal Waste Pretraetrnent Plant Chrome Wet 

NlA ReRA Facility Assessment I Visuallnspeclion and Samolina Visit (A. T. Keamev. Inc .. 1988) Y '~L" , ............. "" 

SWMU 321'& 
RCRA 

,,'uw"' .. , ... , ... 0;0 ......... , , ... · ..... g.,III\O>II~ '···IQ,n ....... ,v, ..... 
NIA RCRA"Facility Assessment I Visuallnspeclion and Sampling Visit (A.T. Kearney, .Inc., 1988) Y 

322 Storage Tanks 1 & 2 (Bldg 8) Groundwater Compliance Plan Application (TtNUS) -October 2007 

SWMU323 RCRA 
Industrial Waste Pretreatment Plant Chrome 

NIA RCRA FaCility Assessment I Visual Inspection and Sampling Visit (A. T. Kearney, Inc., 1988) Y 
Treatment Reduction Tank (Bldg 8) Groundwater Compliance Plan Appiicatton (TtNUS) -October 2007 

SWMU324 RCRA Industrial Waste Pretraetrnent Plant Chrome 
NlA RCRA Facility Assessment I Visual Inspection and Sampling Visit (A.T. Kearney, Inc., 1988) Y 

Treatment Precipitation Section (Bldg 8) Groundwater Compliance Plan Application (TtNUS) -October 2007 

SWMU325 RCRA Industrial Waste Pretreatment Plant Chrome 
NIA RCRA Facility Assessment I Visuallnspeclion and Sampling Visit (A. T. Kearney, Inc., 1988) Y Treatment Clartfier (Bldg 8) 

Groundwater Compliance Plan Application (lINUS) -October 2007 

SWMU326 RCRA Industrial Waste Pretreatment Plant Sand Filter 
NlA RCRA Facility Assessment I Visuallnspaction and Sampling Visit IA.T. Keamev. Inc .. 1988) Y (Bldg 8) 

Groundwater Comoliance Plan Application (TtNU~-Octobe' 
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