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1. 

NAS CORPUS CHRISTI PARTNERING TEAM MEETING MINUTES 

, , ' 

AttendeEis: 
Navy: 

TCEQ: ' 
EPA: 
Management Edge: 

'letra'tech: ' 

. September 21,201'0' 0815-10'30 COT " ' 
Teleconference 

N~S Corpus Christi, Corpus Chr!sti, Texas' 

Learina Woods Poon 
Helen'Lockard 
, 'GfJrj L~Flore 
¢hris'Sieg!3I ,' 
Tara i1i!Jbner 
Candice W~1S9n 
Ken Grim' 
Larry Basilio 
Pied'Gro's~kopf 

IBl'idget Twigg" , 
~;.~,} : ".' I -:,' 

2. WeicomefR61e'Call J'Revlew Rules '." 
• The meeting started at 08;'1'5 wlth'hrief introductions. 
• 'After iI,ttoduC'tioris,Jhe tea1ri1 reviewed the'me'etfng rules'a$''included in the Charter: 

'6 Be professional arld'f~spect'each 'dtner; ,; ',; ,. . ' , 
o Be' open arid hOhesfin all cOll)iTlunications. ' ' , 
o Attend' teamacthliti~s. ' 
0' Be forward thi,nk!ng, not Ie'ttinglo!d'issues hinder team progreSs .. 
o Ensure' that there 'a're'rio'surprisEk " , 
o C6nsehsusprOtes$ Vliill"bEl tfsf!itl fO"'ll1ak~ decisions. ' . 
o No side bar discussions during meetings including cell phone calls. ' 
o Doriot interrUpt dtners while ffley are speaRing. ' , , " 
o P~l'rtners~will defegate thelf'oonsensusmaking au'thbrlty when necessary. ' 
o Call "Time Oi:lt"whehever'needed. 
o StaY'cfO'r the hard part. 
o E.eave'positions\'e!!:)os, and agendas at the door. 
o Tum cellphortes i::)ff or to 'vibrate': 
o ,No non-essenti!:iircomputers dll ri rig 'the meeting. 

3. Review Agenda I Adjust as necessary 
• Candice suggested moving Tier II Update to end' of the meeting, asHelen iNili 'be late joining 

the meetin~.· Suggestion ',was accepted by tti'e group~ ,1 ' 

4. Meeting Minute I ActioN Item Review I;, 

• The mlhUtes"Wefe sppfoved as'presented. "i, 
• Action Itein list was reviewed and updated incluQing several of the' tasks thatiwere completed. 

A copy of the current action Itetris are attaclie'a to these meetin'g'minutes. 
• " > 

5. Tier II Update, i" ' " 

• Helen gaveat'l'update br1 the Tier 'If meeting: She stated thcll(the Texas Tier II team had a 
meeting on August 18-19, 2010, in Fort, Worth, TX. Hele,n, was aQle tp personally attend 
meetin~ so review me~ting minutes fr9m Tier II meeting. .'< , .' " '" , 

, 0 . The Tier II group reviewed; each teaM 'in Texas: aria I the Sti3t'U8 'of environmental 
restoration al'ttie sites. '\' 

o Navy has not decided who will replace or fill-in fo~ Leanna afte(she leaves. 
o TCEQ is reorganizing and Bill Shafford is the new TOEQ manageffor Voluntary 

Clean-Up, Brownflelds,' and Col1'ective~'Actlon Re'cbrds. PST'sectibn is completely 
diffetent grotrp"n6w.,' ",' ,'" , 
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, , 

o TCEQ is not curr~ntly replacing openjngsbl,lt routing work to other regions, due to an 
employment cap. 

o TCEQ is. undergoing a state law. agel1cy review (Sunset) which is done every 10 
years on every state agency to determine the necessity and direction of the state 
agency. The results are to be released in November 2010. 

o There was a call for "Success Stories" from the Tier II Team. Helen afld Leanna 
suggested that once the NAS Comu~.{ Christi Team completes th~ Remedial 
Investigation (RI) at NALF Cabaniss, it may pe a ~uccess story to discuss how multi­
increment sampling (MIS) was used to GOmplete t~e ecological risk assessment. 

o Had training on understanding the impact ()fgen~rational differences. 
o Next face-to-face meeting scheduled for M/ilfCh ~011. 

6. Munitions and Explosives of Concern (MEC) & Munitions Component (MC) I,ny~stigation at 
NALF Cabaniss , 
• Tetra Tech had prepared the Unified FederaJProgram Sampling and Analysis Plans (UFP 

SAPs) for the Cabaniss sites (one for MEC/munition!) ,pqtentially posing explosive hazard 
(MPPEH), one for MC at the former skeet range, and one for MC at the former incinerator 
disposal site). Tetra Tech has received and i~ ac;idre~si.Qg Navy comment!) on the UFP SAP 
for the MC investigation at tlJe In~jrlf;lratorDisposal Sit~. , 

• T~tra Tech ,has rece.ive,d aqditi<;>r,.,aJl:pmments from 9,~ris on t~e UFPrSAP for MEG portion of 
the investigation, and comments have been incorporated. I SAP has not b~en issued as final 
yet, but will be shortly. Two wee,ks ag<;> a meeting W~13 ~<;:>nducted, on base for the 
commanding officer to discuss the controlled burn planned for the site, Approval for the burn 
plan is forthcoming fror;n base ~ommanderi,l7ire Chi,ef requ,e!)ted phone r;'Iumber for Skipper. 
Burn Plan is ready to be sent to SkipperfQr approval ands,ignatl:lres. Will then be sent to 
Corpus Christi Fire Marshal and TGEQforr:~view,13nd approval. Burn is. tentatively planned 
for late Noyember 2010., , . ,,".. , 

• ESS for the burn has been s.ubmitled to N'Q$SA and 'PO$8. Tetra Tech received one 
comment <;:>n"a figure, wlJich is currentlY,being revised. ,~SS has been ~ubmitted to the Navy. 
Leanna has reviewed ESS and will send on to NOSSA for:. approval. 

• Tetra Tech received and addressed comments from the TCEQ regarding the MC UFP-SAP. 
Comments were focused primarily on the ecologiqal sampling division inta zones. Tetra Tech 
sent out revised MC UPF-SAP to Chris (TCEQ) aAd Tari3 (EPA) with all comments 
addressed. Chris added that he will beginreyiew of newly updated SAP by the end of the 
week. 

7. MC Investlg~tlon a~.NALF Waldron I ' , 

• MC Investigation reports have been submitted, to the regulators forr,eview and comments. 
Tetra Tech has recommended the site proceed to the Remedial Investigation (RI) phase 
based on exceedances of Polyaromatic HY!'lrocarbons,' (PAHs)' in, the sojls. Minimal lead 
exceedances were detected as well. The,bJavy's deadline for finalizing; the Site Investigation 
(SI), r~p()rts is the erd of Sept~ml;>er, 2010. ClIlTently Tetra Tech is awaiting regulator 
comment,!) before ,finali;zatiort Tetril Tech is e?<peotil;1g to meet ~nd of the month deadline for 
finalized SI report by incorporating the remaining TCEQ comments on the SI Report into the 
UFP SAP for RI activities at the former Skeet Range. The partnering Jeam agreed that this 

, would be acceptable ~o meet the NaV;y'SJ~ubmittal date requirements. 

8. MC Investigation at NAS Cprpl,lsCtJristl" ' , 
• Cbri!:! reque~tedr;rlore. inform,qtlon Qn th~ Ti!?r U analysis for the gU,nnery range, noting that the 

gunnery range should be broken down into the indivjdlJ,al ranges. Chris also requested more 
information on how 1,.1 and L2 are calculated. Chris state!=! these comments can be 
addressed in the RI. , , ,r. 

• Tara's comment <;:>n the Gunnery, Training Complex W{iI,S in regards to the asphalt possibly 
being the source of the PAH exceedances. WantedJo ·include a. historical aerial photograph 
with exceedance locations overlaid for comparison. Larry stated the asphalt roadways were 
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taken into consideration when examining the PAH exceedance locations to determine 
necessary further action required or no further action required per individual ranges. As a 
result, two: ranges (South Trap Range and North Trap Range) went from further action to no 
further action recommendations. Aerial photographs, if visibly useful, may be included into 
an addendum for the SI Report. 

• Chris will send out preliminary comment letter to Tetra Tech today or tomorrow, to be 
followed by a~form~1 'cQmment letter later inthe week. 

• Tetra Tech is expecting to meet end of the month deadline for finalized SI report by 
incorporating the remaining TCEQ comments on the SI Report into the UFP SAP for RI 
activities at the:Gunnery' Training Complex. The partnering team agreed that this would be 
acceptable to:meet the Navy's submittal date requirements. ' 

9. NAS Corpus Christi Installation Restoration 
• Draft Response Action Completion Report (RACR) for SWMUs 1, 3, and 4 have been sent 

out to Chris and Tara today for review and approval. Tetra Tech is reoommending closure on 
SWMUs 3 and 4 however SWMU 1 would remain open. 

• leanna is expecting sampling results from the last round 'of sampling. and will look at 
Chlorobenzene levels. The 2009 and early 2010 analytical results' indicate that the 
groundwater discharge from SWMU 1 continue to exceed the ,1.1 milligram per Liter (mg/l) 
limit for Chlorobenzene. Another sampling round is to be -conducted the week of· September 
27,2010 on the monitoring wells in thi~ area. ' 

• leanna stated the Remediation System (French Drain System) in place is to be turned to 
continuous-flow during the upcoming round of sampling, as a resulLof unusually high water 
levels due to recent rain events. ' 

• Gary stated the system was shut down on August 17, 2010, and previous to,that the filter 
bags had been changed fairly often. It is anticipated the system will be turned back on very 
shortly due to excessive rain. . 

• Chris and Tara had no additional comments. 

10. Installation Restoration Schedule I Exit Strategy 
• Ken stated an updated IR schedule I exit strategy was attached to the last set of meeting 

minutes' sent to team members. 
• Ken stated the exit strategy has been updated to represent current sites. 
• No comments from Chris or Tara regarding this matter. 

11. Partnering Training 
As this was a teleconference, no partnering training was conducted. 

12. Navy Update 
• leanna informed the team she will be moving to Seattle in October 2010 and a new Navy 

Project Manager will be taking over. leanna stated she does not know who the new project 
manager will be yet. 

13. Regulator Update 
• Chris stated that Hurricane Preparedness is a big issue at TCEQ currently, as a result of 

Hurricane Ike. So extra precautions need to be taken to secure any Investigation Derived 
Waste (lOW) if a hurricane is impending. 

• For Tier II calculated protective concentration levels (PCls), the TCEQ decided to continue 
allowing use of the default lateral dilution factor (lDF). 

• Tara had no updates. 
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14. Parking Lot Issues 
• Approval of meeting minutes. More time was required for review: of meeting minutes. Larry 

suggested meeting minutes be reviewed and approval sent via email., Suggestion accepted 
by team. ' 

15. Agenda for Next Meeting / Reality Check ,I 

• The,team discussed the planned ag'enda, date, and leadership for the next Tier I Partnering 
, meeting. The proposed activities are as follows: 

r: 

Date: January 12, 2010 
Location: Etta's Place in Fort Worth, TX 
Scribe: Tetra Tech 

I. Welcome/Introductions 
II. Review ground rules 
III. Review/Modify/Approve Agenda 

Team Leader: Ken Grim 
Gatekeeper / Timekeeper: Tara Hubner 

IV. Revie)IV/Approve previous meeting minutes and action items 
V. Tier II Update 
VI. MEC and MC Investigatien at NALF Cabaniss 
VII, Me Investigation at NALF Waldron 
VIII. MC Investigation at NASCC 
IX. NASCC IR 
X. Installation Restoration Schedule / Exit Strategy 
XI. Partnering Training 
XII. Navy Update 
XII. Regulfltor Update 
XIV. Parking Lot Review 
XV. Next meeting date and agenda 

Plus/Delta 

Plus Delta Interesting/Other 

• Very efficient and focused • Nodinn~rwith team. • 
discussion. • The team was unable to " 

• Good technical discussions. meet in person. 

• Was a respectful discussion. 

• SI comment discussion with 
TCEQ and EPA to meet 
deadline. 



NAS Corpus Christl 
Tier I Partnering Team 

Action Iteins (1) 

Date/# Item Who When Status 

" Leanna will review the avallatJle documents to lmd the sediment By tore next 
2OlOO623AOI samples that were taken at the outfall point north of Building 8. Leanna meeting 

"-,, ' Leanna will workwithRiclito,gatJieftlfe'documentatu)ifoh HfOO;,Site ' Before next 
2OlOO623A02 244, FF 217. Leanna ,meeting 

+'~ •• " '" 
,. 

Tetra Tech will review'the wells at the site to determine which Before next 
, 2OlOO623A03 inonitoring wells need to be abamJ0ge\l !\nd Which need to remain. Ken meeting 

Note: (I) Only ongoing and current J'\ctionJt<;ms an; listed, For a historical listing, refer to previous meeting minute records. 



NAS Corpus Christi 
Tier I Partnering Team 

Consensus Table(l) 

Meetinlf D~te Issue Decision 

September 18, 1998 Tier I Partnering Team-Organization Roles and Resporisibilities 
AgenpaI19JJTIa! ,eo ~ • 

Measures of Success 
Goals 
yr(j1!DaRll!es ,,-

Vision and Mission 
Identified Stakeholders 

,. 

December 2, 1998 Add "Items are not listed in order of priority" to list of 
Amend Team's Measures of Success Measures of Success 

Discuss potentially troubling issues within the group rather 
Ground Rules than "blind-siding" a team member with a letter 

Meet Regulatory standards to protect human health and the 
environment in accordance with Texas Risk Reduction Rules 

Vision Statement with minimal disruption to the mission of the base. 
1. All parties work closely together in procuring budget. 2. 
Meet as needed as a team to discuss issues and make decisions 
toward goals. 3. Complete Installation Restoration process. 4. 
Cooperative teamwork. 5. Prioritize. 6. Respectful and 

Goals candid communication. 
Environmental resolution through efficient teamwork using 

Mission Statement Igood science and common sense. 
Install a passive product recovery system (EZY Skimmer or 
Petro Trap) as an Interim/Stabilization Measure. With the 

Corrective Measures Study and Groundwater understanding that the measure mayor may not become a part 
Monitoring of the final remedial measures at the site. 

, SOUTHDIV and EnSafe were involved only in SWMUs 1,3, 
and 4 and Building 8, issues regarding other SWMUs at NAS 

Status of other SWMUs at NAS Corpus Corpus Christi would be handled between NASCORPC, 
Christi TCEQ, and USEP A outside of this partnering team. 

Approximately one month prior to the date of a scheduled 
meeting, the Team Leader will send an e-mail to the team 
members requesting agenda items and confirmation of the 
need for the meeting. If there are not enough items to justify a 

Process for determining need for meetings meeting, a conference call will be suggested as an alternative 
Navy's Roles and Responsibilities: In the sixth item, 
"stakeholders" was replaced with "CNET, EPA, SOUTHDIV, 

Roles and Responsibilities TCEQ, and NASCORPC". 

USEPA Roles and Responsibilities: In the third bullet item, "-
FOSL (FOST-Division Director) has been removed, 
Tier II Link Roles and Responsibilities: In the third bullet item, 
"questions or" was replaced with "factual". 

Team Leader Roles and Responsibilities: Added a fourth 
bullet: Establishing and sending out agenda. Added a fifth 
bullet item: Establishing time allocated for each agenda item 
Scribe Roles and Responsibilities: Deleted third bullet item 
moved to Team Leader) 

Deed Recording Question for the lawyers ofSOUTHDIV and TCEQ to decide. 
April 28, 1999 A formal letter from the TCEQ stating that a formal review of 

Draft-Final Aquifer Characterization Test the Draft-Final Aquifer Characterization Test Report was not 
Report necessary. 



Meeting Date Issue Decision 
July 13, 1999 USEP A will send original comments to the TCEQ. The 

TCEQ will review them with the USEPA. Final comment to, 
the Navy will include a second attachment containing the 

Separation of US EPA and TCBQ comments USEPA comments with which the TCEQ concurs. 

Streamline deliverable Process 
EnSafe send'deliverables directly to TCEQ with copies to the 
Navy and USEPA. 

October 13, 1999 Scheduled the following training modules, in order: Team .. 
Listening Skills, Feedback Skills, and Problem \ 

Tellm's Training needs As.sessment Sglving Skills. : 
TCEQ's comments on the Draft-FinarFacility Subnlit each response in the unalletter to the TCEQ. 

Investigation.Report, Building 8, Corpus 
Christi Army Depot. 

January 19,2000 Report submitted 'to the TCEQ Reports will be delivered over a two-year period 
Data is anomalous and should be eliminated from future 

October 1993 Sat1;1pling Ev~j)t cQusideratiQI\, , 

USEPA Comments Copies of US EPA comments to be provided to all partners , 
T eani wlll use TRRP rules for all future actions, based on 

TRRPvs.RRR collurmation with Mark on 1127/00 

" Natural Attenuation o( chlorinated solvents is oecurring and 
" the team will. follow the screening/evaluation protocol flow ~ 

chart from "Technical Protocol for Evaluating Natural 
Natuf1il.Attcn1llltion Attcuu,ation ofChlori dwater", UsarA. 

February 8,2000 (Conference David Harvey will be a NASCorpus : 
Call) David Harvev Christi Tier 1 Team as of February 8 2000. 

Draft-Final versions of documents will be submitted to the 
Document Submittal Navy with ec: TCEQ and USEP A. : 

The well yield in the upper ~quifer as NAS Corpus Christi is' 
less than 150 gallons per day for a 4·ineh well, based,on Draft-
Jtinal Aquifer G4eract~rizatton Test Report, Building 8, t;lated 

Aquifer Classification February 19 '1996. ' " 
March 14,2000 " No grading or altera~ions will oc<;),!f I;It !his time on Sites 1,3, 

Grading IR Sites 1, 3 and 4 and 4, and institutional cont;rols will apply to sites 
,:,olleCttlle:~llrrtples on a ZOO-toot gnd, as planned, but llltiLl!ly 
have only the samples on a /tOO-foot grid analyzed. If 
!ieteetions,warrant, additional samples from the 200-foot grid 
woujdbe analyzed. Analysis of surface Soil samples will 
include metals, PCBs, and SVOCs, Metals will include 
arsenic, barium, eadmimn, chromium, copper, lead, mercury, 

Surface Soil SamplinJ.1 Plan nickel selenimn, silver, and zinc. ' 
Groundwater samples colley ted from along the drainage ditch 

Dnlinage Ditch Groundw!!ter Samples ~d" ""''';' , 'the seofuleni samplilSCil\looted off.:siie 

Notification 
. ' . d that the base would hav~ to be the notifying 

May 16-17,2000 The regional office of the TCEQ would no longer have a 
TCEQ Regional Office Member Replacement representative on the Tier I Team. 

The shallow aquifer at NAS Corpus Christi is a Class 3 
Shallow Aquifer Ciassitieatioo Aquifer. 

October 25, 2000 Schedule set by the team earlIer III the year was too ambitious. 
More realistic expectations need to be reflected in future 

Schedule schedoles. 
January 23, 2001 Submit the amended ERA without collecting additional 

ERA Submittal Bamnles 
April 17, 2001 Sedimcnt sampling at the outfall of SWMU 274 will not be 

Sediment Investi~ations included in the current AP AR. 
All of thc non 1RP SWMUs will be investigated separately 

Non-IRP SWMUs from the current AP AR. 



Meeting Date Issue Decision, " 
July 24, 2001 

Floor drains will be inspected and completely grouted as a part 
ofthe response action [and will be detailed in the response 
action plan (RAP)]. Monitoring wells will be installed and' , IW and floor tlrains sampled after CCAD bas made repairs to the IW sewer line. 
Primary benefit of using GIS comes in the investigation phase. 
Because this team is now moving out of the investiglltion 

phase into the response actilln phase, a decision not to pursu~ 

OIS SYstem conversion at this time was made. 
October 16,200] Provision to AAPPertaining to beeper Include a piovIsioiiin the RAp to sample the existing deep-

Aquifer . , IIquife~ monitoring wells quarterly for one year 
july 23, 2002 

, 
Place.a stllff gauge,in the ditch to demonstrate that the drain 
would influence the groundwater flow direction away from tre 

Groundwllter Water How from Qi,tcb ditCh lind into the Qrain for removal and treatrnenl 
CCAD Briefin~ Conduct a6riet'ing to the CCAD of their project status, 

January 21, 2003 A dilutiQll factor will not be allowed and installation of all 
Cblorobenzene concentration in groundwater three segments of the French drain will proceed. 
adjaCent to southern portion of the drainage 

ditcb are only sligbtly above tbe 64 ppb 
\ 

ecological benchmark 
April 16, 2003 Changing mowing beight to allow 

wildflowers to grow at thcr IR sites; would Signs posted at the sites reading "No Recreational Usage or " , tl)is trigger a Chllnge in land use? .soil Diswrbance" would ad¢quately address the issue, 
July 22, 2003 The team agreed that monitor 'wells ES-22 and ES-30 would 

not need to be replaced with wells screened at the base of the 
aquifer, but one new well v.;ould be installed along the storm' 
drain, between ES-28 and ES-26, screened at the base of the 

Delineation ofTCE north of Building 8 aquifer. 
Oct 20,2004: 1004D01 Consensus by Team to mo~e to annual sampling on IR sites 

Groundwater Sampling Report for Bldg 8. 
Oct 20,2004: 1004D02 Final RAP. for Bldg 8 and Final RAP for Team determined appropriate sign off signature for Final RAP 

. SWMUs I 3, and 4 Bldg 8 and Final RAP for 1, 3, and 4 is D, Byerly . 
Jan 26, 2005: 0105DOl Consensus agreed upon for'an extension to 0 I Aug 05 for 

i IWTP SWMUs.334-348 response to TcIib letter dated IS Oct 04. 
Nov 14,2007: H07DOI The TCEQ bas agreed to the 1100 ug/L concentration as the'· 

IR Site SWMU I, 3, 4 sWGW PCL for Chlorobenzene. 

Auil: n 2009: 2'0090811DOI NA NA 
Dec 0'1, 2009: 20091201001 

, 

The Frencb drain remediation system should remain on-line so 
long as I) there is water in the interceptor trencbes and 2) there 
are cblorobenzene concentrations greater than the PCLs in the 

... Fr.~nch Drain system at SW1v11J J . monitQrjng W<11!,supgr!ld,ient of the French Drain system. ; 

Note: (I) Only the most recent Consensus Items are listed. For a historicallis,thlg, refer,to previous meeting minute records. 



RCRA 6-RIP 05110101 I A I 

RCRA 6-RIP 05/10101 I A I 

RCRA 6-RIP 05110/01 I A I 

CERCLA 2-RI/FS O~7108 I 06101/10 I I 

CERCLA 1-PAISI 06/30/09 I 

CERCLA '·PAlSl 02/01109 06101/14 

CERCLA 2-RIiFS 02127108 06101/10 

UST 6-RIP 01/17102 A 

UST 6-RIP 7/11/1995 A 

UST 1-PAISI 

UST 1-PAiSI 

I 04101/11 

04101/11 

03/15/05 I A I 

03/15/05 I A I 

03115105 I A I 

02114/06 

10131195 A 

NAS Corpus Christi 
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11/12103- 01/21/10 
1/1512014 

11112103-
01/21/10 

1/1512014 

11/12103- 01/21/10 01/15/14 01/15134- 01/15144 111512014 

I I I 

1994-2016 I 1995 I I 06101116 
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Site9! 
SWMU9 

Plating Shop Chrome Tunnel Sump (Bldg8) 

ICCAD Plating Shop M.s<:eIlaneous Tunnel (Bldg 

Drains from Venous CCAD Shops (Bldg 

NFASJTE DOCl 

NAB Corpus Christ; 
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NFA SITE DOCUMENTATION 

SWMU318 RCRA 
...... "" ..................... _ .... ""' ................... " ....... 

NIA RCRA Facility Assessment IVisuallnspection and Sampling Visit (AT. Kearney, Inc., 1988) Y 
Neutralization Tank (Bldg 8) Groundwatar Compliance Plan Application mNUS) -October 2007 

SWMU 319 RCRA 
Industrial Waste Pretreatment Plant 

NIA ReRA Facil~y Assessment IVlsuallnspection and Sampling ViS~ (A.T. Kearney, Inc., 1988) Y 
Neutralization Tank Manhole (Bldg 8) 

ClroUndwllle-,_c:ompliance Plan Application (TtNUS) -October 2007 

SWMU320 RCRA 
Industrial Waste Pretreatment Plant Chrome Wet 

NlA RCRA Facilitv Assessment I Visual Inspection and Samolina Visit (AT. Kearney. Inc .. 1988) Y . ., 

SWMU321 & 
ReRA 

", ........... , ... , ." ..... _ {···.O .... ;JC ... lllo;;;.~. ""'H~ .... '0 ... ,11'"' 
NlA RCRA Facility Assessment I Visual Inspection and Sampling Visit (A.T. Kearney, Inc., 1988) Y 

322 Storage Tanks 1 & 2 (Bldg 8) 
Groundwater Com liance Plan Application ffiNUSj-Oclober 2007 

SWMU323 RCRA 
Industrial Waste Pretreatment Plant Chrome 

NIA RCRA Facility Assess'1'ent I Visual Inspection and Sampling Visft (AT. Kearney, Inc., 1988) Y 
Treatment Reduction Tank (Bldg 8) 

Groundwater Compliance Plan Application (TINUS) -October 2007 

SWMU324 RCRA 
Industrial Waste Pretreatment Plant Chrome 

NlA RCRA Facility Assessment I Visual Inspection and Sampling Visit (AT. Kearney, Inc., 1988) Y 
Treatment Precipitation Section (Bldg 8) 

Groundwater Compliance Plan Application (TtNUS) -October 2007 

SWMU325 RCRA 
Industrial Waste Pretreatment Piant Chrome 

NlA RCRA Facility Assessment I VISual Inspection and Sampling Visit (AT. Kearney, Inc., 1988) Y 
Treatment Clalifier (Bldg 8) 

Groundwater Compliance Plan Application fTINUSl-October 2007 

SWMU 326 ReRA 
Industrial Waste Pretre.tment Plant Sand Filler 

N/A RCRA Facllitv Assessment I V,suallnsoecllon and S.molino·Visit IA.T. Kearnev. Inc .. 1988) Y ._. _. 



NFA SITE DOCUMENTATION 



NFA SITE DOCUMENTATION 

NAS CorpUS Christi 
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, , 

LEGEND 
AOC 
APAR 
CERCLA 
FS 
LUC 
LPST 
MEC 
NFA 
OPS 
PA 
PST 
RACR 
RAER 
RAP 
RCRA 
RDR 
RFA 
RFI 
CMS 
CMI 
RIP 
SI 
SWMU 
UST 
UXO 

Area of Concern 
Affected Property Assessment Report 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act 
Feasability Study 
Land Use Controls 
Leaking Petroleum Storage Tank 
Munitions or Explosives of Concern 
No Further Action 
Operating Properly and Successfully 
Preliminary Assessment 
Petroleum Storage Tank 
Response Action Completion Report 
Response Action Effectiveness Report 
Response Action Plan 
Resource Conservation Recovery Act 
Release Determination Report 
RCRA Facility Assessment 
RCRA Facility Investigation 
Corrective Measures Study 
Corrective Measures Implementation (Workplan or Report) 
Remedy In Place 
Site Investigation 
Solid Waste Management Unit 
Underground Storage Tank 
Unexploded Ordnance 

NAS Corpus Christi 
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