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To: Jim Szy¢gkman, LANTDIV

From: Noel Simmons, Versar

Date: July 23, 1992

Subject: July 15, 1992, Technical Review Committee (TRC) meeting
Naval Station Roosevelt Roads, PR (Versar job no. 1049)

It was a pleasure to meet with you and the activity last week
to present Versar's work at the TRC meeting. My speaking notes and
a copy of the handout/overheads used in the presentation are
attached. The presentation of each site was essentially a synopsis
of the reports under review. During the Pre-TRC meeting, the only
significant technical comment raised was whether the PCB-bearing
soils could be landfilled at the U.S. Ecoleogy landfill in Beatty,
Nevada and whether there was a landban against such waste. I spoke
with the landfill and they assured me that the facility was still
accepting PCB-contaminated soils. There is a ban on landfilling
PCB-bearing debris mixed with soils. The only impact this
restriction will place on the remediation is that, when the coral
underlying the soil at Sites 15 and 16 is removed, it will need to
be ground to a soil-like consistency.

During the TRC meeting on Wednesday, Versar received two
questions. In the first, Commander Welstead questioned whether the
proposed building decontamination activities would occur at the
same time as the soil removal. I responded that this was somewhat
up to the discretion of the remedial contractor, but that it was
more than 1likely that the two activities would be conducted
concurrently. Typically, the wash water from power washing is
treated by pumping it through GAC cannisters, and the cannisters
are then disposed along with the PCB-bearing soil.

The second question was from Felix Lopez of the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service. Sr. Lopez questioned whether sediment samples
would be collected at the mouths of the cooling water tunnel in
Ensenada Honda and Puerca Bay during the Phase II Remedial
Investigation (RI). I responded that my contract would soon be at
an end and another Navy contractor would be preparing a workplan
for the Phase II RI. However, based on the surface water data
collected by Versar from the tunnel, I would certainly reccommend
sediment sampling, and I believed that the Navy agrees on that
point. I also informed him that it had been our intention to
collect a sediment sample from the tunnel manways during our RI,
but no sediments are present in the tunnel immediately below the
area of soil contamination.

Based on the positive reponse from the TRC members present, I
believe the Navy will have little difficulty in proceeding with the
proposed interim remedial measure for the soil operable unit at
Sites 15 and 16. I will move forward with the proposed plan and
record of decision documents.
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TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMITTEE MEETING
NAVAL STATION ROOSEVELT ROADS, PUERTO RICO
15 JULY 1992

LANTDIV EIC'S OPENING STATEMENT

.  Introduction of LANTDIVs Role in the IR program

*

*
*
*

Manage overall technical aspects of project
Assist the base in the IR program
Coordinate between base and regulators
Oversee and control contractors

. Introduction to the Navy IR Program

*
*

Brief

Pre CERCLA; NACIP program
Conversion to EPA terminology and structure; Navy IR
program

history of IR program at NS Roosevelt Roads

Last TRC held in 1989; Finalize efforts at Sites 1, 2, 5-
7, 10, 12-14, and 18; Prepare Summary of no action at
site 3, 8, 9; Begin and finalize RI/FS efforts at Sites
15 and 16; Site 12 transfer to UST program ,

Because of change over, Sites 1,2, 5-7, 10, 12-14, and 18
warranted further study; RI/FS efforts started;
Workplan presented for review

New site discovered; Began PA/SI efforts; PA/SI efforts
will be part of closure efforts

No action sites 3, 8, and 9; would be waste of $ to
investigate

RI/FS efforts at Sites 15 and 16 are almost complete;
Site 15 will require additional study; Interim remedial
action will be performed at Site 15 next year.

. The role of the TRC members

*

*

Provide technical guidance and advice, this is not a
community meeting

TRC very important to the successful completion of the IR
program; provides different perpective and additional
experience

TRC member's time is valuable; TRC meetings only held at
crucial points in the program

Indicate extra time given to TRC members to submit
comments after TRC meeting

. Introduction of RCRA

*
*
*

*

*
*

51 RFA sites identified

In the process of determining future actions

IR sites will continue along same path but will convert
to methodologies and terms of RCRA

SWMUs will begin the RFI process

Introduction of each Contractor

Versar handles Sites 3, 8,
Baker handles Sites 1,2, 5-

9, 15 and 16
7, 10, 13-14, 18, and 21
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SITE SUMMARY FOR IRFNA/MAF-4 DISPOSAL SITE,
VIEQUES ISLAND
(SITE NO. 3)

Prepared for:
o~ ' Atlantic Division

Naval Facilities Engineering Comman
Norfolk, Virginia 23511

Prepared by:

Versar, Inc.
6800 Versar Center
Springfield, Virginia 22151

Versar Job No. 5295.3

5
July 25, 1991
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SITE SUMMARY FOR DRONE WASHDOWN AREA
ROOSEVELT ROADS
(SITE NO. 8)

Prepared for:
M Atlantic Division

Naval Faciiities Engineering Command
Norfolk, Virginia 23511

Prepared by:

Versar, inc.
6850 Versar Center
Springfield, Virginia 22151

Versar Job No. 5295.4

o~ April 29, 1991
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PISURE 2 A% CONFIRMATION STUDY
ROUNDS 1 AND 2 SAMPLING LOCATIONS AT SITE 8, %7 U, NAVAL COMPLEX
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) ) TABLE 1 ) “
S
NAVSTA ROOSEVELT ROADS CONFIRMATION STUDY, ROUNDS 1 AND 2 SEDIMENT ~'
SOIL, AND SURFACE WATER SAMPLING RESULTS, SITE 8, DRONE WASHDOWN 2 .
4 .
-
iy
30
0
Chemical Yoxicity Parameter
Round 1 Reunu 2 Toxicity AC Designated fevels  Threshhold Limit ffement. Concentration
Data mg/kg/day  in a solid {ug/g) Concentrations (ug/g) Ranges tn Soils (ug/g)
SCOIHENT
Sample Number : 8SEt  8SE2 8SE3 8S£01 8SE02 65603 )
Lead (ug/g, dry) 28.8 -- 434 14.0 14.6 26,1 Oral TDLo (wmn) 0.001400 500 1000 . - J0u
= 450 mg/kg/6y
© 0il 8 Grease (mg/kg) 4740 787 1670 247 69 306 NR NR NR NR NR
SOt -
Sampie Number: 851A )
Lead (ug/g, dry) 6.70 Oral TDLo (wmn) 0.001400 500 1000 QA - 700
= 450 ma/kg/f:y
Oit & Grease {(mg/kg) 8.2 R NR NR NR Ni
~- = Not Detected.
N/A = Not Analyzed
» NR = Not Reported
T0Lo = Toxic Dose tow
won = Homan
AIC = Chronic Acceptable (ntake vafues for noncarcinogenic effects. .

Designated Levels in a Solid = Designated leveis in a solid to protect ground water at an average site in California. ) . . ) )
Threshold Limit Concentrations = Hazardous Waste Total Threshold Limit Concentrations. Disposal of wastes exceeding these values is restricted in California.

Chemical Toxicity Parameters

) Round 1 ) Round 2 Toxicity AIC RCRA et AHQC PROOH
Constituent Concentrations Concentrations Data mg/kg/day HMCL (ug/L)  (ug/L) (ug/L)  HCL (ug/t)
E SURFACE WATER
3 Sample Number: 8SHI  8SH2  8SH3 8SHO! B8SHO2 6SNO3 8SW04  BSHOS
0i! & Grease (ug/L) 5 102 98 -~ -- —- - - NR NR NR NR NR NR
Benzene (ug/l) -~ - -— 1.4 - -- - - Oral LDS0 (rat) NR NR NR 0.66 5.0 }
) = 2800 ug/kg -
Trichioroethene -- - - 1.1 - - -~ -- Oral LDSO (mus) NR Nit NR NR NR
(ug/L) = 2402 mg/kg ’
Trichlorof luor omethane - -- -- 3.6 -- -- - - INH. TC50 (hmn) NR NR NR NR NR
(ug/L) = 50000 ppm/30H

-~ » Not Detected.

NR = Not Reported.

LS50 = Lethal Dose fifty

TC50 = Toxic Concentration Fifty

hon = Human

mus = House

INH = Inhalation

AlC = Chronic Acceptable Intake values for noncarcinogenic effects.

RCRA HCL =« RCRA Maximum Concentration Limits.

MCL = Haximum Contaminant Levels of National Primary Orinking Water Standards; (s) = National Secondary Orinking Hater Standards.
ANQC = Ambient Hater Quality Criteris is associated with 10-6 cancer risks: (FCC) fresh Chronic Criteria: (+) Hardness Dependent - 100 mg/L used.
PRDOM MCL = Puerte Rico Department of Health Maximum Contaminant Levels for drinking water.

Source: ESE, 1988

e 3, e b A = e e R B . & s




Remedial Investigation/
Feasibility Study for

Site 15

Naval Station Roosevelt Roads
Puerto Rico

Prepared for

Atlantic Division
Naval Facilities Engineering Command
Norfolk, Virginia

Prepared by

Wersar.

MAY 15, 1992
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