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MEMORANDUM

To: l_dl Dyke, DOD Co-Chair NTC 1C/kB

From: Jim Dm'bin, Cornmmlity Co-Chair NTt'.. RAB

Date: September 12, 1994

Subjccl.: NTC RAB commonts on Draft, Proliminafir Assessm_lt Ropolt, Naval Training
Center, Site 4, 5, & 6.

Atta .......ohed alt tile comm_mts sulmfittod by tho NTC RAB on subject rq)ort. As indicated in the
report, thc 1C/kEgdocs not agree with thc rcconmlcndation on Sit_ 4 _m(lrcconmxcn¢ls furth¢;r
investigation (i.e. Site Investigation) be conducted with regard to the storm drains, sumps, and
soaking tanks. Additionally, it is rcconmlcndcd that during thc Sim Investigation of Sim 6, thc
scopo or'tho invostigation bo oxpandod boyond thc maintonanco shop.

,TimDml_in

Community Co-Chair



Naval Training Center Restoration Advisory Board (RAB) Comments on thc _"
Preliminary Assessment (PA) for sites 4, 5, & 6.

page 3-1, section 3.1.1, senWuee 2. "...by the matLress sWrilization building (Building
288)..." Did they uso DDT or other pesticides to sterilize tho mattresses hel_? What
solvents were used?

page 3-3, suction 3.3, paragraph 6, sgntgng_ 5: ".../_s thc fomlgr chevron gas station..."
Was the gas station r_ediated? Did it have a high pressure pipe line?

page 4-1, section 4.1.1, sentence 3: Change "Most likely, the ashes wm'e transported ott:
sit_ for disposal." to "Disposal of th_ ashes wan not be detgmfingd, most likely, the ashes
wore transpolXed off' site tot diq_osal."

page 4-1, section 4.1.2 and section 4.1.3: Attempts should be made to det_mine
chemical(s) used anti wsting condwzwd on solddng {amksanti sumps.

page 4-1, section 4.1.2 anti s_tion 4.1.3: Reeonmlend this paragraph be extended to
include a statement explaining the puq,ose of sumps and soaking tanks in othea' (simila0
installations and --typically--what types ofmamriah might pass into or through them.

page 4-3, section 4.2: General cmmnents:
a. When were the storm drain chmmels put into concrete?
b. Determination should be made alsto what materials 01eavy metals,

hydrocarbons, etc) went into storm drain. If determined to be hazardous, the
storm drain channel and outfall should be tested and remediated a_snecessary

c. All drains to the bay should be checked and cleaned.

page 4-3, section 4.2, paragraph 2, sentence 5: "...potentially contained many hazardous
substances." Reeonmlend eot,suit with other lire fighting schools to deWmtine their use of
hazardous substances.

page 4-4, Table 4-1, linc 5, eolunm 3: What reference was used to dl;mmline insolubility
of Xylene? Xylene is insoluble.

page 4-g, section 4.2.3, paragraph 2, sentence 2: '_.ead was a ti'ace constituent". Delete
the word "_raec" Sin¢_;leaded gasoline was prevalent until reeentiy, lead could be
expected to be mm'e than a "U'aee"element.

page 4-8, section 4.2.4, paragraph 2, sentence7: "Storage tanks....bccausc no tank
dimension..." Was the Navy consulted to dete,mine the "typical" dimensions of liST's
placed in sihfih_ sites?

page 4-8, suction 4.2.5: Wgw thew any separators connected to thc sunlps?

page 4-8, section 4.2.6: Is lbml hazardous? What £s it mad(,[o17R_;eonmlend delete last
sentence



Comment: A map showing the orientation of the firefighter school to existing
structures woudl be beneficial.

page 4-10, Table 4-2; Arc these solubility values coircct?

page 4-12, section 4-3, senWnce 2,: "At thc...only Triox and calcium arsenate...". Delet_
thc word "only". Calcilml arsenate, according to the Clinical 2k_vtcology of C.:ommercial
Products, has a toxicity rating of 5 on a scale of 1 to 6. (3ivcn th_: toxicity of calcium
amenate, the wcn'd "only" to describe their use should bo deleted, lntbmmticm on TRIOX

was not £ouml. lttc ICAB requests intbmlation on the toxicity and possible eareinogenieity
of'TRIOX.

General Comment: Do records exist tlmt show health claims filed by cun_nt or
fenner Department of Navy employees at sites 4, 5, or 6?

pag_ 5-2, 'ruble 5-1: Where does thc potential gassing off or volatilization of solvents
figm'e into Table 5-1, Potential Exposm_ Pathways? Major conc6q_lregarding this site is if
the volatiles in th(: f'trefightiag _u:caaright be ga_'iag off into the eunmnt living smtctare.

page 5-2 section 5.2, paragraph 2, sentence l: "Grountwat_n' o¢cm._...anificial fill, at
appro 'ximagly 17 fc_t bgs ia the underlying bay depoists..."G-rouadwat_r deptll,% 17
toot bgs is the underlying bay d_pois_s. What does this mean? It appeal._ inconsistent
with the prior sta_'ment.

page %3, Tabk: %1: It scums odd that the tidal fluctuations for 1964, 1984, anti 1991
are all indontical. Please vofiOj.

page 6-4, section 6.6, sentence 2: "These residential...receivow potable wates tbml the
M_tropolitan Water District." Add "...anti to County Water Authority."

page %3, section 5-2, paragraph 3, sentence 2: "arc probably slow, on the order o£3 to 30
feet per year..." A_ groundwater rates of 30 foot a year slow'? Given the yearn the
materials have been there, thz.v will have reached the Bay in many cases.'lltis is a
somewhat confusing area anti should be clarified.

page 7-1, section 7.1.2, sentence 5: "No analytical or eiretmxstantial evidence..." What
type of analyses have ever been done of this inceratm'? Were samples ever taken to
show there was no release'/Figure 4-1 shows a "soaking tank". What were they tLsed
fbr? To soak paper in gasoline? Recommend additional ettbll be made to detet_nine if
or what eombution inducing agents may have lmcn us(;tl and p_:rhaps a cor-scrvative
sampling plan could bo developed at location of'the soaking tanks. The RAB is
concerned about potential eontanfination at the incinerator, antl reconmlends a closer
look at this site.

page %1, section 7.1.1, sentence l, Change "...one may only speculate on the likelihood
cfa stLspceted release to the soil at this sit_." to "... the likelihood o£a st_spected release to
the soil e_umotbe detemfiaed."

page %3, sec,rich 7.1.3; Was comidcration given to the washing away of ashes and where
it went'?



page 7-3, section 7.1.4, sentence 1: Change 'Tt is likely that emissions...could have
o_;curred...."LO "It is likely that cmissiom....did occur..,"

page 7.3, section 7.1.4, sentence 4: "Use sLorag_:,ur disposal..." What were file so;'Lking
tanks used fbr.

page 7-3, section 7.1.5,sentence 3: '_Iowever, several UST's were used..." An eftbrt
.should be make to locate the UST's. Perhaps by overlaying thc existing building site
plan with the site plan of'the thinner firefighter school or comparing old serial
pho(ograpl_s with those showing the existing facilities, eno could get. amidea where the
UST's were itl relation to the buildings. (')nee you detel_nine where the 17ST's should
have been located, you could do a couple of borings or use a backhoe Lopothole around
a bit to see if any UST's m' evidence of contanfination exists, especially in al'cas

accessible (i.e not ureter a btdlding).

page 7.3. section 7.1.6. sentence 6: "It is unknown il..." Reeonmx_;ml further test be
conducted during Rite Investigation to detemline it UST's still exist.

page 7-3, section 7.1.7: Tho outfall should he checked to show what may have come out
o£ (he draLrLs.Since it is very probable that a large amount of eon 'tamination (heary
metals especially, lint also petroleum hgdrocarbons)may have drained into tile boat
channel, it seems that it would be very wise to do some sampling in thc bottom
sediments et'the boat channel, and perhaps tissue samples et'some of the benthic

orgardsms.

page 7-4, section 7.1.8: Was an attempt made to lind out il' enough soot aeeumt,lated
near the tbl_n_' fly,fighter training _hooi to pm,_ist? Was the site excavated or filled
when the existing structures were eorLstrueted?
What was iT!tho soot? Could it be considered carcinogenic? Soot was observed on the
ground and on building tops, what happened Lothe soot'?
Perhaps when or if an investigation (i.e backhoe potholing or bmqngs) is conducted,
soot should be added into the scope of work as something to look aml/or test 1bt?

page 7-4, section 7.1.9: Linfited soil s_tmpling ,should be conducted around the goB'
com._e maintenance shop to dete_nine if pesticides m' petroleum hydrocm'bon
contamination exists. The al_as whe_ dark stained soils were observed should

obviously be sampled. Where'?How much?, ami how deep does it got

page 7-5, section 7.1.12: Air pathway, DDT was not banned from the mililary in the
1970"s. In addition DDT was tbund in houses located approximately 1/4 mile from the
goll'house, but hot in the soil. Would suggest the source o£DDT would be nearby, ie.
possibly the golf COUl._e.



page 7-5, section 7,1.12, scntcnc;; 8; Dolt;to thc scutch;;; "Howcv;;r, historic nonmililat-y
use of'DDT.., in the smvounding area would lie difficult." Pesticides can still volatilize
from soil ii'th;; conllmfination is th;e;;. It is a litfl;; disingcnuot_s 1oall of a sudd;;n blare;;
residential usea._of DOT tbr problems. This could be t_ae about all toxins and effects

page 7-5, section %2: Th_'e could be an att_oted population (those in Baohelm' qumxet._)
ii' th; ;th;trait;als in th;; fu-cfighting pit ar;; volatilizing. 'lltis shot,ld bc add;;&

pag_ 7-5, s;;;;tion 7.2. I, st;nit;n;;;;5: "With th;; abs;;nc,;; of..,html_m populatiorLs arc not
expected to be aff_cted...at Sites 4, 5, & 6." Groundwater pathway should be of'concern
lbr Site 5 since it is ch)se to bay.

page 7-6, section 7.2.2, paragraph 2, sentence 6: "Pesticides, such as DDT... are expected
to volatilize...". If DDT is volatile, why should it stay confin;;d to soil? Rc;;onmxcnd
sampling tbr DDT and other pesticides around site 6.

page 7-6, section 7.2.3.1, paragraph 2, sentence 3: Delete sentence, '7Ioweve_3 civilian
populations arc rcstri;;t_d from a;;ccssing NTC.,... would not bc allowed." Rcplac;; with thc
fbllowing "Civilian polmlation e,xposure to Site 6 cannot be accurately determined. While
at;tess to NTC is conlrollcd, thc nature of th;; highly visibl_ mission o£NTC, i,e. recruit
aafithtg and other schools, provided oppo_ndty Ibr nmnerolts civiliat_s to have access on
ce_lain days, i.e. relatives visiting, graduations, and goif playing guests."

page 7-7, sectiml 7.2.3.2, line g: Delete sentence 'qXTearhypolmlations...is not possible".

_,,_,_ R;;plac;; with "Whil;; at;ct;ss to NTC is ;;ontrollg;d, actual di;m_al contact or ing;;stion of
soil exposure by nearby Roseo'ans Street residents cannot bo determined". See above.

page 8-1, s;;ction 8-1: 'lit;; 1C/kBmconml;;mls £urthcr investigation into thc cent;tuts of th;;
soaking tanks and the sumps at Site 4.

page g-l, section 8-2: The RAB recommolds the following:
a. An cvahuttion bc done to dcl cmfinc ii' th;;rc is volatilization of contanfinants into

the buildings.
b. 'lit;; out,all scdim;;n_s b_ [csl;;d.
c. Detemfination trUST's are still there. "

page g-2, section 8.3: Since DOT was used widely at this site, the whole golf com._e was
saturated with these h;;rbicidcs aml p;;sticid;;s. Why is thc shop thc only Ibc,tLs,why not thc
whole green? The RAB reconmlends the following:

a. liter at 1;;asrsamples of th;; soil ired grass bt; taken to dctgmxim; if DDT is still
there.

: b. Investigate thc cost ;md implement U'M at thc golf course in ord;;r 1.ostop fttrth;;r
contamination.


