
 
 

N62604.AR.000340
NCBC GULFPORT

5090.3a
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

TELECOMMUNICATION TRANSCRIPTION REGARDING DELISTING OF HERBICIDE
ORANGE ARE MEETING NCBC GULFPORT MS

11/16/1989
U S NAVY 



470 

bJ: AT A Alt t 

( ) PHeII:ON rt (C 47) 

E 



4. Mr. Scarbrough stated there is a way to continue the process and to have 
the site considered clean and usable which would be acceptable to the EPA. 
He stated that we should first withdraw the delisting petition and then 
suanit a Certification of Closure to the r~ississfppi Bureau of Pollution 
Control. The regulations used to prepare a Certification of Closure are not 
as stringent as they are for the delisting of a material (the original HO in 
the drums). Under this process the ash from the incineration process is 
considered part of the facility vice part of the contaminated material. This 
is a very important point when considering how to clean up a site such as 
ours. As part of the facility, the ash does not require the level of clean 
up as it would if it were listed as a hazardous waste. In other words, when 
the HO in drums was removed and rumed on the Vulcanos (1970s), the hazardous 
waste was considered cleaned up and all that was left was to clean up the 
material which had spilled onto the facility (the ground in our case). 
Instead of being requi red to remove all of the contaninate from the facH ity 
(the so11) to 0 contaminates, we are only requi red to remo. it to a point 
that is considered safe to humans and the envi ronnent. Mr. Scarbrough stated 
that he had held a meeting with Mr. Sam Mabry of the Mississippi Bureau of 
Pollution Control, Hazardous waste Division, on 7 November 1989 to d1scuss 
this issue. During this meeting, Mr. Mabry stated that if the Air Force 
could show the State that the s1te was clean and safe, the State would 
approve closure of the site and the s1te could be returned to the Navy for 
its use. 

5. The next move for us/the A1r Force is to meet with the State regulatory 
people to detenn1ne what will be required in the Cert1fication of Closure. 
It was detennined during the meeting that we can use the same mater1al which 
had been presented in the del ist1ng petiti ton as the background data for the 
certificate. It would be called a cert1f1cate of closure vice a de11sting 
petition because we are not trying to get a material de11sted but a facil1ty 
cleaned up. Mr. Dan Haley with EG&G, Inc. of Idaho, the original contractor 
for the burn and the delisting petit10n, will be setting up the meeting 
between us, the Air Force and the State. This meeting should be tak1ng place 
within the next month or so and will be held in Jackson, MS. At this point, 
there being nothing further to discuss, the meeting was adjourned. 

6. Dur1ng reference (a), I discussed the certificate of closure with Mr. 
Short and he stated that the Air Force would fi rst have to close the pennit 
for the research and developnent project (the actual burning of the HO) and 
then they would begin the process for the certificate of closure. The 
delisting peti ti on will be wi thdrawn by the Ai r Force in the near future. I 
will keep you infonned of all events caning up in the future. If you have 
any questions please call me at extens10n 2484. 

Tom $arros 


