R ouoz ehualez ooray

RCR2a FACILITY ASSESSMENT AND INSTALLATION RESTORATION SITES:!
STATUS AND NAVY RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FUTURE ACTIONS
U.S. NAVAL STATION ROOSEVELT ROADS, PUERTO RICO
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VI RFA SWMUs: Navy Concurs with No Further Actiom.................. 0

VIZ IR Sirtes Continued under
Acri

RCRA Corrective A

Noze: ion to Navy Installaticn Resteoration Program®, Enclosure {23, for a
whe Xavy IR program and CZRCLA and their zerminology, acronyms and de
;
4, 3
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I. RFA SWMlUs: NAVY CONCURS WITH CONFIRMATORY SAMPLING PRIOR TO RFI

SWMU Site 25, DRMO Past Hazardous Waste Storacse

SWMU Site 46, Pole Storage Yard

AQC Site €, Transformer Storage Arez near Blidg 20472

II. SwMUs CORRESPONDING TO IR SITES CURRENTLY UNDER IR PROGRAM EFFORTS

Zisted here zre SWMUs identified in the 1988 RFA report which correspond to
erezs 1dentified as IR sites. Since further action under the IR program at
“hese sites is currently underway, these sites will not at this time be
addéressac under RCRA Corrective Action. After Issuance of the Naval Station
(NaVSTA) Roosevelt Roads HSWA permit and at an approurlate point in time,
ire actions will be conducted under RCRA Corrective Action and all
uent documents will follow RCRA format. Prior efforts will not be
cc RCRA format. Even though current efforts continue under the
CERCLA format, the RCRA Ceorrective Action Section of EPA will be kept informed
of 2ll effcrts and will be provided with an opportunicy to review and comment
on a1l work. SWMUs currently in the IR program are indicated below.
SWMU Site 19/IR Site 21, Pesticide Waste Storasge Bidg 121 A draf:
closure plan was prepared for this site and submitted in June 1992 teo Mr
Michezel Poetzsch, Cearribean Facility Section of EPA Region 1I; the Navy
is awaiting EPA approval. A Workplan for confirmatory sampling efforts
is currently being prepared and shall be forwarded by NAVSTA Roosevelt
Roads uﬂder separate cover for EPA review and comment in July 1992 Both
ne C he Carribean uorrec ive Action

Carribean Facility Section and ©
ection of EPA Region II shall receiw
e confirmatory sampling efforts. As in

t ure
plan, the confirmatory sampling will be supporting docame:tat’on The
sam a

ampling results shall be incorporated as part of the closure pl
assuring results are received prior to the closure plan aDprowa_
h

L3

4
therwise, it will be provided as a separate document to the closure

‘
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SWMU Site 3/IR Site 7. Station landfill
SWMU Site 9/IR Site 13, leaded Sludge Pits (Tanks 210 to 2173

SWMU Site 13 'TQ Site 18. 01d Pest Conztrel Shop Bidg 238 & Surrounding

SWMU Site 31/IR Sire 10, Waste il Collection Area. PWD Storage
Rldg 25 Storzsge Arsa)  Note IR Site 10 is comprised of SWMU Sites 31 & 32 and AOC Site

o

&)

SWMU Sire 32/IR Site 10, Batterv Collection Area. PWD Storage Yard

/Bideg 25 Storage Ares) Note IR Site 10 is comprised of SWMU Sites 31 & 32 and AOC Size 3.

2) Yote IR Site 10 is comprised of SWMJ Sites 31 & 3

RI/FS efforts for the feollowing sites began in
effcrts, an RI/FS report is currentlv being pre
NaVSTA Roosevelt Roa under separate cover for
1392, The Remedial Des gn/Remedial Action (RD/
design, is expected to begin in October 1992

Siv

20C Site B/IR Site 10. Formey PWD Storage Aveaz Bldg (Bldg 25 Storacge
=

Cctober 1988. As part cf these
pared and shall be forwarded by

EPA review and comment in July
RA) phase pecifically the

MU Site 10/3IR Site 15 Transformer Maintenance Area {Substation 2)

SWMU Site 11/IR Site 16. PCB Stcrage Compo

und (01é Power Plant)

Bllig 38 Note IR site 16 is comprised ol SWMU Sizes 11

SWMU Site 45/IR Site 16, PCB Spiil Area (O

and 45,

Hote IR sire 15 is comprised of SWMU Sizes 1l and &5.

IXTI. IR SITES NOT IN THE RFA

A Tew sites identified in the Initi
“o zny sites identified in the 1988 RFA report.
the Navy determi t some of thess

ied in *he 1988 RFa
ted below.

MMGDOC : RROISSUM . RFA 2

a2l Assessment Study (IAS) do not correlate

However, as part of the IR

required furcther action.
report but currently included
These sites are currentl;

VoOIn
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CB_Disposal Drv Dock 4 n RI/FS efforts begar in
e As part oI these ef aft Site Summary is
currently being prepared and shall ie NAVSTA Roosevelt Roads
under saparate cover for EPA July 1892. The Navvy
belisves the Site Summary wil ite will not requlr;
-

ther action.

te 14, Ensenada Honda
re

Si Shoreline znd Mangroves RI/FS
in November 19%91. As part o
]

f these efforts, z workplan

being prepared and shall be forwarded by NAVSTA Roosevel
separate cover for EPA review and comment in July 1992.

believes the results of these efforts will sither conclu
needs no further action or future action may be limited

inspections for any visual oil releases.

IV. SWMUs IDENTIFIED IN THE RFA AS REQUIRING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Additional iInformation was requested for some sites identified in che 1988 RFA
report that did not correlate with any IR sites. The information on these
sites will be provided as soon as 1t is available.

SWMU Site 41 . Rinse Rack near S=z Bee Pesrticide Storage Bldes 3152

AQC Site A. Torpedo Shop

V. “-A SWMUs PROPOSED BY NAVY FOR NO FURTHER ACTION UNDER RCRA CORRECTIVE

CTION
Sased on a review of Navy records for the SWMUs identified in the 1988 RFa
report and a site visit of the SWMUs performed by the Navy in March 1992, the
Navy concludes several of these sites either reguire no further action or are
currently being addressed under regulatory compliance programs other than
CERCLA/SARA and RCRA. TFor the specific reasons outlined below, the Navy

st ¥

hese 5WMUs be dropped from anv further action under RCRA Corrective
o

RfA Site 4, Drone Fuel Drain 0il/Water Sevsrator The 1988 RFA report:
recommended integrity testing of this separator. However, this separator
rocesses wastewater in contact with JP-4, JP-5, and/or hydraulic oils

nd lubricants which are categorized as Vevroleum Oils, and Lubricants
{POLsk. These are excluded as hazardous substances under CERCLA's POL
exciusion clause and are non-hazardous materials., In addition, there is
no reason to believe these POLs would come in contact with any RCRA
ardous materials. Furthermore, like any other tankage designed and
ilt by the Navy to process wastewaters, the Navy used the working
e

1
b

m el

ss method for structural design (comparable to American Concrete
itute Code Section 303) whereby the likelihood of structural cracks
are minimized. C{onsidering that there are no hazardous materials,

MMGDOC:RRITSSUM.RFA 3 29 June 19%2
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o“s:i:utes other than POL tvpe of compounds and that the

='s v design minimizes cracks and reieases, the Navy recommends
ne further action under RCRA Corrective Action. ’

W Toymer Pzint Storage Bldg. 145 ! was
identi in both the RFA anc IAS. The 1388 RFA report recommended
additi information be provided and the IAS recommended Ifurther
accions (i.e. sampling) under the IR program. During the IAS, samples
were taken of some of the material contained in the building [see pags Z-
8 of the IAS, enclosure {3), for details on sampling effort! Results

ndicated that the majority of the material could be classified as
hazaraous. During the startup of the Site Investigation (SI), it was
determined that this site posed an immediate threat. To expedite

leanup, the SI and the Remedial Investigation/Feasibilty Study (RI/FS)

hases were then skipped, and this site went directly intc the RD/RA
hase The RD/RA phase consisted of a removal action. During Spring
1988, a2l1 material was recontainerized, removed and properly disposed of,
and the floor was cleaned. The building was left completely empty.
Since all marterials have been removed and spills and leaks have been

aned up, this site is believed to pose no further threat. The Navy

ommends no further action under RCRA or CERCLA due to cleanup of the
2

bl 'U (')

-t

Sire 7/IR Site 12. Tow Way Road Fuels F
he RFA and IAS as reguiring further
ite 12 is comprised of SWMU Sites 7 =2
an SI (confirmatory sampling) was conduct
The results of these frorbs revealed that this site reguired
fforts which would aﬂpropriately be included under the Navy
ound Storage Tank (UST) program, as the contamination was due
petroleum products and the Navy has no reason to believe these
me in conmtact with RCRA hazardous materials. As previously noted.
luded as hazardous substances under CERLA. Thus, in 1990,
ize was transferred to the Navy UST program. Under the Navy UST
program, the final site characterization report was completed for the
fuel farm in February 1992 and submitted to Mr. Tomas Rivera, Water
Quality Area Director at the P.R. Environmental Quality Board. This
final report, which details the sampling that has been performed to date,
was conducted to meet Commonwealth of Puerto Rico and UST regulation Part
A system is currently being installed to remove free product from the
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site. A corrective action plan will be developed and will include future
sampling requirements. It is expected the corrective action plan will be
completed by October 19%2. Since these contaminants are POLs and have

ot come into contact with hazardous materials nor are they considered

e

<

ardous substances, this site is being handled under the UST program
C Therefore, the Navy recommends that this site be dropp
fforcs under RCRA Corrective Actiomn.

IR Size 12. Tow Wav Road Disposzl Pits Note IR Site 12 is
7 and 8. Therefore, refer to write-up of SWMU

20 June 1992
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report recommended integrity testing
cating oil water separator (OWS) used
vessels pricr to discharge. Donuts are
re moved ut the narbor as needed to
o s are "ve I RCRA S8 The
tvpic te routin £ : for
é o) contract, |
phased out of service due to & Navy policy. OWS are not
used anymore at NAVSTA Roosevelt Roads. Int of these
Donuts is therefore not appropriate or feasiblie as these have been placed

is
out of service and are, as noted previously, "vessels”.

SWMU Site 22, Ships Waste Qffload Barges (SWORs) The 1988 RFA report
recommended integrity testing for these SWOBs. SWOBs are not stationary
{i.e. moblse) but are moved about the harbor as needed to serve various
shi port; they are “vessels”, not RCRA SWMUs. These SWOBs have

s ompartments to handle large amounts of waste oil or waste fuel
from hip and such o0il and fuels were then disposed off-base. However,
NAVSTA Roosevelt Roads i1s no longer accepting these oils and fuels from
any ships nor are ships allowed to discharge them while iIn port since
these SWOBs have been phased out of service due to Navy policy. These
SWOBs are no longer used at NAVSTA Roosevelt Roads. Integrity sampling

ese SWOBs is therefore mot appropriate or ‘easimle as these have
laced out of service and ax

SWMU Site 23, 0il Spill Separator Tanks The 1988 RFA report recommended
s The Navy performed a site visit during March 1882. No
a release to adjacent solls was observed. Ths o i
a r tanks were enclosed within & concrets berm enclosed within a
ond T berm sized about 30’ x 50’. During construction of this
ond concrete berm, the stained asphalt mentioned in the 1988 RFA
ort was removed and disposed of as part of this construction.
rthermore, these tanks contain POLs and some process water only; there
no reason to believe hazardous materials or hazardous substances have
me into contact with the POLs stored within these tanks. And, as
reviously noted, POLs are excluded as hazardous substances under CERCLA.
ce there is lack of evidence of =z release to soils, this area is now
i1y covered by concrete, and does not contain hazardous materials or
stances, the Navy recommends this site for no further action under
orrective Action.

[ S '“ll Hown o
o g. o o @

Hhy L1 O

£
QL
5

O m

SWMU Site 24, Cil Spill 0Qil/Water Separator Same discussion as given in
SWMU Site 4 applies here

SWMU Size 26, abandoned Engine 0il Drums behind Building 544 The 1988
RFA report recommended sampling behind the building in the areas where
55-galion drums were stored. The Navy, during a site visit in March
1982, found that the conditions at this site nhave changed from that
identified in the 1988 RFA report. Building 544 was demoiished in
approx i ately 1990. Only the concrete foundation remains. The 55-gall
drums have been removed and no visual evidence exists of any soil
staining as described in the 1988 RFA report. As the area behind this

{RRDISSUM. RTA 5 29 June 1642
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ined A bstances an s or
hazavdous substances. Therelore, the Navy recommends this site for no
further action under RCRA Corrective Action

SWMU Site 27. Capehart Area Westewater Plant The 1988 RFA report
recommended sampling and integrity testing. This site is s conventional
wastewater treatment plant servicing the Capehart area sewage collection
system operated under NPDES Permit No. PROC20010. Since April 1990 this
plant has been operating under a Federal Faciiity Compliaznce Agreement
{FTCA} for NPDES wviolations. Actions on the FFCA has been coordinated
with Mr. John Kashwana in the Office of Water Enforcement of EPA Region
I Prior to the issuance of the FFCA, EPA required the Navy to conduct
a study to determine the cause of violations and determine if such
viclations were the result of industrial discharges to the sanitary
svstem. Specific industrial sources were Ildentified, and rhe industrial
wastewater for such sources will be pretreated by eguipment currently
under construction (FY92 MCON Project P-485). Industrial sources are
primarily in the Forrestal collection area (SWMU Site 29). These
specific industrial sources introduce only oil or fuel into the system.
Under the FFCA. the Navy is required to upgrade this plant to meet the
current NPDES limit and future Water Quality Standards (W3S) for nutrient
removal and toxicity. Plant upgrades are to be completed in August 1884
In ordey to ensure compliance with the upcoming NPDES permit to be
Issued, the Navy conducted z plece by piece inspection of the plant. In
February 1992, the facility was inspected for detail repairs of tankags
and equipment, pipe valves, pumps, etc. Although structural integrity
was not the specific focus of the inspection, no problems of this nature
were detected in ?eD“ua*y 16%Z. Based upon the numerous times the units
have been taken out of service for sludge removal and equipment repair
the Navy has no reason to suspect leaks due to structural integrity. It
might alsoc be noted that concrete tankage in the Navy is designed by the
working stress method which iIs z design which minimizes the likelihood of
cracks {comparable to American COnCYEL° Institute Code Section 330).

The Navy made an application for upgrading the plant to tertiary

o1
I

. © O
)]

Tmen: in October 1990 as is required under the FFCA for NPDES permit
mocéifications. The wastewaters were at that time characterized to the
satisfaccion of ZPA Region II. Also, full characterization of the
wastewater was done in the Hayes, Seay, Mattern and Mattern Study, August
1988, for NPDES violations (currently held by Mr. Pkil Sweeney, Permit
Writer’s Branch of EPA Region II). At that time, no hazardous
contingents were detected. In order to comply wich the new TCLP ruling.
the sludge was tested In January 1992 for the presence of hazardous waste
using TCLP Plant residuals currently pass TCLP criteriz for hazardous
waste. Lurrent activity policy is that no hazardous waste may be
introduﬁed into the system. Based on the above reasons and the fact that
this site is covered by the NPDES program administered by EPA Region 11,

it is the Navy’'s contention that the sewage treatment plant (STP) need
not be sampled nor tested for structural integrity under RCRA Corrective
Action

GDOCRROTSSUM ETA 6 29 June 1992



28 . Bundv Ar
é

=nided sampling a grics £ nis site is c
wastewaler treatment plant servicing the Bundv area ags collection
system. Refer to SWMU Site 27 above as to whv this SWMU is recommended
for no action under RCRA Corrective Action.
SWMU Site 29, Forrestal Wastewater Plant The 1988 RFA report recommended
sampling and integrity testing This site is & conventional wastewater

treatment plant servicing the waterfront "Industrial™ arez sswage

collecthﬂ system. Refer to SWMU Site 27 above as to whv this SWMU is
reconmended for no sampling or integrity testing. Prior zo 1990, this
site was referred to as the "Industrial Area Wastewater Flan:t"

SWMU Site 33, AIMD Hazardous Waste Storage Pad This site was not
identified in the IAS. Thersfore, no studiss other than -he 1988 RFA
have been prepared for this sits. The

report 1988 RFA report recommended
sampling. The Navy, during z site wvisit in March 1992, found that the
conditlons at this site have changed from that identified in the 1988 RFa
report. The area is no longer used for storage of hazardous waste. The
wnite powder observed in the grass several feet outside the storage pacd
as noted in the 1988 RFA report was not found, nor was there any otherxr
evidence cf a release to adjacent soils. Furthermore, the soils
immediately adjacent to the pad were removed as part of z construction
project. Since there is lack of evidence c¢f z release to soils, the Navv

recommends no further action

SWMU Site 35. Aircraft Wash Rack & 0il/Water Separastor The 1988 RFA
report Leﬁommended -hls separator for integrity testing. This separator
processes wastewater in contact with JP-4, JP-5, or hydraulic oils and
lubricants which are categorized as PCOLs. These are excluded as
hazerdous substances under CERCLA and theres is no reason o believe these
POLs have come into contact with RCRA hazardous materials Furthermore

like any other tankage designed and built by the Navy to process

vaters, the Navy used the working stress method for structural
(comparable to American Concrete Institute Code Section 303)

reby the likelihood of structural cracks are minimized. Considering

Tt there are no hazardous materials, substances or constituents other

han POL type of compounds and that the unit’'s physical design minimizes

racks and releases, the Navy recommends no further action under RCRA

or

rrective Actiom.

(
:;.

2] (‘t ct &

SWMU Site 36, Vehicle Wash Rack. near berthing pier The 1988 RFA report:
recommended integrity testing for this wash rack. This wash rack

receives water contaminated with POL type of compounds, wax, detergents,
dust, dirt, etc. from washing vehicles and there is no reason to believe
this wastewater would come into contact with any hazardous materials nor
are these compounds considered hazardous substances. Besides, this wash

rack is undersized, so it will be replaced in early fiscal vear 1992 as
art of & program to upgrade all pretreatment units used to process

wastewaters prior to being introduced inte the conventional STP. Since
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s unit will be repliaced and there are no hazardous ma
compounds. or substances present. the Navv recommends no
nder RCRA Corrective Action.

988 RFA
ite 1s in the area of IR
& tified as par: of azn IR site.
leaks from the & r Hanger 200 would be covered
IR Site 8. From 1986 through 1988, two rounds of
were conducted at IR Site 8. The results from
revealed contamination is below action levels (see
ation Step Rounds 1 and 2 of the Confirmation Study,
3. The Navy recommends this area for no further
ion under CLRCLA or RCRA Corrective Action. A Site Summary is
rently being prepared that summarizes the past SI efforts at IR site
presents the Na vy’s reasons for recommending this site for no furthe
ction. The final draft Site Summary shall be forwarded by NAVSTA
oosevelt Roads under separate cover for EPA review and comment in July
992. Furchermore, these drums contained waste oil, = type of PCL, and
erefore are not RCRA hazardous materials or hazardous substances under

8
T

Per MM
5]
(ST

oy ot
{1 o

SWMU Site 38, Sewex Drainage Svstem The 1988 RFA report recommended
sampling and integrity testing. Three separate sewer systems serve the
Naval Station. The Capehart system serves housing and schools. The
3undy system serves the base administration facilities, hobby shops, fast
food eateries, BOQ, and a laundry. The Forrestal system serves the
waterfront industrial area, Public Works, Shops, air Operations and the
Sea Bee guarters It is extensively known that all thres systems
experience severe inflow problems during rzinfall events. To a lesser
extent infiltration occurs. The three systems are reaching the end of
thelr useful life. Recently completed in February 1992 was the first
phase of a study te detect Inflow-Infiltration (I/I). The second phase
o locate specific sources of I/I will commence by July 1992. A follow-
ocn sewer repair project is programmed to start in Fiscal vear 1994

ty exists

T 1s acknowledged that where infiltration occurs, the possibili
i 11y occurs

ation could cccur. However, such phenomenon usuz

due to pipes under heavy loads and where pipe joints have separated dus
to settiement. Typically large pipes, say 12 to 13 inches and larpger,
experience settlement. This size pipe generally occurs in the lower
areas of the Forrestal system where the seasona? groundwater table
remains high (above the pipe) thereby causing groundwater infiltratiom

into the system. Where groundwaters do in fact rise above the crown of
the pipes, the mere static water pressure of the ground will cause

tration rather than exfiltration of the sewer pipe contents. Being
t the industrial facilities located in the Forrestal system are

tha

located in the lowlands of the base where groundwaters are generally
high, it is considered very unlikely that exfiltration of the sewer
contents has occurred where Lndusbrlal constituents have been introduced.

MMGDOC:ERDISSUM RFA 8 29 June 1997
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The Navy has no knowledgs that u e been
introduced into the system and 5 Ac ; rohibiting the
introduction of hazardous waste into the sewer system. For the above
reasons, the Navy recommends no further action under RCRA Corrective
Action.

SWMU Site 33, Spent Batterv Stovage Bldg 3138 The 1988 RFA repor:
recommended sampling. The Nevy, during a site visit in March 1992,
observed no visible signs of release to the soils. This area is no
longer used for storage of spent batteries ince there is lack of
evidence of & release to soils, the Navy recommends this site for no
further action under RCRA Corrective Action.

SWMU Site 40, Sea Bee Oii Collection Arez The 1988 RFA repor:

he Navy, during a site visit in Mz
site have changed from that ice
7t point to be made here is that ¢

ound. Sea Bees are a group with mobile
e

recommended sampling. T
that the conditions at this
i,v8 RFA report. An imperta
located within the Sea Reses ¢
n

omp
units and equipment. The mobile tank mentioned in the 1988 RFA report
could not be foundé anywhere in the compound, nor did anyone know where it
was or where it might have been located. The two tanks observed during
the 1992 site visit in this compound did net fit the description of the
tank mentioned in the 1988 RFA report. The 1988 RFA report indicated the
tank was a 300 gellon capacity but the two tanks found are of 1000 and
500-gallon capacity. Since it is iTDOSSlD‘E to locate the probables
location of the tank and nc evidence of a release was visibl 1
rec s

ite for no furcther action under RCRA Correc

SWML Site 44/3R Site 8. serisl Tarset Svystems Drainage Ditch (Drone
washdown® This site was ldentified in DOL“ the RFA and IAS as needing
further efforts (i.e. sampling) Note IR te 8 is comprised of SWMU
Sites 43 and 44 and that IR Site 8 is affec _ed by SW2U Sites 4 and 37
From 1986 through 1988, two rounds of confirmation sampling were
conducted at IR Site 8 &s part of an SI under the IR program. The
results Ifrom these sampling efforts reveazled contamination is beleow
action levels (see page 3-27 of Verification Step Rounds 1 and 2 of the
Contirmation Study, ESE Inc. April 1988). Therefore, the Navy recommends
this site for no further action under CERCLA or RCRA Corrective Actiom.

A Site Summary is currently being prevared that summarizes the past SI
efforts and presents the Navy’'s reasons for recommending this site for no
further action. The final drafc Site Summery shall be forwarded by
NAVSTA Roosevelt Roads uncer separate cover for EPA review and comment in

July 1992.

AQC Site D, Naval Statiorn Qutfsils The 1988 RFA report recommends
sampling of Naval Station outfalls to determine the presence of
contaminaction. The ocutfalls may be classified into two major categories:
(1) those which are related to and for the purpose of strictly conveying
stormwater, and (2) those for the purpose of conveying process
wastewaters from the base’s sewage treatment plants.




rmwa
itie
EPA
t of ur 4 .
U.S5. Naval § curing March 1991.
atien is pend approv 1. Based upon
stormwater, Z issue appropriate
ng and surface wat tations consistent with
ity Boards’ Wa:z ity Standards. The Navy
necessary as ing covered by the NPDES
Region II.
For the outfalls discharge from the wastewater treatment plants, such
discherges are monitored and are limited according to the NPDES program.
Although viclation of the NPDES permit have occurred tnrougn these three
outfalls, rthey have been for pH, Coliforms, Chlorine Residual {lack of)

s have been tied ssec‘;ica-lv

o]
frut
)
ct
".
'5 -

and 30D5 or 30D percent removal. Vi

Zo & broken or marginally functional eq“1_ment at each of the plants,
Violations from this outfall have been Ior conventional pollutants caused
by poor cperations, faulty eguipment and the presence of a lo:t of
rainwater. Violations can not be attributed o the introduction of any
hazardous constituent into the system. For the above reasons, the Navy
recommends no further action under RCRA Corrective Action.

AQC Sice E/SWMU Site 47, local Dispesal Areas Although the 1988 R

report referred to the "Local Disposal Arsas” site as both a SWMU aﬂd ar
Arsz-oi-Concern (ACC) during the meeting in March 1992, EPA Region 11 and
tnhe Navy came to an greemeﬁu that this site(s) is an AQC end not & SWMU.
SWMUs must be identifiable units. The 1538 RFA report was in error For
referring to this site as SWMU Site 47. Furthermore, a facility survev
{(Inicisl Assessment Study, NEESA 13-031, Sept 1%84) conducted in 1984 to
determine and define all past hazardous waste material’s storage, use,
disposal practices and disposal areas on Navy property did not identify
this site(s). Therefore, the Navy proposes this site(s) for no further
action under RCRA Corrective Action.

VI. RFA SW¥Us: NAVY CONCURS WITH NO FURTHER ACTION

MMEDOC

1 sites presented in the 1988 RrA repor:t, not ail were
action or requested additional information. The following RFA sices
commended for no action under RCRA Corrective Action, and the Navy

5, Dumpsters

SWML Sit

Hospital Incinerator Blde 1928

-
151

SWMU Site 17 . DRMO Hazardous Waste Storage Facility

)

SWMU Size

,d
e
rd
q

nitable Storage Facility Bidg 2009

SRROISSUM.RFA 10 28 June 1992



VII.

SWMU Size 20 Yastsz L7 neay 2ide B8EQ

30. Formsr Incinerator Sirte adiacent to landfiil entrance
SWMU Site 47, Water Treatment Plant Sludsze Lacoons
SwWMU Site 437IR Site 2. Drone Washdown Area

IR SITES
ACTION

CONTINUE

IAS evaluated NAVSTA

PRCGRAM BUT NOT UNDER RGRA CORRECTIVE

Roads as well as those Activities that

Roosevelt are
& part of the base even though not located within the base’s boundaries. The
Navy’s Activities on Visgues Island are examples of this. The sites indicated
below will not be under RCRA Corrective Action but will continue to be handled
uncder the IR program.
IR Site 1. Ouebracdzs Disposal Site Viegues RI/FS efforts began in
/ =]
November 1991. Ths Workplan is currently deing prepared and shall be
forwarded for TRC member review and comment in July 1992.
X Site 7. Mangr Site Viegues RI/FS efforts began in
\ovemoe 1891 is currently being prepared and shall be
forwarded for Tr view and comment in July 1992.
— Site 3. IRTNA/M sal Site Viecues Interim RI/FS efforts besgan
¢ in Octcber 1988, ¢ Iinal draft Site Summery shall be forwarded for TRC
review and comment in July 1992. The Navy believes the Site Summary will
conclude that this site will not require any further actions
IR Site &, Fuels OZZ-loading Site Viegues This site was dropped from the
IR program after completion of the IAS since information collected
indicated this site did not warrant further investigation under the IR
Program
iR Site 19, West Ewciosive Ordnance Disposazl Range Vieacues This site was
cropped from the IX program after completion of the IAS since information
collected incicated this site did not warrant further investigation under
the IR Prograrm
IR Site ¢0. Camp Czrciz Disposal Site Viegues This site was dropped from
the IR program after complietion of the IAS since information collected
indicated this sitsz did not warrant further investigation under the IR
Program
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