
NOO 164.AR.OOO 151
NSWCCRANE

5090.3a

DEPARTMENT Of THE NAVY
SOlJTHE RN DIVISION

NAVAL fACllIliH ENGINEERING COMMAND

2\5S EAC;U DR . P.O. BOX 1900'0

NOUH C..,.RLESTON. S.C 19419·90'0 PLEA~I I,DDRfSSREPLYTOTHE
COMMJINDING OFFICE R. NOT TO
THE SIGNER OF THIS LETTER.
AEFEA 10:

28 June 1993

MEMORANDUM FOR THE INSTALLATION RESTORATION TECHNICAL REVIEW
COMMITTEE AT NAVAL SURFACE WARFARE CENTER CRANE DIVISION, CRANE, IN

Dear TRC Member:

Enclosed is a copY' of t~e minutes from the 24 June 1993 meet.ing.
We are tentatively scheduled to have our tenth meeting 19 ~d.,d
1993. '''''v
If you have any comments regarding the minutes please contact me at
803-743-0582.

Sincerely,

Adrienne Townsel Wilson
Restoration Project Manager
Installation Restoration II Branch

Distribution:
William Parker, Loogootee
Carol Witt-Smith, EPA Region 5
Jim Hunsicker, NSWC 095
Tom Brent, NSWC 095
Kathy Andrews,' NSWC
cmdr. Bafford, NSWC
Pedro De Jesus, NSWC 06
Steve Schick, CAAA
Tim Callahan, NSWC PA
Laura O'Brien, US AEQ
Tim Crouch, Monroe County Health
Jeanne Robinson, Bedford
John Manley, IDEM
Ruth A. Williams, IDEM RCRA CA
Bill Murphy, WES
Steve Norhstedt, Wilmington ACOE
Marcella Denton, Louisville ACOE
Mark Barnes, EFA Midwest
Diane La Fleur, PRC
Janet Goodwin, Davies County
Wayne Faatz, Indiana Natural Resources
Aram Wright, Padanaram Village
Fran Abbott, Linton
Dan Sparks, Fish and Wildlife
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MEETING MINUTES
NAVSURFWARCENDIV, CRANE

TKbnical Review Committee Meeting No.9

May 27,1993

The ninth Technical Review Committee (TRC) meeting was held on May 27, 1993, at 9:00 a.m.
in the Building 2516 conference room, NAVSURFWARCBNDIV" Crane, Indiana. The meeting
was called to order by Jim Hunsicker, NAVSURFWARCENDIV, Environmental Division
Manager, at 09:05 I. m. Meeting attendees introduced themselves with the list of attendees
presented below:

Southern Division, Naval Facilities, Engineering Command

Southern Division, Naval Facilities, Engineering Command

NAVSURFWARCENDIV, Environmental Division Manager

NAVSURFWARCENDIV, Environmental Specialist

NAVSURFWARCENDIV

Anny Corps Waterways Experiment Station

Rock Island Arsenal

Anny Corps Louisville District

IDEM:

Monroe County Health Department

RUST E&I

RUST' E&I

RUST' E&I

RUST E&I

09: 10 Adrienne Wilson presented the meeting agenda as including presentations and
discussions of the Mustard Gas Burial Site by Tom Brent and the CTO #76
Internal Draft Risk Assessment Work Plan (RAWP) by Charlie Zeal.
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09: 13 Tom Brent's presentation centered around the Mustard Gas Burial Ground
(MGBG) and an April 1993 report to Congress that addressed non-stockpiled
chemical material (NSCM). The following categories of chemical weapon
munitions (CWM) or facilities were the focus 'of the report.:

• Recovered chemical weapons
- range clearing, etc..

• Fonner chemical weapon production facilities
• Binary chemical weapons
• Miscellaneous chemical warfare material

- unfilled munitions, bulk containers
• Buried chemical munitions

- this is applicable at NAVSURFWARCBNDIV
- acceptable practice through mid 1960s.

Categories of buried CWM include:

• Chemical agent identification kits
• Small CWM burial sites without explosives (most common at

NAVSURFWARCBNDIV)
• Small CWM burial sites with explosives
• Large CWM burial sites with and without explosives

NAVSURFWARCENDIV became a storage site for chemical weapons in 1945.
The area known as the MGBG at NAVSURFWARCBNDIV was a burial site.
Investigations to determine the extent of the MGBG and exhumation of CWM
discovered were conducted from 1974 through 1980. Groundwater monitoring
wells were installed in the MGBG area in 1981, 1982, and 1983. Monitoring
detected organic (trichloroethene and solvents) contamination but no chemical
weapon related agents.

The MGDG was identified as a SWMU in the 1989 ReRA Part B pennit. The
MGBG is not. the top priority SWMU at the base. An RFI Phase n for soil and
groundwater was required for the MGBO. 'The 1991 draft work plan for the RFI
Phase n prepared by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACB) is currently
awaiting funding to finalize the work plan. Field work associated with that work
plan is scheduled for FY93.

Jim Hunsicker interjected here that information concerning the MGBG was
available in the Bedford Public Library since 1989. In addition, the governor's
office is aware of the site and press releases have also been issued. Tom Brent
concluded his presentation at 09:25.
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09:25 Charlie Zeal's presentation centered around the February 1993 illlemal draft
RAWP. The purpose of the risk assessment is to detennine risk to human health
and the environment resulting from open burning/open detonation activities at the
Ammunition Burning Ground (ABG), Old Rifle Range (ORR), and Demolition
Range (DR). The risk assessment is being perfonned to address RCRA
corrective action and waste treatment operating, requirements as specified by the
RCRA Part B pennit.

The three revised human health risk· assessment site conceptual models
(scenarios A, B, and C) were distributed and discussed. The exposure duration
for base personnel and families will be reduced to 4 years. It was explained that
there are only two scenarios for the ecological risk assessment since ecological
impact depends primarily on whether the waste treatment activities are ongoing
or not.

A discussion was held regarding why residential development or-the site is not
addressed in the risk assessment. A park/natural area was selected instead of
residential development for the site for the following reasons: (a) the long tenn
plan for the base includes converting the base to a parkJnatural area, and
(b) residential development is not an option for sites subject to RCRA Part B
post-closure requirements. It is envisioned that the ABG, DR and ORR will be
subject to RCRA post-closure requirements. With respect to the park/natural area
scenario, the State of Indiana does allow hunting in state parks.

The response to comments are due to the Navy on June 4, 1993, with the draft
RAWP due June 25, 1993. Jim Hunsicker emphasized that perfonnance of the
risk assessment will not proceed until the RAWP has been approved by the
USEPA.

Charlie Zeal concluded his presentation at 10:00 a.m.

10:00 Adrienne Wilson proposed that the next TRC meeting be held the week of either.
August 9th or 16th with Thursday as the day of the meeting. A date will be
confmned by Adrienne with a note to TRC members.

10:05 Meeting concluded with some attendees going on site tour and others participating
in a discussion of sampling concerns at the ABG. DR, and ORR.

6rrItfMlSClTRCMEBT.CZ
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