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.PARTMENT OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES CONTROL
QtGION 2

0 HEINZ AVE., SUITE 200
RKELEY,CA 94710-2737

(510) 540-2122

February 16, 1995

Commander
Department of the Navy
Engineering Field Activity, West
Naval Facilities Engineering Command
Attn: Mr. Stephen Chao, Project Manager
900 Commodore Drive, Bldg. I01
San Bruno, California 94066-2402

Dear Mr. Chao:

REVISED DRAFT FINAL FEASIBILITY STUDY, OPERABLE UNIT I, MOFFETT
FEDERAL AIRFIELD

The California Environmental Protection Agency (Cal/ EPA),
the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), the San
Francisco Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), and the
California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) has reviewed
the subject document. Comments and the specific ARARs are
enclosed for your consideration. Please respond to all comments,
then the document can be finalized. If you have any questions,
please contact me at (510) 540-3830.

GENERAL COMMENTS

i. The State realizes that the complexity of the hydrogeology
in OU-i area and the heterogeneity of the landfill refuse made it
very difficult to determine the groundwater flow direction in
different season, or the leachate offsite migration. Throughout
the document, significant efforts were made to conclude that no
leachate has been migrated to the surrounding water bodies.
Based on our observation, the chemical data in Section 1.3.3 and
1.3.6 may not necessarily fully support this conclusion. The
State believes it is appropriate to present the data and list
different rationale to explain the findings. However, without
concrete evidence, the Navy should not exclude that the landfills
are the potential sources of contaminants.

2. It has been mentioned many times in the subject document
that OUI landfills were operated like or similar to municipal
landfills. However, it is also stated that OUI landfills
received industrial wastes in the past. In addition, hazardous
wastes were detected from OUl soil/groundwater analyses. Unless
the landfills were operated according to municipal landfills by
today's definition, these areas should be treated as hazardous
waste/substance release sites.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS

i. Paqe 12, ist Para., Sec. 1.3.1

The NASA's reuse plan of operating a pistol range at Site 1
should be further discussed ( e.g., potential impact on
ecological receptors).

2. Paqe 14, 2nd Para., Sec. 1.3.2

It is stated that "water level elevations within the landfill
indicate that refuse is saturated with water to about the same
elevation as groundwater outside the landfills". This is
contradictory to the statement in page 21 "Water levels in the
landfill leachate are greater than any of the surrounding
waterbodies...". If the later statement is correct, should the
groundwater table in Figure 5, 6, and 7 be revised?

3. Fiqure 7 and Fiqure 8-C

The leachate water level in well Wl-10 is always higher than mean
sea level (msl) in Figure 8-C. However, in Figure 7, the water
level at well Wl-10 is lower than msl. Please explain the
discrepancy between these two figures.

4. Paqe 29, 4th Para., Sec. 1.3.3.1

The Navy should submit the well abandonment work plan to the
state and local regulatory agencies for review and approval.

5. Paqe 45, 3rd Para., Sec. 1.3.3.5

It is inappropriate to eliminate the possibility that the
elevated arsenic, antimony, and chromium concentrations found in
Site 1 perimeter wells were not migrated from the landfill
leachate.

6. Paqe 53, Fiqure 17

Please explain the inconsistency of the SB2-15 soil boring logs
in Figure 17 and Figure 18. In Figure 17, a layer of "fill soils
(sand, silt, gravel and clay mixtures)" underlies the "fill soils
with refuse" at SB2-15. However, this layer cannot be found in
Figure 18.

7. Paqe 67, Last Para., Sec. 1.3.6.5

Please see General Comment i.
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8. Page 112, Table 9

It is stated that the OUl landfills were operated like municipal
solid waste landfill. The Navy should explain how this
determination has been made.

9. Page 113, Table 9

The resolution 92-49 should be considered applicable because 92-
49 has been promulgated.

i0. Page 124, Table Ii

A code section should be listed after "California Fish and Game
Code"

ii. Page 126, 127, Table 12

If the "comment" section of this page is accurate, then the
federal ARARs should drop out because California, as an
authorized state, would have regulations that are as stringent,
or more stringent, than the federal regulations.

12. Page 127, Table 12, 3rd and 4th boxes

If it turns out that there is hazardous waste at OU-l, and
hazardous waste regulations apply, there are RCRA monitoring
requirements that would have to be considered as ARARs as well.

13. Page 128, Table 12, 3rd box

The citation " 40 CFR 262 and 264 " should be replaced with 22
CCR Chapter 12 and 14.

14. Page 133, Table 12, 2nd box

The state regulation is an ARAR only if the waste is subject to
land ban.

15. Page 133, Table 12, 2nd through 7th boxes, and Page 134, ist
box, 3rd requirement

The state and federal regulations should not be listed as ARARs
simultaneously. If there is a difference between the two
regulatory schemes, California's regulations will be as stringent
or more stringent than the federal regulations, and the federal
regulations should drop out as ARARs.
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16. Paqe 165, 2nd Para., Sec. 4.2.3

It is mentioned that the collected leachate could be transferred
to on-base groundwater treatment system such as OU-5 or Site 9.
However, the above treatment system will not remediate inorganic
contaminations effectively. Please include the O&M and treatment
costs in Alternative 2 and 3.

17. Paqe 202, 4th Para., Sec. 6.2

The State agrees that when refuse is below groundwater table, the
leachate may migrate offsite regardless of the types of capping.
However, at Site 2, most of the refuse is above groundwater table
which is different from site i. Therefore, the navy should
explain why native soil cap will provide the same protection of
preventing leachate migration at site 2.

18. Paqe 204, No.3

Please see Comment 17.

19. Appendix I

It is noted that in page "5/24" the average annual precipitation
of Moffett Field is 13.05 inches. However, according to the
Environmental Science Services Administration, the 30 year (1931
to 1960) annual average precipitation of the San Francisco
Airport is 18.69 inches. Please explain the difference between
them. Furthermore, the 13.05 inches average precipitation is
lower than other Bay area station records as well. Should the
Navy consider using the 18.69 inches average annual precipitation
as a reference number? How it will affect the output of the
Hydrologic Evaluation of Landfill Performance (HELP) model? In
addition, please compare the selected 24-hour peak precipitation
data with the storm event on Jan 9, 1995.

EDITORIAL COMMENTS

i. Paqe 20, Fiqure 9

The title of Figure 9 should be renamed as
"Slough/Leachate/Aquifer Hydrographs".

2. Paqe 22, Fiqure i0

The title of Figure i0 should be renamed as
"SWRP/Leachate/Aquifer Hydrographs".
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3. Paqe 57, Fiqure 20

Please add a "minus" sign in front of all the water table
measurements.

If you have questions regarding these comments, please
contact me at (510) 540-3830 to ensure a coordinated approach for
all regulatory comments.

Sincerely,

C. Joseph Chou
Remedial Project Manager
Base Closure Unit
Office of Military Facilities

Enclosure

cc:Mr. Michael Bessette
Regional Water Quality Control Board
2101 Webster Street, Suite 500
Oakland, California 94612

Mr. Michael D. Gill
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX, Mail Stop H-9-2
75 Hawthorne St.
San Francisco, California 94105

Ms. Diane Nordstrom
Closure and Remediation Branch
Permitting and Enforcement Division
California Integrated Waste Management Board
8800 Cal Center Dr.
Sacrament, California 95826

Ms. Sandy Olliges
Assistant chief
Safety, Health and Environmental Services
National Aeronautics and Space Administration
Ames Research Center
Moffett Field, California 94035-1000

Mr. Peter Strauss
MHB Technical Associates
1723 Hamilton Avenue, Suite K
San Jose California 95125
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February 14, 1995
File No. 2189.8009 (MMB)

Mr.Joseph Chou
DTSC Region 2
Officeof MilitaryFaci5ties
700 Heinz Avenue, Suite200
Berkeley,California94710-2737

SUBJECT: RWQC"B's Comments on the Operable.Unit 1, Revised Draft Final
Feasibility Study Report, for Moffett Federal Airfield dated December
20, 1994.

DearMr, Chou:

_,, Enclosed are RWQCBstaff's commentson the above referencedreport. Please contact
meat(510)286-1028ifyouhaveanyquestionsor comments.

Sincerely,

MichaelM.Bessette
RemedialProjectManager

Enclosure
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PreparedBy: MichaelM, Bessette PhoneNo.: (51O)286-1028
Date: Feb_ 14, 1995 File No.: 2189.8009 _)
Subject: OverableUnit ! Revised.Dra_FinalFeasibilityStudyReport,December20, 1994

Gencrqi Commen_s:

• Thediscussionof hydrauliccontainmentof leachatewithinthe Site 1 refuseareashouldbe
caveatedbythefactthattheapproximately4 feetthicksiltyclayhorizonunderlyingtherefuse
areais knownto be a discontinuous(see boringlog WI-17,IT 1993a)and,in turn,is
underhinbya sandygravel(Figure6, SiteI - CrossSectionB-B') Horizontalgroundwater
flowratesbasedondiscretesoilsampleswithlow,1E-08,hydraulicconductivityvaluesinan
areaof complexinterfingeringof fine-andcoarse-grainedgeologymaynotberepresentative
the actualhydraulicconditionsthat may varyby severalordersof magr6tude.Site 2
containmentbasedon similarhydraulicconductivityvaluesandgeologyalsoneedsto be
caveated.

• Pleaseprovidean explanationwhya slurrywallcontainmenthasnotbeenconsideredas a
_' remedial alternative. Additionally, explain why the cap as described in CaliforniaCode of

Regulations (CCR) Title 23, Div. 3, Chapter 15, Article 2581(a)(1) and (2) has not been
considered as a remedialalternative,since it would be an intermediatebetween the proposed
nativesoil cap andthe proposedmultilayercap.

• Please providespecifictime framesfor the monitoringof leachatemigrationand how the
moneysfor operation,maintenanceand, if necessary,contingencyactions willbe secured.

• PleaseclarifytheNavy'sunderstandingregardingthe classificationofthelandfillsat Site1
andSite2. TheRWQCB'spositionisthatclassificationisnotapplicableifthe landfillsare
not leakingbutif leakageisdetectedthelandfillmustbeclassifiedandclosedinaccordance
withCCILTitle23,Div.3,Chapter15. Additionally,pleasenotethatChapter15is an action
specificARARforbothlandfillsandthatbondingforclosureandpostclosureisrequired.

• Pleaseclarifysoil cappingin the areaof the formerpistolrangeand if the riskassessment
addressedsuch activities in the future.

• Pleasepresenta GroundwaterWellStatusTableforSites 1 and2, including,butnot limited
to, thefollowinginformation:identificationnumber,installationdates,phaseof investigation,
aquiferscreened,depthof firstencounteredwater,staticwatertable,totaldepthexplored,
bottomofwell,screenedinterval,slotsize,diameter,andwellfunction.
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PreparedBy: MichaelM. Bessette Phone No.: (510)286-1028
Date: February14, 1995 File No.: 2189,8009 {MMB]
Subject: OvdfableUnit 1 Revised DraftFinalFeasibilityStudyR,eDort,December20. 1994

_ecific Comptengs;

Page 3, Sec. 1.2: This discussion should reference the location of the adjacent Mountain View
Landfill.

Page 10, See. 1.3.1, 1st par.: The statementthataverage ground surface elevations are I to 2
feetbelow mean sea level (msl)doesnot correlate with the elevation drawn in the cross
sections for Site 1, which appearto approximatelyaveragearound 6 feet above msl

Page 11, Figure 4: Locate the drainage ditch on this figure Additionally, please label the
channelas formerlylocatedin the positionshown

Page12,See.1.3.1,ist par.: Includeaphysicaldescriptionof the pistolrange

Page 16, Site 1, Cross Section C - C': Section lineC-C' appears to intersect the pistol rangebut
_v' is not indicatedonthecrosssection.

Page 21, See. 1.3.2,4thpar.: Thestatement" Waterlevelsinthe leachatearegreaterthanany
of the surroundingwaterbodies..."seemsto contradictanyearlierstatementon Page14,Sec.
1.3.2, 1st par. which states "Water level elevations within ",helandfill indicate that refuse is
saturatedwith waterto about the same elevation as groundwateroutside the landfills,please
elucidate.

Page 23, Figure 11: The conceptual model should show the interfingeringof the fine and coarse-
grained units. Please label the boundaryof the "fill soils with refuse" All vertical and
horizontalgroundwaterflow arrowsshould be labeledas such in a Legend.

Page 24, See 1.3.2, 1st par.: Please considerrevisingimpermeableusage with semi-permeable.

Page 24, See 1.3.2, 3rd par.: The statement "In general,groundwater in the Al-aquifer zone in
the northernpart of MFA flows in the direction of the storm sewer lift station (north to
south, in the directionof Building 191)" appearsto contradict Figure 13 Site 1 - A l Aquifer
PotentiometricSurfaceMap, please elucidate

Page 25, See 1.3.2, Figure 12: Please differentiatewells screenedin the leachate aquifer from
wells screened in other aquifers.

Page 26, See 1.3.2, Figure 13: This figure should include its full title of "Site 1 - A1 Aquifer
Potentiometric Surface Map". Revise contour lines with equal contour intervals Please
differentiatewells screened inthe AI aquiferfromwells screened in other aquifers

_' Page 27, See 1.3.2, Ist par.: How was the gradient between the A1 and A2 aquifers
"estimated'"?As seen in Figure 13, the A1 aquiferpotentiometric surface for February 1994
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PreparedBy: MichaelM. Bessette Phone No.: (510) 286-1028
Date: February14, J[995 File No.: 2189.8009 (MMB)
Subject: OperpbleUnit 1Revised DraftFinalFeasibilityStudyReport, December20_ 1994

varies over 0.6- feet between the locations of Wl-14 (-2.44 feet msl, given) and WI-7
(approximately -1.78 feet msl projected)whichis approximately2.5 times greaterthanthe
023 feet differenceestimated.Thewells arestated as "nearby"and(as with all qualifiers)the
measured distance of approximately120 feet should be stated A projected pieometric
differentiationbetween the A1 and A2 aquifersof approximately0.23 feet based on wells 120
feet awayfrom each other is veryquestionable. Additionally,the cross sections do not show
AI and A2 delineation.Please revise.

Describethe following; the November 1993 precipitationcharacterizationand dryperiods
and wet seasons. Page 78, See. 1.3.7.3 states "Approximately80 percent of the rainfall
occurs between the monthsof November and Marchwith an average of 7 to l0 days of rain
each month." if November 1993 is a wet season hydrographthe upwardgradient is stated to
diminishor disappear,please elucidate.

Page 28, See. 1.3.2, Ist par.: Please definemodefingclayor preferablydelete this term.

Page 31, Figure 14: Please indicate the boundariesof Sites l and 2

Page 33, Table I: Includethe analyticalmethodfor each analysisandfiltersize

Page 35, Sec. 1.3.3,2: Please indicatethe locations of the collection points for the embankment
soil sampleson a figure.

Page 35, See. 1.3.3.3: Please indicate the locations of the collection points for perimetersoil
sampleson a figure.

Page 38, Table 2: Includedetectionlimitsfor each analysis.

Page 39, See. 1.3.3.5, 3rd par.: This statement "Acetone and bis(2-ethylhex-yl)phthalateare
common laboratory contaminants and were detected frequently during the RI in several
mediathroughout Site 1as well as in blanksamples" appearsto be discountingthe statement
on Page 34, Sec. 1.3.3.2, 2nd par. "Although acetone and 2-butanone are common
laboratorycontaminants,personnel interviews indicate that these solvents may have been
disposed of in the landfill(IT 1993a)."

Page 40, See. 1.3.3.5, 5th par.: The statement "Contaminationis not migratingpast landau
boundaries..,"shouldbe revised to reflect the unknownsource of contamination and thatthe
landfillhasnotbeenprecludedasasource.

Page48, Sec. 1.3.3.6,4th par.: Thestatement"In conclusion,landfillcontaminationhas not
migratedinto the adjacentsurfacewatersof the SWRPandJagel.." shouldbe revisedto

_' reflectthe unknownsourceof contaminationandthatthelandfillhasnotbeenprecludedas a
SOurCe.
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Page 56, See. 1.3.5, 4th par.: A proj_,_:tedpieometricdifferentiationbetween the Al and A2
aquifersof approximately0.14 feet based on wells 190 feet away from each other is very
questionable. Additionally,the cross sections do not show A1 and A2 delineation Please
revise.

Page57,Figure20: Pleasedifferentiatewellsscreenedinthe A1 aquiferfromwellsscreenedin
otheraquifers.

Page 62, Table 5: Includethe analytical methodfor eachanalysisandfilter size

Page 64, Sec, 1.3.6.3: Please locate the collection points for perimetersoil sampleson a figure.

Page 66, Table 6: Includedetection limitsfor each analysis.

Page 68, See. 1.3.6.5, 5th par.: The statement "..contaminants are not leaching into
groundwaterand subsequentlymigratingpast Site 2 boundaries."should be revisedto reflect
the unknownsource of contaminationand that the landfillhasnot been precludedas a source

Page 70, See. 1.3.6._, 4th par.: The statement "The landfill is not a source of other metal
constituents in the downgradientgroundwater." should be revised to reflect the unknown
source of contaminationand that the landfillhas not been precludedas a source

Page g0, See. 1.3.7.3, 42rid par.: The hydraulicconductivityvalues of the encountered sandy
•gravels mustbe used if worst case approximationsarestatedto be an objective

Page 98, See. 1.4.3.1, 2nd par.: A mitigationplan to off set the negative ecological impactsof
cappingshouldbe proposed.

]Page 162, See. 4.2.2: Describe the origin of the native soil cap materialand include an ASTM
soil descriptionof the cap material.

Page 165, Figure 31: Please include compass orientation,continuous groundwatertable, and
groundwaterflow arrows

Page 165, See. 4.2.3, 2nd par.: The statement %will interceptany leachate .." would be more
accurateby stating "will be designedto intercept anyleachate."

Page 166, Figure 32: Please includeAI groundwaterflow arrows.

Page 169, Figure 33: Please include AI groundwater flow arrows. The location of the proposed
monitoringwells appearsto be inappropriatedueto the natureof the site. The spacingof the
wells by distancesof 300 feet or morewill not provideadequate monitoringfor a landfillthis
size. Along the westeTnperimeterof the refuse area, two additionalwells are requested.

_' One at the mid point between wells Wl-5 and Wl-8 and another at the midpoint between
wellsW1-8andWI-16. Alongthe southernperimeterof the refusearea,one additional
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monitoringwellisrequestedtobelocatedapproximately250feetwestofmonitoringwell
WI-15. The proposedmonitoringwellWl-19isrequestedtobe relocatedapproximately
280feetsouthoftheproposedlocation.Theproposedmonitoringwee WI-18 isrequested
toberelocatedapproximately350feeteastsouth-eastoftheproposedlocation.

Page170,Figure34: PleaseincludeAI groundwaterflowarrows.Theproposedgroundwater

monitoringnetworkappearstobe inadequateduetothenatureofthesite.Alongthe
southernperimeterof therefusearea,one additionalwellisrequestedto be located
approximately200feetwestofmonitoringwellW2-6.

Pages173and 175,Tables16and17:Includetheanalyticalmethodforeachanalysisandfilter
s_:e.

Page 187, See. 5.2.2.1, 2nd par.: Please includeactionspecificlandfill ARARs

Page 205, See. 6,3, 1st par.: Please includethe specific discussionsregarding the reduction of
_, toxicityandvolumeinthissection.

Page208,Table19:Thetotalcostisprojectedfor30years,pleasedescribehow thislengthof
timewasdeterminedandwhatistheprojectedlifeofthemonitoringprogram.

PageG-l,AppendixG,3rdpar:.The statement"possiblebutunrealisticassumption"appears
tocastdoubton thesincerityatwhichtheriskassessmentisbeingperformed,please
considerrevising.

AppendixJ,10f37:PleasediscusstheclassificationoftheOU-I landfills.

AppendixJ,13of37: Pleasediscussthefundforclosureandpost-closuremaintenanceofthe
OU-I landfills.

AppendixJ,14of37:PleasediscussCCR,Title23,Div.3,Chapter15,2581(a)(I).

AppendixJ,15of37:PleasediscussCCR,Title23,Div.3,Chapter152581(c)(2).

Concurredby:
Ron Gervasoa, DOD
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Mr. Joseph Chow
Remedial Project Manager
Department of Toxic Substances Control
Region No. 2, Office of Military Facilities
700 Heinz Ave., Suite 200
Berkeley, CA 94710-2737

Subject: Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirements for
Moffett Federal Airfield, SWIS No. 43-AA-0005

Dear Mr. Chow:

This letter is in response to your solicitation for State
applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements (ARARs),
dated .February 3, 1995 for the Moffett Federal Airfield, Revised
Draft Final Feasibility Study Report for Landfill Operable Unit I
dated December 20, 1994. The California Integrated Waste
Management Board (CIWMB) has the following general statutory and
regulatory authority:

• Statutory authority: The Integrated Waste Act of 1989, as
embodied in Public Resources Code Section 40000 et seq.

• Regulatory authority: Title 14, California Code of
Regulations, Division 7.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Sections 43021 and 43509 the
CIWMB has adopted regulations that include substantive standards
for the design, operation, maintenance, closure, and ultimate
reuse of solid waste disposal sites. These regulations are
contained in the California Code of Regulations, Title 14 (14
CCR), Division 7, and were reviewed by U.S. EPA as part of the
RCRA Subtitle D Approved State Program.

The enclosed table provides 14 CCR ARARs for closure and
postclosure maintenance of solid waste disposal sites. These
ARARs are being submitted pursuant to Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability Ac_ (CERCLA), Section
121(d) and the National Contingency Plan. Upon reviewing the
Feasibility Study, CIWMB staff has determined that Sites #I, #2
and #22 meet the definition of a solid waste deposal site
pursuant to PRC 40122 and have not closed pursuant to the
definition 14 CCR 18011, and therefore meet the scope and
applicability of closure and postclosure standards in 14 CCR.

- Pt'in_d on Rmc_.K'dPepcr -



Mr. Chow
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If you have any questions or changes regarding ARAR determination
or substantive requirements, please contact me at (916) 255-2352
prior to forwarding to the military, so that the CIWMB can assure
consistent application of its requirements throughout California.

Sincerely,

L
Diane Nordstrom
Associate Engineering Geologist
Closure and Remediation Branch
Permitting and Enforcement Division

Enclosure: Table, "State ARARs for Solid Waste Disposal Sites
Closure and Postclosure Maintenance"

cc: Regional Water Quality Control Board
Antone Pacheco, Santa Clara County EnvironmentalHealth
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S4moxe Stauda_, Requiremeut, ARAR Stales Descflptiom Commit Atsedm_mlSlit
Critm%n, or Ltmilalien

Califomla loteosted 14 CCR 1"/'766 Applicable EmerE=cy itmpor_e Pltn (ERP): pote_Galem=ge_c), Closure m PoJ_€losu_ M_te- Sitzs 8 I. 12, N22

Waste MemqBeme_ C_ 3, AJrdcle7.8 eondido_ IJudmay ¢xcoed the design of the si_ and co_d na_,_eSlandiatdof Ti0 e 14, CCR,
Act o1"19g9 D_posal Sit_ Clo_trt m_d er_ _e p_t_c heahbor e_vi_ne_l must be Imlkil_ekd CI3sptm3, Arl_dle?.l. SQ_e amd
PRC 40502 & 43020 Pmb:lost_eMoimem_ce Responseprooedwesfor theseoo_d_doc_m_t be addr_sed _ kppF.cabJlity_ to 14CCR

the RD/P.,AFtmU. 17760.

Celi.fondt In_ 14 CCR !"//67 ARdicablB Sect_rityst Clee_d Si_: tll poi_3 of e_oess to the siu: m_st Clmute 0I Pos_]osure Mm_'- SiWs it I,/_2, #22
WastB_mmt Cb_e_r 3, Article 7.8 be res_lcd, excq_ pem_ttcd €_ po_ts. AU mortaring, rm_e Sla_da_dof Title 14, CCR,
Act of 1989 Disposal 5fse ClceoR and o0e_oL u_d recovery s)-stemJ shall be pmtect_ from tuna_tho- Cbapt_ 3,Arddle7.8. Scope a_4
FRC 40502 & 43020 Po_ts:lmumMa_le_m_ dred acorns. Applicabilitypm,mm_to 14 CCR

17760.

_tror_a _t_,x'_l (4 _ I'/?T3 Apl_€_b|¢ F_ Cove: _ design andc_an of Ibe final c_et' Ckeu_e m Prate|mute M_m_. Si_ _1. IQ, _1_2
Wule M_ Cbapt_ 3, Article 7.8 _ m_l s4x_fic _ve s_Jmchud_,l_ese include mb_ nm_e Slaaubrdof Tide 14, OCR,
Acl of 1989 Disfmsal SiR C[osuu_Jutd m_m _ a_l q_lity of d_eeoas'a_ction mai:_itl. C_" 3, Ardde 7.8. Seope ud
PRC 40502 & 43020 Pos_|o_t*neMaie_mance Applk_tbil(typump.m_In |4 CCR

17760.

Ca]if_tia h)t_grstod 14 CCR 1"/774(_)t_b) AFpUcable Consmk-_,n Quality AssuTance(CQA): it CQA program mtttl Clmure o_ Posl¢lmu_e Maitre- _ites ill, d_2,#22

W_te M_ L-_ 3, A_cle 7.8 be dmigaedand implemmtod. 1!m_t _ncJudespecific nem_8'amda_lof TiOe 14, CC'R,
kd o1"19R9 Di R_al Site Clot'xJ_a_d peram€ttn (an_ for somecempo_mtsSpecificPqi_ metheds) C(3spl_r3. A_d¢ 7.8. Sc_e 8_d
PRC 40502 & 4)020 Pmldosm¢ MsJnt_nm_oe fo4read_ ¢omponml of th_ fu]Jdcove(. App|tcobility pursmmtto 14 CCR

I";'760.

CoJi!'ee_a !_ 14 CCR 1"/'/'/6 Applkabh: Final _: the final gaules fo( _e covered la_d.GIlmu_l Clostur_o_ Pos_:le_u_ M_lnln. Sires lit, #2, 022
Wasl_ _l C_ 3, AtticJe 7.8 moct gtufia8 s_dards ixovide_din 23 CCR 2_81. they mtat na_e 8ta_dt_dof Tide 14, (3CR,
Act of 1989 D_spostl SiU:Cketureo_1 beappmprJa/_Io control nmolTard erosion. C_ 3, A._de 7.8. Scope nod

PRC 40502 & 43020 Pos_cloe_¢ M_irtlz_m_e App_:ability i_wmmd to 14 CCR
17760.

-) CaHfomb I_ 14 CCR 1"/7"/7 AppEcabte Fired 8i'- Free: d_edesis_ of Ibe final site rane m_t I_OVide Cleeu_ e_ Pos_tm_ue Main_- Si_, #1, _2, it2Z
Wt41eM_ll&_mml Cl_r 3, A,'dde 7.8 for Ibe iateoity of the firml¢ov_ both mut_ stalic m_! nano¢St_mdatdof Tide 14, L-_
Ad of 1989 D_po_d S_leCtee_re and dym_k co_Utio'ns. Ctutl:_e;3, A_de 7.8. Seope trod
PFLC40_02 & 43020 Posl_losta'eMabxqt'_m_ Applicabilitypm_tmm!to 14(�C:R

17760.

;3 Califomm lu_gruled 14 O[_R "17??il ARd_cable Fioal Dndnage: the desig_nof Ibe fired c_ves m_l oo_trol Cleeute m Postcl_tue Matte- Sit_ ill, ff2. #22
_1 Wu_ MJm,t_:m_l Cbapte_ 3, Attick 7,8 runonaz_druooff producedby s 100 y_u 24 I_0_ sh)rra evem nan_ Staadardof Tille 14, CCR,
:) Arl of 1989 Dispoud Size Closureaad a_l m_t be IX_par_lacr,mdiJn8to OQA req_ruu_. CI3ai_er), Article 7.8. Scope

PRC 40502 & 43020 Po_tclosun¢Maisui¢_ Applkabilitypu_um_to 14C_R

.) 17760.
"i
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State ARARs for Closure and Postc|osure Maintenance of Solid Waste Disposal Sites
Is3
Q

........ I'1"

Soume Stlmdard, IIJequh_melt, ARAR SUIhi3 DeKriplloa Commmt Antoclated Site _j
Cdl_,l_, or Ltmit_toe

(::3

CaUFmala_ 14 CCR ITT79 Applir.,ob[e Slope Pr.tecdon su)dEn_oa C4m_e4: tJu_design aundce_- Closwe or Pos_c]osureMamt_- Sites #1, N2, #22 I--
We.steh_mcnt CEaplJ_J. Astic]€ 7.8 slruc6on of the stolx:s must l_oted the i_t3, of (he fired nome_,eStandm'dor "l't-tk14, CCR,
Acl of 19S9 DhposlLISite Clee4ue end cover _d _ soil _osion. C_r 3, Axticle 7.8. Scope
PRC 40502 & 43020 Pos_ctm_r=Ms_n_ Applicability punumt to 14 CCR

17760.

CadLfom]i_ 14 CCR 17781 App4{mb(e l.,eachmtc_o] l_nzmg Clos'tm_studPost Ctmo:€: feachat_ _ stale does .oi I.teod tJuJ Sik's #1, #2, _'22
Wtste _ CkN_zr 3. ArUck 7.8 m_4 be monZ_m_ _Uectad. trmted, aod discardedeppm_- sutn,rUz_ i.-_bate mooito_g
Act of 1989 D_spesal Site Ctm_ and a_y. Md mllectio8 sy.dans_ to be
PRC 40502 & 4301q) Pos_ctosumMaintmJmc_ oddcdto existing l_dfilh unless

_, pt_xl_oe and/m
e_cma,.Ltfonb evidmL

Odifomia h_snded 14 L'_R 17783 Al_[cabJo (3m Mco_n_g _d Con'orolD.riog Clo_J_e_ I'o._I(:1o_n_ Mo,_rm_n8 sl_d beml)duct_l Si_ #I, ,_2,_.2
Wm_ _ (::_ 3. Ar_:_¢7.8 la_I/'dl gatesmull beceIIec_ed_d emtlyzt.d;t_€oon_e_on for 30 ymn or _liJ lttlbo;h_d
Act of 1989 DLspoud8i_ Closu_ snd of combus4_l_ gm adtJu:lamdGtLIbou_ m_t be 53_,or le_ be dbeontio.ed by shm_'ia8thai
PRC 40502 & 4.1,020 Pastr.Jostt_Ma_a_am_,¢ tnu'_sales must oot be ,,I lcwJs 0sd _u¢ advc_e besld_ m thereis o_ potential t_rmt to

mvbonme_l publicb_th aod utf_ty or _e
imp_u:ts, mvbonm_L

Caliram_ la_elgltod 14 CCR 1778_ ApplicIblc P_I UlosmeM._U-_tlmc:e:_e hmdfiUmu_,lM mm_Jn,_ taxi M,_b_It is cont_0txcdfor 30 S[t_ #I, #2, (/22
Wu_ Ma_seo_nt Chept_ 3, A_cte 7.8 mmu_red for ._ te_ _m 30 ye_,s roltow_8clc_e, yeats f'oiJcrwingcto_uretmle.uit
Act of 1989 Oi.speealS_ (_ot-meud canbedem0e.sueeodIh_ _=
PRC 40502 & 43020 Pmlr.imtuncMa;ot_amoe bmd/'dldecs not Irate a tJut_tto

public he_hh lind S_"O' or•
thn_d to HUeenv_rmam_'d.

CaJifom]nln_ 14 CCR l'r?V_ AI_ Post Clovae land US_ Site CIm,u_ Design shall I5ow e_e _ Closu_: of Pos_teetunc MaJote,- Sites #1, tt2, NZ2
Wiste 5_m=nl C_ 3. AJ1]cl¢7.8 ou]re proposedrues of the _loe,ed silo o, sEew develolpment ntece SumdanJof Tide 14, U__R,
Actof 1989 DEtposol Sih_Clostu_Md that i, €om_ witholxospi,_. Cbemg_ in pm,b:k_sure C_ 3. ArUde 7.8. Scope o_1

__ PRC 40302 & 43020 Poet_toeese Maint_mmoe I,md_e mustbe_avod by the e_ate Stale s_cy AEpUcabIUtypuntmst to 14CCR
prim to imFk'm_oa. 17760.

.) California letelpmed 14 O[2R 11_52.3 Rek'voJ_Jemd Provides the contem ftquimments for closure I_ims foe seed Applies to loud v,'atstedisposal S{tes #1, ._2, #2:2
Wm'mh_me_p:meet Chapter 5. &rtlck 3.4 Ap_eo_te waste disposalsims. sims dud reoeivedW_Lst¢edger
Act c( 1989 Clee_ imd Postclosm_ )0_mlr),I, 1988.
PRC 40502& 41509 Mmoft'nancePltm

ClllJfomblIJ0f_graz_xl 14 OL-'R18265.3 Rdevem!o,'_d Pfo,v_tcs_€ co_tc_lrrqui_'mentsfor postclosummaiob_tmoc Apptie_tosol_dv,m_ d.ispestl Sites#1, IP2,#_
WasteMaluqlwoea_ Cl_ott-r3, Article3.4 A_o_a4z j_ms fm sol_! _'aste disposalsilts, li_lthalmoeivodw_te _kr

d Act of 195'9 Clmun_Md Po._.Jos_m_ llle_san/I, 1988.
:_ PKC 40302& 43309 t_ Plons

3 14 C_R - Cldifomia Code of _ool. "l_tZe14 ARAR - applicabk or f¢levamtimd_op_te nXluimm_t ROD - Record of Decbioo RI)/R_. Rmed_tldesigu_o',edidaclice

,4
I
_3 4

I

LI
L

) ) )


