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U U the fifth in @ series of fact sheets informing interested citizens about the
environmental investigations and remedial actions at NAS Pensacola. Other fact

sheets will be wristen & appropriate points in the program and in response t0

public interest. Distribution is coordinated through the Public Affairs Office at NAS

Pensacola, (904) 452-2311. NOU204.AR.001266
NAS PENSACOLA
5090.3a

FACT SHEET 5. U.S. Navy Proposed Plan
Operable Unit 10, Naval Air Station, Pensacola

INTRODUCTION
The U.S. Navy, as the lead agency cleaning up Naval Air Station (NAS) Pensacols, is issuing this Proposed Plan
for Operable unit (OU) 10, the industrial wastewater treatmeat plant IWTP) an Magazine Point, to provide an
opportunity for public comment On cleanup alternatives. The Navy, in consultation with the U.S. Environmental
Protection Ageacy (USEPA) and the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP), will not select a final
alternative Until public commeat is considered.

The Navy issues this proposed plan as part of its public participation program as defined by federal law and to
encourage community involvement in the remedial alternative selection. This plan provides background information
on the site, describes the alternatives evaluated, and presesits the preferred alternative and its rationale. Also, this
plan outlines the public’s role in helping the Navy make a final decision. Words that first appear in bold print are. -
defined in the glossary, starting on page 8. L

This plan summarizes information described in the Final Remedial Investigation (RI) RepoﬁmdtthFacuM '
Feasibility Study (FFS) and other documents contained in the AdministrativeRecord. The Record and Information -
Repositories for NAS Pensacola may be found at the following locations: ,

NAS Pensacola Library _ Johm C. Pace Library West Florida Regional Library

Building 633 ‘- university of West Florida 200 West Gregory Street
Hours of Operation: Hours of Operation: Hours of Operation:
M-F 8a.m. t06 p.m. . M-Th8am. to 10p.m. T-Th 9a.m. to 8 p.m.

Sat 9:30 a.m. to 5p.m. FriSam. to5p.m. Fri, Sat 9 a.m. to 5 p.m.

Sat9a.m. to 5 p.m.
Sun 10 am. to 9 p.m.

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION
The US. Navy relies on public comments to easure that the selected alternatives are fully understood and that
community concerns have been considered. The U.S. Navy will be accepting written comments from February 19
10 April 4, 1996, toencourage public participationin the selection process. The comment period includes @ public
meeting at which the Navy will preseat the RI report, FFS report, and Proposed Plan, answer questions, and recsive
commeats FON the public. The public meeting is scheduled for 7 p.m., Tueaday, February 27, 1996, at Pensacola
Junior College, Building 3000, Warrington Campus. Comments \vil| hc ssmingd and responses provided in the
responsiveness summary section Of theRecord Of Decision (RCD). The public can send written comments to the
following person, FHom whom they also can request additional information:

Commanding officer

NAS Peasacola, Code 00500
Attn: Ron Joyner

190 Radford Blvd.

Pensacols, Florida 32508-5217
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. SITE BACKGROUND
NASPM&W.M@USEPA’INMML&(NPL)mDemlm The Comprehensive
Eavironmental Respease, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) governs cleanup for sites on the NPL.
In addition, aa cavironmental permit was issued in 1988 under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
(RCRA). mmmummhummmmhnymdmdthnmyupdhorluhof
hnrdu.w&dlummmwdndchmdq ‘The Federal Facilitics Agreemeat (FFA),
signed in October 1990, MMNASMIMMWMWths

OUlOmmnﬂdy%muMumuuNASMmMuComty Florida
OU 10 comprises three sources of contamination: the former Industrial Sludge Drying Beds (ISDBs) at Site 32, the
‘former Wastewater Treatment Plant Ponds at Site 33, and miscellancous IWTP-related sites at Site 35. Figurel
lhow:thegen-alumuumdloamn. .

Various faecilities at
wastewater sinoe 1941. The -
current wastewater
treatment plant was
constructed i 1948 to
process primasily domestic
wastewater: It was
upgraded in 1971 to treat
wastewater separately.’
Site 32, the dying beds,
-operated from 1971 until
1984 and was closed in
1989. Site 33, the three
ponds, makes up the
. southen half of OU 10.
These ponds operated from
1971 until 1988, when they
were cleaned up and closed
under the existing RCRA
permit. Both Sites 32 and
33 are known sources of
il and growndwater
cootaminstion st OU 10.

A‘mw
986

PRy | e

Temporary.
Permit (No. HT17-68087) ‘
MWMMWMWW(MFDEP) The system installed in the shallowest
portions of the underlying aquifer began operating in February 1987. Seven recovery wells along the north-south
mdmmmwwmmmmm Extracted groundwater is
MMW&C&MWM :

SCOPE AND ROLE OF ACTION

- mmmmwmwmum The purpose of this Proposed Plan is

to set forth the alternatives from which the Navy, with regulatory approval, w:llaelectamdytopteventmm
wbmu&eabﬁmnﬂmm

h;az
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Runedial[mstigation&mmary S

Between December 1992 and October 1995, an envuonmhl investigation was conducted The final report
identified soil contaminants. Areas with contaminants at higher levels appear to be isolated 'hot spots” near the
former IWTP units. The areas are designated as A, B, C and D on Figure 2.

The final report also identified contaminants in the site’s groundwater. The RI indicates that the main area Of
groundwater contamination beneath Site 32 is outside the ma of clan up of the existing groundwater treatmeat
system. 'he approximate ma of groundwater contamination ir &own on Figure 2

\_‘ ‘ v BAYOU GRANDE -

-

Bay

Figure 2 Areas of Concern

SunmaryofSiteRish

Human Health
CERCLAdlreeutha!aBuelineRiskAnmmt(BRA)bedonctodetmnelmePLmepomm
unacceptable current or future human health or environmental threat if po cleapup measures are taken. ‘This study
provides a basis for determining whether cleanup is needed and what the cleanup levels should be. In the OU 10
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m&mm&mm&mbmmnﬂmm groundwater, and sediments
was assessed fog current and future site workers under industrial land use, as well as for future site residents. This

mmumndhuwmmmmm

AMMuMthMMmMMof&M&uMM
its strength as a cancer-causing agent. The risk range USEPA set for protection of human health is represeated as
10+ for industrial areas to 10 for residential areas. This range would mean an increased chance of no more than
- one additional case of cancer in 10,000 people (10) to one in 1 million (10). The State of Florida considers less
than 10¢ acceptable. Chemicals producing other harmful effects were compared with reference doses (highest levels
~ not causing barmful effects) to calculate a Hazard Quotient (HQ). An HQ above 1 indicates if cleanup may be
needed to reduce potential exposure to a safe level. For groundwater, oansite contaminant levels are also compared
" with state and federal drinking water standards. Cleanup levels are then established based on health-based levels
uexphmdwweamﬁﬁdadhnm;mmwmmeymmdaemmemumofclmup
neeuuxyummma.

Unda-Mhdmeﬁmefoerdpﬂmﬁdeworkmdoandmﬂtm
unacceptable rigks. Under residential land use, which is unlikely for this site, two msterials in the surface soil
" preseat an unacceptable risk above 104 to a future potential resident child. Several chemicals in site soil exceed
Florida levels that protect groundwater. These levels were used to develop cleanup goals for the site.

Mhammﬂ‘ﬁmwbmhﬁmdwmu The risk estimated
for unlikely potential residential use exceeds the acceptable risk threshold of 10 and the HQ of 1.

Ecological

Ecological risk also was asscesed for the actual or potential effects of contamination at OU 10 to ecological receptors
such as plants and animals. This assessment focused on both land at OU 10, and contamination in groundwater that
travels to nearby surface water bodies. Potential impacts to wetlands near OU 10 and the southern drainage ditch
will be ovalusted during the Site 41, NAS Pensacola Wetlands remedial investigation. Potential impacts to
Peasacola Bay (Site 42) and Bayou Grande (Site 40) from groundwater contaminants will be assessed during
remedial investigations at those sites.

Risk from the soil north of the INTP is limited to metals in the surface soil. Risk associated with levels preseat
is most likely minimal. Because the IWTP is industrial and there is considerable human activity, wildlife habitat
is absent. Contact with s0il would be limited to animals traveling across the area only. Therefore, the contaminant
levdlprembmtm-:mneeepnbbn*tothomm

MmMWMwaMMIfWGMMMmWWM
discharging inte surface water bodies. The only orgamic compound detected in shallow groundwater which may

poesibly impact ecological recoptors in surface water was dieldrin. Metals that could potentially effect ecological

receptors include: cadmium, chromium, lead, mercury, and zinc. Harmful effects to surface water receptors, based
oa the levels present, are considered unlikely. All of the contaminants will be studied further during the Pensacola
Bay, Bayou Grande, and NAS Pensacola Wetlands investigations. )

Remedial Objectives

IfOUlOnmhM no further action for soil is required to protect buman health. However, to address
an unlikely potential residential land use at OU 10, cleanup goals for s0il have been established to protect future
. residents. These are presented in Table 1 below. Tablolalnomclﬁuclemnpgoaluepmnngeonnmmm
levellmsodtlnplmm and cleanup goals for groundwater.

Pago 4
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Table 1
Clu-pGoabforSduledwm

Notes: :

8 - Calculated valus based on an acceptabls risk or s Hazard Quotient of 1 assuming combined ingestion and skin contact with the soil.
It is assumed that a resident child eats 200 milligrams per day of s0il and has 2,000 square centimeters of exposed skin and is exposed
for 350 days a year for six years and weighs 33 pounds (15 kilograms).

b— Exoudmofnonawduyvahnpmdmndwdubwmdnnhngwmm

€ - Florids Primary Drinking Water Standard or Maximum Contaminant Level, whichever is lower. .

. d— MMWMWMSMmeWWW whichever is lower. : -
¢ — Florida Guidance Concentration bandonumnopnkﬂy :

N/A — ° Not applicable

Scope Of Remedial Actions

Soil — The il compounds ideatified in Table 1 were found in three locations near SIt332 and one location at

Site 35, as Figure 2 shows. Table 2 lists remedial objectives developed from the analysis of Soil cleanup goals

described above. Cleanup levels Tor roil are either calculated values based on an acceptable risk or a Hazard

Quotient of 1 assuming combined ingestion and skin contact with the surface il, or Florida leachability values
. protective of groundwater for subsurface soil. Florida leachability levels are used becsuse they are lower than

USEPA levels.

Page 5
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Table 2 .

OU 10 — Soil Remedial Objectives
Contaminated Media
Objective ’ Location Estimated Volume (CY) Rationale

Protect groundwaler from Svnlo(AmB) : A 130 hlorinated benzenes and
leachsble compouads. Swale (Area C) . 20 - naphthalene above cleanup
: . North of operations building il goals
(Area D) ' : '
Note: "

CY = Cubic yards .
M-Mﬂm-‘mw

m—mmhmemMMmegmm,
whichever is lower. Background (groundwater not contaminated by the site) levels for metals may actually be
-mwmwmmm Coatamination does not have to be cleaned up to below

beckgrouad lovels.

_ SUWARYOI’ALTERNATIVES .
mwmmmmmmmou 10 FFS for cleaning up soil and groundwater
at this site; for a detailed analysis of these altematives, please refer to the OU 10 Final Focused Feasibility Study.

Alternative 1: Ne Action
mwmuwwwmm.'m-dmnummm
serve as a baseline against which other alternatives are compared. In the no-action alternative, no remedial actions
will be taken t® contain, remove, or treat soil. The RCRA groundwater treatment system is operating and will
mwmhmwﬁmunmm No cost is associated with this alternative.

Alternative 2: Institutional Controls
’llmalm‘mldmtboulOambtindnﬁialunonlyonﬂanMmPhnmdpmhlbuMaganm
Point from being weed for residential use. A leachability study will be conducted to demonstrate whether
contaminants found in s0il above Florida levels are coatributing significantly to groundwater contamination onsite.
The leachability study will be conducted during the Remedial Design/Remedial Action period after the ROD is
issued. This altermative eliminates the risk t0 potential child residents by not allowing the site to be residential.
If the leachability study demonstrates that groundwater is being impacted by contaminants in soil, Alternative 4
wwldhalhcmmdy In addition, the Navy will meet the RCRA requirements by modifying the
: Mgmmnmhmm Because the RCRA system is operating and can
be modified to meet the remedial goals for groundwater at the site, no other alternatives for groundwater are
" evaluated. Costs for groundwater treatment, therefore, are not included in this estimate. The cost of this altemnative
is estimated at $100,000. Am;l”ieonnnm total direct and indirect costs are $130,000.

Alternative 3: Capplu

hﬁemdmwlﬂfmnmmnhmdmm Thecqnmllmdnoethcmkofconnctwnth
contaminated soil and reduce the quantity of leachate generated when rainwater filters through contaminated soil.
mmmofhdmveummhduﬂ&'om u-umng:ioymofmntenmee

Altermlive‘. Exuvdionwithomltcl)hpoul —

hhemva&uudoffnbdispouldlumﬁve,nﬂuceedmgclampg«hwmumved from OU 10 and
disposed at an approved Subtitlc D landfill to remove all current and future threats to human health and the
~ - eavironment posed by soil contamination. Soil would be sampled at the extent of the excavation to verify that soil

Page 6.




NAS PENSACOLA OPERABLE UNIT 10 .
PUBUC COMMENT SHEET

USE THIS SPACE TO WRITE YOUR COMMENTS
is important in helping the

Navy select a final remedy for the site. You may use the space below to write your comments, then
fold and mad. Admmmyuwmmm Al comments must be

postmarked by April 4, 1996.

Your mnput on the Proposed Plan for

Address

Phone ¥
NAS PENSACOLA OPERABLE UNIT 10

s



PUBLIC COMMENT SHEET

Feold en dashed lnmn, stagle, stamp and mell

Address .
Cy _____ _  _Se__Zp -

- Commanding Officer :
NAS Peasacols, Code 00500
Atta: Rea Joyner

199 Radfierd Bivd
Peasaccls, Florida 32508-5217
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mmunmgmeeuthcclunupgoda 'Ihoexavauonwwldbemﬁlledthhclanml The preseat cost of this
alternative is estimated at $90,000, excluding Jewatering; dewatering will cost approximately $10,000 per week.
Indirect costs, including engineering services/report preparation cost, and contingencies (30%), are expected to
increase the Alternative 4 total project costs to $247,000. Opeutmg nmnhnmng,mdumphngco:hwﬂlnotbe
requued under thls llterm.tlve :

COMPARISON OF ALTERNATIVES
TheNavy evaluated each alternative by thecntemllwwnbelowtodetermlmwhchwonldbutmducemkpond
by OU 10. .

Overall Protection of Hunan Health and the Environment

Alternative 1 would not treat or monitor the site and, thmfon,wouldnotpmmhnmhalthmdthe

eavironment. Alternative 2 would designate the area for industrial use only, which would prohibit Magazine Point
from being used for residential use. In addition, a leachability study would be conducted to assess whether site soil

contaminants are causing groundwater contaminant levels to exceed drinking water standards. If threats to

_ groundwater are ideatified, the soil may be removed. After the RCRA system is modified, this alternative will be

effective in protecting human health and the eavironment. Alternative 3 would limit both leaching and the risk to

buman health by covering the areas with asphalt. Alternative 4 would remove the soil and replace it with clean fill.

'Altemuve4pmduthemouimmedutepmtecﬁmofhumhulﬂundthcmvirmmt .

Complianee with Federal/State ARARs

' Theapphcabloorrelevmtand-pytopﬁmrequiremuﬂm:pply include chemical-, location-, nndncuon-apectfic
- state and federal standards. Altemative 1 does not meet these standards for the protection of human health or
groundwater because exceedances of the cleanup goils exist. Alternative 2 protects human health by restricting land’
use and provides & mechanism to check that groundwater is protected from soil contaminants. Groundwater ARARs

\
1.
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wxllbemetbymndlfymgtheRCRApetmthlhonbvdl. AltemahveSmeeuthereqmmentsby limiting
Ie.chabnhtyandAhem-hve4meeuthmdndsbyremvmgthesollmdrephcmgntwnmclunﬁll.

Long-Term Effectivencss and Permanence
Mmmnu4mumvﬂeeﬂewwndmmdmewﬂbymmmgmcmmmwdm
Alternative 3 would also be effective and permanent by capping the areas ideatified. It would required long-term
cover maintensace to ensure continued effectiveness. Alternative 2 uses institutional controls to cnsure that the area
remains industrial and would not poss a risk under residential land use and that the RCRA recovery system is
modified to contain the contaminated groundwater. Although this alternative would require additional time to meet
the cleanup goals, it would be effective from a long-term standpoint. A leachability study of the soil would easure
that groundwater is protected from contaminants detected in the soil. Alternative 1 is not effective or permancat.
Treatment to Reduce Toxicity, Mobility, or Volume

Toxicity, mobility, and volume are reduced under Alternative 4 by removing the soil. Alternative 3 reduces
mobility and texicity by preveanting rainwater from coming in contact with the contaminated soil. Contaminant
levels in groundwater would likely reduce over time. Alternative 2 will verify whether soil is impacting
groundwater. If groundwater will not be impacted by the soil, natural processes should reduce existing
contamination. Alternstive 2 also requires the RCRA process to contain and treat contaminated groundwater.

. Short-Term Effectivencss
Altemlnvczuewbhnﬂnmm«nemmmmkmunmpmuhmemk .
to workers, the community, and the eavironment. Alternatives 3 and 4 also are effective in the short-term.
Capping the cantaminated s0il or removing it may impoee risks by disturbing the contamination there; however,
it is not expected o posé unacceptable short-term environmental or health hazards which could not be controlled.

Implementability o
Allemnvulndzmﬂnnmledbw Alternative 3 is the most difficult to implement and requires

maintenance to ensure that it provides relisble protection. Alternmve4teqmmaddmmnltesungfor
disposal of the material.

Cost -
Alternative 1 is the least expensive, but is not protective. Altemative 2 is inexpensive and is fully protective.
Alternatives 3 and 4 attain the same protectivencss at a much higher cost. :

ShteAceqn-u
ThmlnshlenmvolvedmlheRCRAandptmomCERCLAwuwuu 'lthavywnllobumeoncurrenee from
Flmdnmthemwe.

Cmuﬂym
mwmmq-mwdlbememdfonwmgdnpubhceommntpmod.

PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE
Bmdmd»mof&cdmndnm the Navy has ideatified Alternative 2 as its preferred course
of action for jemediating soil and groundwater at OU 10, with Alternative 4 as a contingency remedy if the
leachability anglysis indicates groundwater is at risk. Alternative 2 will reduce risk from soil to the potential
resident by designating the area as industrial on the Base Master Plan. Groundwater would be treated by modifying
the existing RCRA groundwater treatment system. This altemative would be protective, cost-effective, and would
attain all federsl and.state requirements. Howwu.theNavywnnnlecuﬁmlmdyonlyaﬁereomdenngpubhc
WMMMNUS&PAW

GLOSSARY

mm&ﬁmwwmﬂmpwphudamhngmcm activities. Thedeﬁmtlonsapply
spaclﬁullytoﬁupmpoledplmmdmyhveo&ummpwhmmdmdnffamtcnrcum

+
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Baseline Risk Assessment: A study conducted as a supplement to a remedial investigation to determine the nature
and extent of contamination at an NPL site and the risks posed to public health and/or the environment.

Cleanup: Actions taken to deal with a release Or threatened release of hazardous substances that could affect public
health and/or the eavironmeat. The noun ‘cleanup’ is often used broadly to describe various response actions OF
phases Of remedial responses such as Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study.

Comment period: A time for the public to review and commeat on various documents and actions taken, either
by the Departmeat Of Defense installation or the USEPA. FOr example, a comment penod is provided when
USEPA proposes to add sites to the National Priorities List. A minimum 45-day comment period is held to allow
community members to review the Administrative Record and review and commeat 0N the Proposed PIm.

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability ACt (CERCLA): A federal law passed
In 1980 and modified N 1986 by the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorizati-0 Ad (SARA). The act created
a special I that goes into a trust fund, commonly known as "Superfund,” t0 investigats and clean Up abandoned
or uncontrolled hazardous waste sites.

Under the program the USEPA cag either:

° Pay for ate cleanup when parties responsible for the contamination cannot be located or are unwilling or
unable 1o perform the work.

. Take legal action to force parties responsible for Ute contaminationto clean up the site or pay back the
federal government or the cost of the cleanup.

Feasibility Study: See Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study.

Gronndwat&: Water beneath the earth’s surface that fills pores between materials such as sand, soil, or gravel.
. In aquifers, groundwater occurs in quantities sufficient for drinking water, irrigation, and other uses.

Hazardous Substaisces: Any material that poses a threat to public health and/or the eavironmeat. Typical
hazardous substances are materials that are toxic, corrosive, ignihble, explosive, or chemially reactive.

Information Repository: ' A file containing information, technical reports, and reference documents regarding an
NPL site. Information repositories for NAS Pensacola are at the West Florida Regional Library, 200 W. Gregory
Street, Pensacola, Florida; The John C. Pace Library, University of West Florida; md the NAS Pensacols Library,
Building 633, Naval Air Station, Peasacola, Florida. /

Leachability Study: Anmvestlgahonperformedonwﬂtocheekﬂwleveloﬁolublechmulnelundwhenﬂn
soxlueontactedbyapemohungﬂmdmchumnwm . )

Metals: Meﬂlmmm“ﬂymmngdmumthearﬂlmdmchnnctmmdbydmﬂummdubmtyb
conduct heat and electricity. Barium, beryllium, chromium, lead, and nickel are examples of metals. Exposure
to some metals, such as lead, anhaventonceffectonhm,whﬂeothamehllmhuummdnncm
usenmltotlnmetlbohmofammlundhumm. '

National l’rioriﬁu th (NPL): The USEPA’s list of the most serious uneontmlled or abandoned hazardous waste
sxteudenhﬁedforpomblolong—termremedndruponnmgmomy from the trust fund.

OperableUnit (0U): Tennmedtondenhfyachofannmberof-eplrlteacnvmelundethkenupnnofaNPL
site cleanup. A typical operable unit might be removal of drums and tanks from the surface of a site. Sevenl
openblenmtscanbeuseddunngthccoumofauteclunup

Proposed Plan: A public participation requirement of SARA in which the lead agency summarizes for the public
the preferred cleanup strategy, and the rationale for the preference, reviews the alternatives presented in the detailed
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analysis of the remedial mvedlpuonlfeulbihty study, and presents any waivers to clean up standards of
Section 121(d)(4) that may be proposed. 'Ihumybeptqntadelthﬂuafwtaheetoruasepantedocument.
Inelthueuc,immvdywhatpbmedmmaﬂdemdaagmyconmdenum

Record of Decision ﬂiOD):’Ap\tblicdoamm'deplaimwhidnqleaﬁilp alternative(s) will be used at NPL
sites. The Record of Decision is based on information and technical analysis generated during the remedial
investigation/feasibility study and consideration of public comments and community concerns.

" Remedial Actien (RA): The actusl construction or implementation phase that follows the remedial design and the

selected cleanup alternative at a site on the NPL.

Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS): Investigation and snalytical studies usually performed at the
same time in am interactive process, and together referred to as the "RI/FS.” They are intended to: (1) gather the
data necessary o determine the type and extent of contamination at an NPL site; (2) establish criteria for cleaning
up the site; Q)Mfyndmcle-mpllmvuforrmdxdawm,and(4)malyzemdehﬂthetechnology
nndcocuofthnm

,llunetlalllupo-e: Ammmumuwymatdmemmmmdmlmof'
wmunmwmmmnmm:mmmhedﬁnw«memvmm&

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA): A federal law that established a regulatory system to track
hazardous substances from the time of generation to disposal. The law requires safe and secure procedures to be

used in treating, transporting, storing, nddlqomgofhmdommbm. RCRA is designed to prevent new,
uncontrolled harardous waste sites.

Response Actien: MdcﬁmdbySeehonlOl(ZS)ofCElCLA,mmmve, removal, remedy, or remedial
mmmwuvm-wm

Responsivencss Susmary: A summary of oral and written public commeats received by the lead agency during
a comment pesiod on key documents, and the response to these comments prepared by the lead agency. The
responsivencss summary is & key part of the ROD, highlighting community concerns for USEPA decision-mak

Superfund: T'iohufmdeﬂﬁdudbycmcuwﬁchmbdnwnupmwplmmdeondwdmupofm
hazardous wasts disposal sites, and curreat releases or threats of releases of nompetroleum products. Superfund is
omndwuleduomul,m MMM

Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act (SARA): 'lhepubhchwemctedonOctoberl? 1986, to
reauthorize the fuading provisions, and to amend the authorities and requirements of CERCLA and associated laws.
Mmlmofmrqﬁmuaﬂmm%aﬂaectmmdwqﬂywnh this act in the same manner

mdtothemeneua-ynonpvunmmlmty




-

MAILING LIST ADDITIONS/CORRECTIONS

If you would like your name and address placed or corrected on the
mailing list for the Irstallatin Restoration Program at NAS
Pensacola, please complete thisform and return to Michele Harrison,
NAS Pensacola Public Affairs Office, 190 Radford Boulevard,
Building 191, Code 00B00, Pensacola, Florida 32508-5217.

NAME:

ADDRESS:

TELEPHONE:
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