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Major Issues Discussed/Accomplished:

1. Meeting Introduction

Ms. Susan Adams of the Indian Head Division, Naval Surface
Warfare Center (IHDIV-NSWC) began the meeting by welcoming
everyone to the-Indian Head Senior Center and introduced the
current Commander of IHDIV-NSWC, Captain Marc A. Siedband.
Captain Siedband expressed his appreciation for the work that the
Restoration Advisory Board (RAB) is doing and hopes that we will
continue to forge ahead in the Installation Restoration (IR)
Program :

Ms. Adams then presented the meetlng agenda, which is 1ncluded as .
Attachment A. -~

2. Funding and Plans for Fiscal Year (FY) 2001

Mr. Robert Sadorra of the Engineering Field Acthlty, Chesapeake
(EFACHES), provided project and funding information for work
performed in FY 2000, which amounted to almost :

$2.8 million. Mr. Sadorra also provided planned project and
funding information for FY 2001. The work planned for FY 2001 is
estimated at over $2.8 million.

o

A copy of Mr. Sadorra's presentation, which shows this »}
‘information, can be found in Attachment B.

3. Federal Facilities Agreement (FFA)

Mr. Sadorra discussed the FFA or Interagency Agreement, whioh is
a document signed by the Navy and the EPA and is required under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensatlon, and
Liability Act (CERCLA). ‘Among other things, the FFA sets a
process for regulatory. 1nvolvement and includes schedules ‘and
deadllnes for cleanup actlons

A copy of’Mr. Sadorra's’presentation is included in Attaohmentgcfﬂ

4. Update on IR Site 57

Mr. Sadorra provided an update on the work being‘performed at IR' ’
Site 57 - Building 292 Trichloroethylene (TCE) Spill. A brief
background of the site was provided and the status of the -
Feasibility Study (FS) ‘discussed. The Navy plans to have a draft
of the FS Report for this site available for public review in May
2001.

A copy of Mr. Sadorra's presentation is included in Attachment D. ;}



5. IR Sites 12, 41, and 44 Update

Mr. Sadorra dlscussed the information contained in the FS Report
for IR Sites 12 (Town Gut Landfill) and 41 (Scrap Yard),
including possible cleanup alternatives and costs of the
alternatives for these sites. Since the Risk Assessment
performed in the Remedial Investigation Report for IR Site 44
(Soak Out Area) did not show a potential human health or
ecological risk, cleanup is not required at IR Site 44.

Proposed Plans for the cleanup of IR Sites 12 and 41 will be ‘
available in January 2001. A copy of Mr. Sadorra's presentation
for these sites can be found in Attachment E.

6. IR Site 42 --Olsen Road Landfill Toxicity Testing Update

Mr. Sadorra provided an update of the Toxicity Identification
Evaluation (TIE) testing that is being performed at IR Site 42.
The TIE report is expected in February 2001, which will be used
to complete the FS Report for IR Site 42. The anticipated’
completion date of the IR Site 42 FS Report is March 2001.

A copy of Mr. Sadorra's presentation is located in Attachment F.

7. Mattawoman Creek Study Update

Mr. Sadorra provided an update of the work performed to date on
the Mattawoman Creek Ecological Risk Study and the future
schedule for the study. Although the study appears to be going
slowly, a lot of effort has been put forth for this study. In
fact, the more work completed at the beginning stages of the
study, the better the results will be when the study is
completed

A draft work plan containing”the finalized problem formulatlbn‘di'}
and the sampling and analysis plan is scheduled to be completedfd”'
i February 2001. This work plan will require review from the . -
RAB-. : :

A copy of Mr. Sadorra's presentation is provided in Attachment—G;

8.‘nRemedial Investigation (RI) Project Status for IR Sites li)
13; 17, 21 and 25 ' ' '

Mxr. Shawn Jorgensen of the Indlan Head Division, Naval Surface
Warfare Center discussed five sites on which RIs are being . :
conducted. . These include: IR Site 11 - Caffee Road Landflll, IR
Site 13 - Paint Solvents Disposal Ground, IR Site 17 - Disposed
Metal Parts Along Shoreline, IR Site 21 - Bronson Road Landfxll
and IR Site 25 - Hypo Discharges From X-ray Building No. 2.




Mr. Jorgensen discussed data (which is not yet validated)
received for two of the sites, 17 and 25, where additional
samples-are being taken. TCE was discovered in some of the
samples at IR Site 17. Metals and low levels of volatile organic
compounds were detected at IR Site 25. The additional work,
which will be completed on October 20, 2000, includes obtaining
surface, subsurface and groundwater samples. The draft RI Report
for these sites is expected in March 200L1.

A copy of Mr. Jorgensen's presentation is included in Attachment
H.

9. Remedial Investigation (RI) Work Plan for Sites 15, ‘16, 49,
50, 53, 54, and 55 ’ :

Mr. Jorgensen discussed seven sites on which RIs will be
conducted in FY 2001. These include: IR Site 15 - Mercury
Deposits in Manhole, Fluorine Lab; IR Site 16 - Laboratory
Chemical Disposal; IR Site 49 - Chemical Disposal Pit; IR Site 50
- Building 103 Crawl Space; IR Site 53 - Mercury in the Sewage
System; IR Site 54 - Building 101 Mercury Contamination; IR Site
55 - Building 102 Mercury Contamination. Mr. Jorgensen provided
a brief background on these sites and stated that due to the
close proximity of these sites to one another, and the similar
suspected chemicals involved, they will be studied as one area.

The anticipated completion date of the final work plan for these
sites 1s December 2000, delayed from August 2000, with fieldwork
scheduled to begin in December 2000. The cost of this RI work is
estimated at $950,000. '

A copy of Mr. Jorgensen's presentation is included in Attachment
T. . ) . :

10. Comments, Questions, and Answers

NuméroUs'comments were made and queétions asked_during the
meeting. These comments, questions, and answers are provided in
Attachment J. ' : '

11. Conclusion

Ms. Adams concluded the meeting by thanking all in attendance.
Ms. Adams then presented the schedule for the meetings in 2001,
which are the third Thursdays in the months of February (15%0y,
June (21°%), and October (lS”U, as shown in Attachment K.
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In addition, Ms. Adams provided the tentative agenda for the next
meeting scheduled for Thursday, February 15, 2001, from 7:00 to
9:00 p.m. at the Indian Head Senior Center. A copy of the agenda
is included as Attachment L.
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INDIAN HEAD DIVISION,
NAVAL SURFACE WARFARE CENTER
INSTALLATION RESTORATION (IR) PROGRAM
RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD (RAB) MEETING

AGENDA

October 19, 2000

ARRIVAL/WELCOME

Ms. Susan P. Adams '

Indian Head Division, Naval Surface Warfare Center

Head, Safety Department

" FUNDING AND PLANS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2001

Mr. Robert Sadorra

Engineering Field Activity Chesapeake

Remedial Project Manager

FEDERAL FACILITIES AGREEMENT

Mr. Robert Sadorra

IR SITE 57 UPDATE

Mr. Robert Sadorra

UPDATE ON IR SITES 12, 41, AND 44

Mr. Robert Sadorra_

/

UPDATE ON TOXICITY TESTING AT IR SITE 42 - OLSEN

ROAD LANDFILL

Mr. Robert Sadorra

MATTAWOMAN CREEK STUDY UPDATE.

Mr. Robert Sadorra

Attachment A



RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD (RAB) MEETING
AGENDA
(continued)

October 19, 2000

8:10 - 8:25 UPDATE ON RI WORK AT SITES 11, 13, 17,21, AND 25
Mr. Shawn Jorgensen

Indian Head Division, Naval Surface Warfare Center
IR Project Manager ' ‘

8:25 - 8:40: UPDATE ON RI WORK PLAN FOR SITES 15, 16, 49, 50, 53, 54,
“AND 55 :

- Mr. Shawn Jorgensen

8:40-9:00 -~ COMMENTS, QUESTIONS, AND ANSWERS

9:00 ADJOURN
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 NSWC Indian Head
IR Program FY 2000 Execution

- 5573,
ite 357 B Feasibility Studies — $125,000
ite 47 o Remedial Investigations | 324,000
ites 49,53,15,16,50,54,55 Remedial Investigations $956,918
ites 11,13,17,21,25 - Remedial Investigations 3798175
attawoman Creek Risk Assessment ~ $307,496
Total | | ~ 52,784,701




~ NSWC Indian Head
FY 2001 Planned Execution |z

Project Planned

ward

ite 12 | o emedial Action

271,310
Site 57 | Remedial Design | $ 195,160
Site 47 | Feasibility Studies $200,000
Sites 49,53,13,16,50,54,33 FS and PRAP / ROD § 280,000
Sites 11,13,17,21,25 FS and PRAP7 ROD $ 350,000
Sites 5,6,39,45 ] Remedial Investigations $ 550,000

Total | | | 32,846,470\
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INDIAN HEAD DIVISION
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- Federal Facilities Agreement

- Rob Sadorm PE
| Project Manager
Engzneermg Field Actzvzly Chesapeake

Noindane 10 0NN
Octover 15, 2000
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Federal Facilities Agreement
Purpose of the FFA -

o Defines the procedural framework and schedule for
developing, zmplementmg, and momtormg response actzons
at the site

o« Sets a process for Regulatory involvement
— Review and comment time limits
— Documents can be finalized by the Navy if comments not received

o Preserves Navy’s lead agency status

* EPA has final authority on final Recordsfof Decision

« Integrates CERCLA and RCRA Corrective Action
Requirements
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- Federal F aéilities A greement

B a Ck g r 0 u n d : Surface Warfare Center ls(on

~« 1988 - First Model Language
— agreement between DOD and EPA

» Since 1988 - Several new Model Language agreements

» 1998 - Navy and EPA Region Il used Washington Navy
Yard FFA as the Model for NAS Patuxent River

o NAS Patuxent River FFA is expected to be Signed within the
next month and will serve as the model for the NS wc Indian
Head Dzvzszon FFA |
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Project Manager
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. NSWC Indian Head
- IR Site Map

INDIAN HEAD
Surface Warfare Center Division
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~ IRSite 57

Surface Warfare Center Division




.. IRSite57
 Work Completed

B Sepz‘ember ] 995 Lzmzz‘ea’ samplmg of sozl—gas sozl
and groundwater conducted

« October 1998 - Removal Action (pipe relzmng) completed

o October 1998 - Field work for Phase I of RI (SOll data)
completed

. January 1999 - Field work for Phase II of RI (groundwater,
sediment, surface water) completed

o June 1999 - Draft RI Report
? February 2000 - Dmft Final RI Report Completed




IR Site 57
| F uture Schedule

+ March 2000 - Began Feasibility Study (FS)

— Evaluate alternatives to mitigate potential risk to construction
workers due to arsenic in soil

- — Evaluate alternatives to mitigate high concentrations of TCE in
soil and groundwater near southern corner of Building 292

«  Mid December 2000 - FS F ield work
. May 200] Draﬁ FS Repom‘ available for publzc review

k\u@f/ ‘ : ' i’ R



NAVAL SURFACE WARFARE CENTER B
INDIAN HEAD DIVISION A
RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD ——

.Sité 12 - Town Gut Landfill

Site 41 - Scrap Yard
Stte 44 - Soak OQut Area

Updat

Rob Sadorra, PE
~ Project Manager
Engineering Field Activity Chesapeake
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 Sites 12, 41, 44 - Project Status
- Background

) INDIAN HEAD
Surface Warfare Center Division

.+ Site 12 - Town Gut Landfill |

— Approximately 3.3 acres landfill bisected by Atkins Road
extension. (Northwest of Building 471) used from 1968 to 1980 for
disposal of landscaping waste, f Il material, rubble and
construction debris.

e Site 41 - Scrap Yard

~ From the 1960's to 1988 electrical transformers containing PCBs
were stored at the northwestern end of the Scrap Yard prior to off-
site disposal

s’ : : s’ ' S’



Sites 12, 41, 44 - Project Status
- Background

Surface Warfare Center Division

. Sz’te 44 - Soak Out Area

— Area approximately 75 feet east of Building 1363 used in removal

of propellant from rocket motor catapult tubes using Pennchem
9014 in the late' 1960's to early 1970'.

— Rocket motor catapult tubes were allowed to soak in the solvent
contained in two 55 gallon drums that were welded together.




- NSWC Indian Head
. IR Site Map
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" Surface Warfare Center Division

« Final RI Report was completed in July 1999

 Draft FS Report for Sites 12, 41 and 42 was completed
February 2000

* Revised Dmft Rép()rt far Sites 12 and 41 has been
“available for public comment since July 2000




Sites 12 and 41 - Project Status ~ pyiey
Feasibility Study ST

¢

Purpose « Describe, evaluate and compare alternatives

* Select Remedy

Tasks ~» Alternative development

» Alternative evaluation and comparison

— Qverall protection of human health and the environment
— Compliance with ARARs
— Long-term effectiveness and permanence

- "Reduc_z‘ioh of toxicity, mobility or volume through treatment

: —— 1 ’Shﬁ_ort—:term'eﬁectz'veness | |

s ""‘Impl’emeniabil ity
B e T .

— State Acceptance
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. Project Status
Site 12 - Town Gut Landfill

Alternative 1 ——NoAction
Alternative 2 — Soil Cover with LTM & Institutional Controls |
Alternative 3 - Soil Cap with LTM & Institutional Controls
Alternative 4 — Engiheered Cap with LTM & Institutional Controls
Alternative 5 — Landfill Removal |




. Project Status
Site 12 - Town Gut Landfill

._ INDIAN HEAD
Surface Warfare Center Division

Protect | ARAR | LT ST Imp Cost MDE/ | Community

HH&Env | Comp | Effect | Effect | EPA |
1-No Action low .| low low | low | high | §0 1BD 1BD
2-Soil Cover med med med med | med | § 1,257,000 | TBD 1BD
3-Soil Cap med med | med | med | med | 32,266,000 | TBD I1BD
4-Eng Cap med nigh med med | med | § 3,590,000 | TBD ~ | TBD
5-Removal | high | high high | med | low | § 4,868,000 | IBD TBD

Y R o Ry s’



- Project Status
Szte 41 - Scrap Yard

V Surface Warfare ’enter Division

o Alternative 1 — No Action
o Alternative 2 — Soil Removal
— Approximately 1,500 cubic yards

~ 6 inch average depth to concrete pad

— 6 to 18 inches of soil would be excavated in areas outside of the
| fence line




. Project Status
Site 41 - Scrap Yard

Surface Warfare Center Division

Protect | ARAR | LT ST | Imp ~ Cost MDE/ | Community
| HH&Env | Comp | Effect | Effect | EPA
1-No Action low low low low | high 1 §0 TBD 1BD
2-Removal |  high _nigh | nigh | high | med | § 1,076,000 | TBD 1BD




Sites 12, 41, 44 - Project Status
Projected Milestones

" Surface Warfare Center Divislon

* Proposed Plans will be available JanuaryéOO]
e Final Record of Decisions - April 2001
e Site 12 Reme‘dial;Acz‘ion Design - August 2001
+ Site 12 Remedial Action Award - August 2001




' NAVAL SURFACE WARFARE CENTER
INDIAN HEAD DIVISION -
RE S TORA TION AD VIS 0 R Y B 0 A RD : ___ Surface Warfare Center Division

Site 42 - Olsen Road Landyfill
- Toxicity Testing Update

" Rob Sadorra, PE
Project Manager

Engineering Field Activity Chesapeake
- October 19, 2000
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» Surface Warfare Center Divislon

o Toxicity Identification Evaluation (TIE) Dehfzonstmtion
- project for the Naval Facilities Engineering Service Center
is underway

» TIE Field work completed Zast week
» TIE Report _.Eebruary 2001
o Site 42 FS Re’pbr_t‘— March 2001

g \
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NAVAL SURFACE WARFARE CENTER [
INDIAN HEAD DIVISION
RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD

Surface Warfare Center Divislon |

Mattawoman Creek Study Update

-~ Rob Sadorra, PE
Project Manager

Engineering Field Activity Chesapeake
October 19, 2000




Problem Formulation T asks
Completed to Date

. Evaluation of existing Mattawoman Creek chem istry data

for Sites 39/41 and 57.

« Evaluation of outfalls and ]RP sites that have or still could
be impacting Mattawoman Creek.

o Assessment of other projects that have been conducted or
are currently in progress at Mattawoman Creek (e. g
Charles Co sz‘udy, previous FWS studies)

e



Problem F. ormulation Tasks
Completed to Date

. Surface Warfare Center Division

o Evaluatzon of hzstorzcal photographs for assessment of
hya’rogeology, enlisted the help of USGS

Conducted a boat tour of Mattawoman Creek with BT AG.
Evaluated habitat types and locations, potential receptors,
hya’rogeology, posszble sources of chemzcals (photo log in

progress)
« Evaluated upgraa’zent sources of chemicals in

Mattawoman Creek. Indian Head WWT P appears to be
the orzly major poznt source




S’

* Problem Formulation Tasks
Completed to Date

Surface Warfare Center Division

Obtazned znformatlon abouz‘ chemicals presem‘ly used or
stored on the base to supplement similar historical
” znformanon |

Evaluated the base NPDES permit to obtain znformatzon
about pOSszble chemzcals to be zncluded in any chemistry
analyszs "

stzz‘ed Nan]emoy Creek as a potentzal reference location.




' Surface Warfare Center Division

o The Navy, EPA, and MDE evaluated wo pé)ssible
approaches to starting the study; a chemical screening
approach vs. a baseline approach.

« The Navy, EPA, and MDE agreed on the baselme
 approach, which will likely be based for the most part on
the “sediment triad” (chemistry, toxicity, benthic analysis)




Informatzon Gathered to Date Has
Been Coalesced to Build the NAV
Elements of Problem Formulation Sz

o List of Chemzcals of Potential Concern ( COPCS)
e+ Fateand T mnsport Models

Conceptual Model

Proposed Assessmenz‘ and Measuremenz‘ Endpoints




Projected Milestones

Surface Warfare Center Division

. November 2000 F molzzed problem formuZaz‘zon
— draft November 15, 2000
— final November 30, 2000

F ebruary 2001 - Draft Work Plan (contamzng the fi nalized
problem formulotzon) and Sampling and Analysis Plan

April 2001 - Final WP and SAP
April 2001 - Field Work
September 2001 - Draft risk assessment report




NAVAL SURFACE WARFARE CENTER
INDIAN HEAD DIVISION |
RESTORA TI ON ADVISORY BOARD

Remedial Investigations - Project Status

Sites 11, 13, 17, 21, and 25

- Shawn Jorgensen
IR Project Manager

October 19, 2000
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% Sztes 11,13, 17, 21 and 25 - Project Status
Sites To Be Studzed

Surface Warfare Center Division

o 11 - Caffee Road Landfill
« 13 - Paint Solvents Disposal Ground
« 7 - Disposed Metal Parts Along Shoreline
o 2] - Bronson Road Landf 1l |
» 25-Hypo D»zs‘qhqrges From X-ray Building No. 2




. NSWC Indian Head
‘ IR Site Map

Surface Warfare Center Division
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Surface Warfare Center Division
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Surface Warfare Center Divislon




. Surface Warfare Center Division

o Backgrouna’ e » |
= Approxzmaz‘ely 200 square- foot area located behma’ Buzldmg 870
— Contains paznt—relaz‘ea’ wastes - thinners, solvents and used paint
— Dzsposal z‘ook place Jrom 1953 to 1979 |
= Estzmated 20 000 pounds of waste dzsposed (~2 000 gallons)

e Complel‘ea’ Samplmg
| — Surface Sozl Samples 7
— Subsurface Sozl Bormg Samples 4
- _Groundwater Samples 0

« No additional sampling proposed
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- 1 UUU -foot stretch of Shorelzne along Marz‘awoman Creek locaz‘ed east of

Caﬂee Road Landfill

— Metalp 1snasef7 from 1960 - 1980
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Site 17
d Metal Parts Along Shore
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PHASE 2 SURFACE AND SUBSURFACE SO SAMPLE LOCATION
PHASE 2 MONITORING WELL LOCATION »

PHASE 1SEDIMENT SAMPLE LOCATION

PHASE 1BACKGROUND SAMPLE LOCATION

PHASE 1UPGRADIENT SAMPLE LOCATION

SW PHASE 1SURFACE WATER SAMPLE LOCATION

@ PHASE 1SURFACE AND SUBSURFACE SOIL SAMPLE LOCATION

cowr Sl

SITE 17 - PHASE 2
SAMPLING LOCATIONS

RI WORK PLAN
NAVAL SURFACE WARFARE CENTER,

INDIAN HEAD DIVISION

CH2IHILL
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VSEA

: IND!AN HfAD

v Surface Warfare Center Division

Background
- — 2-acre borrow pzt near Buzldzng I 384
| — Contains so_lzd _was_te from various manufacturing processes
— Disposal ‘0c¢ufrédﬁ"om'] 975 to 1982
— Waste and estimated amounts include
« Solid waste - ];'5 00 tons
* Barium sludge - 2.5 tons
o Asbestos - 3.3 tons
» Paint sludge - 3 tons

* Completed Sampling
~ Surface Soil Samples: 22
—  Groundwater Samples: 4




Bronson Road Landf 0 e
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Sztes 11, 13 17, 21, and 25 - Project Status
Site 25 - Hypo Dzscharges From X-Ray SE
Building No. 2 - e

o Background
— Drainage swales located behind Building 5 88

— Contains silver from spent fi f xer and developer used to process |
- x-ray fi Im
- Dzscharged from 1944 - ]964
— Estimated 864 pounds of silver dzscharged
+ Completed Sampl»zng
- Suifac‘e Soil Samples: 21
Phase 2 Samplmg (to be completed by 1 0/20/00)
= Surface Soil Samples: 3
— Subsurface Soil Samples: 6
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L % Sites 11, 13, 1 7, 21, and 25 - Project Status
Future Schedule

&
&

o]
O

' Surface Warfare Center Division

o Remedial Investigation

— Contract Award — February 2000
. Draft WorkPlan - May 2000
» Final WorkPlan July 2000
« Field Work |
— Phase I - July 2000
'~ Phase 2 - October 2000
,  ,  . Draft RI Report March 200]
= Cosz‘ forRI $ 798 000




% Sites 11 13 1 7, 21, and 25 - Pro;ect Status
Addztzonal Information V7V IL/2

Surface Warfare Center Divislon

AVSEA

Information Repositories

Indian Head Division Charles County Public Library

Naval Surface Warfare Center " La Plata Branch
Bulldlng 620 (P owder Keg) Charles & Garrett Streets
! 101 Strauss Avenue | La Plata, MD 20646

- Indian Head MD
| 20640 5035




#/"  NAVAL SURFACE WARFARE CENTER
 INDIAN HEAD DIVISION
RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD

| Re‘medial Investigation

Work Planv

Sites 15, 16, 49, 50, 53, 54 and 55
Lab Area - Project Status

Shawn Jorgensen
IR Project Manager

October 19, 2000
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LabArea - Project Status
Sites To Be Studied

Surface Warfa re Center Division

15 - Mercury Deposits in Manho’le Fluorine Lab

16 - Labomz‘ory Chemical Disposal

49 - Chemical Dzsposal Pit

30 - Buzldmg 103 Crawl Space

33 - Mercury Com‘aminaz‘ion of Sewage System
54 - Buz’lding 101 Mercury COntaminaz‘z’on |

55 - Building 102 -'Meréury Contamination

Due to-the close proximity of these sites to one another, and the similar

susnected ¢ f'hPW”f’ﬂ](‘ involved, these sites wﬂ] be studied as one areq.
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Surface Warfare Center Division
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 Lab Area - Project Status

Surface Warfare Center Divislon

Site Background

o Site 49 - Chemical Disposal Pit |
— Disposal of laboratory waste into a brick pit
— Had limited use up to the early 1970’s
— Actual chemicals and amounts disposed unknown

o Site 50 - Building 103 Crawl Space
— From 1902 to 1985, the two smks in Buzldzng 103 drained to the
ground under the building
— Mercury-containing equipment was once used in the building.
— Actual chemicals and amounts discharged unknown




Lab Area - Project Status
Site Background

urface Warfare Center Division

* Site 53 - Mercury Contamination of Sewag:e System

— Mercury from Building 102 released to storm and sanitary sewer |
systems from 1909 through 1986

— LabOraz‘ory workers estimated one liter of mercury lost per month.
This translates into 28,000 pounds over the 77 year history.

* Site 54 - Building 101 Mercury Contamination and
Site 55 - Building 102 Mercury Contamination
— Mercury contamination in flooring of buildings

- — Possible dzscardzng of small amounts of mercury outside of these
buzldmgs |




Lab Area - Project Status
Sites 15, 16, 53, 54, and 55

Surface Warfare Center Division




" Lab Area - Project Status
Sites 15, 16, 50, 53 and 55

INDIAN HEAD

Surface Warfare Cener Division
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Lab Area - Project Status
Site 49 | e




Lab Area - Project Status
| Site 49 e

. Surface Warfare Center Division
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®  PROPOSED SEDIMENT 1. REFER TO TABLE 3-4 FOR SAMPLE 10'S. .
SAMPLE LOCATION 2. SEE TABLE 3-1 FOR PIPE SIZE ANO TYPE Figure 3-6
@  PROPGSED SUBSURFACE SOIL ) LAB AREA -
SAMPLE LOCATION - 3. SEVERAL MANHOLES HAVE MULTIPLE
: DESIGNATIONS AS ASSIGNED IN PAST
/O MANHOLE INVESTIGATIONS.
0 GRATE

PROPOSED SUBSURFACE SOIL

— — ~ — STORM SEWER

— SANITARY SEWER

4. SEWER SYSTEMS SHOWN ONLY IN VICINITY

OF SITE 53. ONLY SEWER SEGMENTS AND
MANHOLES OF CONCERN ARE SHOWN.

5. FIGURE DEVELOPED FROM BUREAU OF YARDS
AND DOCKS, DRAWINGS NO. 670, 579 AND 15,699.

AND SEDIMENT LOCATIONS

Rl WORK PLAN
NAVAL SURFACE WARFARE CENTER

INDIAN HEAD DIVISION

CH2RIHILL




6175f028.0gn  31-JUL-2000

}

i

/ N
vﬂPR?)XIMATE LIMITS
//J OF - WETLANDS,

LECEN
‘@ PROPOSED SURFACE SOIL SAMPLE LOCATION
B BACKGROUND SURFACE SO SAMPLE LOCATION
A SEDIMENT SAMPLE LOCATION
T SEDIMENT AND SURFACE WATER SAMPLE LOCATION
- ITES:
“TLREFER TO TABLE 4-8 FOR FULL SAMPLE ID'S AND EXACT
LOCATIONS.

2.UP TO SIX ADDITIONAL SAMPLES TO BE LOCATED AT FIELD
TEAM'S DISCRETION NOT SHOWN ON FIGURE.

- Figure 4-3
LAB AREA PROPOSED
SURFACE SOIL SAMPLE LOCATIONS

Rl WORK PLAN
NAVAL SURFACE WARFARE CENTER
INDIAN HEAD DIVISION

GHZMHILL




Lab Area - Project Status
| Fll ture S C h e dll l e . Sl el

/SEA

Surface Warfare Center Division

* Remedial Investigation (RI) |

— Contract Award - February 2000
. Draft RI Work Plan - July 2000
e Final RI Work Plan - December 2000 (delayed from August 2000)
« Field Work - December 2000 (delayed from October 2000)
| * Draft RI Report - June 2001 (delayed ﬁbm Aprﬂ 2001)
— Cost fof’RI: - $950,000 | |




INSTALLATION RESTORATION PROGRAM

_ INDIAN HEAD DIVISION,
" NAVAL SURFACE WARFARE CENTER
101 STRAUSS AVENUE
INDIAN HEAD, MARYLAND
20640-5035

INDIAN HEAD
Surface Warfare Center Division

RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD (RAB) MEETING

COMMENTS, QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS
October 19, 2000

Funding and Plans for Fiscal Year 2001

Question:
Answer:
Question:
Answer:
Queétion:

Answer:

Question:

Answer:

Question:

Answer:

Question:

Answer:

Do "you have the cumulative totals on each site?
We will put that in the meeting minutes.

This includes two landfills sites?

Yes.

Is venting at the landfills necessary?

No. These are rubble landfills .and were mainly used
for wastes such as building debris, bricks, wood, etc.

Is there a
of actual remediation to

A lot of money is being spent on studies.
rule of thumb for the ratio
study?

Navy guidance states that 60-80 percent should be
spent on actions, while 20-40 percent should be spent
on studies. h :

A total of $307,000 was scheduled for the Mattawoman.
Creek Study in fiscal year 2000 (FY00), but nothing
for FY01l. Can this money be carried over?

Yes. The limitation of funds is seven or eight years.
The money obligated for this study in FY0O will be
used in FYOL1.

Can this money be pulled back?

It can, but it is extremely rare to take money back

once it has been obligated. Only if an extreme crisis
were to arise would the money be taken.

Attachment J




Federal Facilities Agreement (FFA)

Question:

Answer:

Question:

Answer:

Comment:

Comment :

Comment :

Will having the signed FFA change the way we do
-business?

No. The FFA just formalizes the process we are
currently doing. : /

The decision on which contractor to use to cleanup
sites resides with whom?

The-Navy retains their role as lead agency even after
the signing of the FFA. Therefore, the Navy will
continue to determine the contractors used for studies
and for remediations.

Since the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
(RCRA) Corrective Action sites at Stump Neck Annex
will be included in the FFA, we envision using the RAB
to discuss issues at Stump Neck, too.

Although the FFA will allow for penalties if the Navy Ty
misses deadlines, the money to pay for penalties would ) }
be taken away from cleanup projects.

There is also a public relations aspect to it.

Update on IR Site 57 - Building 292 TCE Spill

- Question:

Answer:

Question:

Answer:

Question:

Is there a difference between a removal actlon and a
remedial action? “The budget shows studies -for Site 57
but there have been removals.

“An lmmedlate problem is addressed-under:a'remoVél

action.  The entire site is address under a remedial
action.

As a minimum, shouldn’t the remedial actlon bring thev
site up to current use of the property, not to

. residential use?

During the remedial investigatibn, we decide how clean

we can and will get the site. Cost is a factor in the -
process. '
What is the hazard with TCE? A 'QE




Answer:

TCE is a carcinogen. The hazard is from dermal

contact, ingestion, and inhalation.

- Comment: TCE levels in the shallow groundwater are above the
Maximum Contaminant Levels (MCLs) allowed for drinking
water, which helped to initiate study of the site.

Comment : Arsenic was also discovered at the site.

Comment : One can also pick up contaminants by eatlng anlmals

: that contain TCE.

Comment: We have to look at the human health risk assessment
and--the ecological risk assessment to determine the
potential risks.

Questien: Are we concerned when conducting a feasibility study
(FS) with groundwater levels at the site?

Anawer: Yes. We check the levels while conducting the study.

Question: 1Is there any concern with the time of year and
groundwater levels?

Answer: Groundwater levels are important and range from 8 to
11 feet at this site. :

Comment: Typically, the end of January through April is when

” percolation tests are performed.

Comment : The FS report is expected in May. This is the report
where we look at the various alternatlves for thlS
31te : :

Sites 12, 41, and 44 Update

Question: How are the reports available to the public?

 Answer: Copies are sent to the RAB and copies are also
available in the information repositories.

Queetion: Are the evaluatlons and comparisons 1n the FS report
ranked by J.mportance’>

Answer: No. There are a list of criteria provided in the

National Contingency Plan (NCP). They include . _
threshold crlterla, balancing criteria, and modifying
criteria. :




Comment : State and community acceptance is extremely important
in the decision-making process and can.affect the
final remediation decision.

Comment: Community acceptance is accomplished through the RAB
and by putting information in the repositories and
advertising the proposed remediation plans in the
newspaper.

Comment: Institutional controls include administrative A

' controls, such as deed restrictions, and engineering
controls, such as fences.

Question: Aren!t the deeds to Navy land controlled by the

A Government Services Administration (GSA)? I would
like to see some language placed in the deed for sites
that are not cleaned to residential use standards. '

Answer: GSA restricts putting land use restrictions within the
deed while the land is still be operated by the Navy.

Comment : We use National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
reviews to catch potential land disturbance at IR
sites. In addition, we have a Geographical
Information System (GIS mapping system) in place that
identifies all IR sites. However, the Base Master
Plan needs to be updated.

Comment : We will brlng a GIS map . w1th IR sites on it to the
o next meeting.

Comment : ‘The Comprehen51ve Env1ronmental Response,
©oe- o Compensation,  and Liability Act (CERCLA) takes care of .

~~this.  When land is transferred, then restrictions are

'""placed in the deed Thls is, rev1ewed every flve v

“Site 12

Question: Who made the decision of Wthh alternatlve w1ll be R
' ‘ *used for remedlatlon9 ” : : ok

Answer: The Remedlal Progect Manager,(RPM) "Rob. Sadorra, makes’j
' ' _the initial decision.  The Proposed Response Action =
Plan- (proposed plan) is the result of the initial:
decision with comments 1ncorporated from regulatory
review (EPA, MDE) and’ rev1ew of the EPA's Blologlcal
Technical Assistance Group (BTAG) and EPA's '
toxicologists.




Site 41
Question:

Answer:

"Comment:

Where is the scrap from the Scrap Yard going?

A Defense Reutilization Marketing Office (DRMO)
contract will be in place soon. The items are sold as
scrap for reuse. ' '

We will discuss proposed plans at the next RAB
meeting.

IR Site 42 - Olsen Road Landfill Toxicity Testing Update

No comments made or questions asked.

Mattawoman Creek Study Update

Question:
Question:

Answer:

Comment:

Question:

Answer:

Question:

-

Answer:

Question:

Answerxr:

Question:

Answer:

Are U S.

Does the time of year have any impact on the study?
Wasn't this study supposed to be done in the spring?

We expect to have the work plan completed in late
winter with work performed in the spring.

We will discuss the work plan at the next RAB. The
BTAG was impressed with the amount of wildlife in the
Creek. :

Will tidal influence be a factor?

Not really.

Fish and Wildlife Serv1ce (USF&WS) planning.
any . studles of the Creek? .

Not that we are aware of.
someone from the USF&WS,

We have been working with
who is on the BTAG.

Wlll all the samples be done with sedlment?

We w1ll also take water samples HoweverL no borings
will 'be taken. :
What do we hope to get out of this study?

We hope to find that there are no adverse impacts from
operations at and past spills from the Navy at Indian




Comment:

'RI Project

Head.  However, if we find an impact, we need to
consider cleanup.

We want to reduce the influence that the Activity has
on the Creek. ‘

Status for IR Sites 11, 13, 17, 21, and 25

Site 17

Question:

Answer:
Question:

Answer:

Site 25

Comment:

Question:

Answer:

RI Work Plan for Sites 15, 16, 49, 50, 53, 54, and 55 (Lab Area)

;

Were all these drums above or below the surface and
were they full, and if so, of what?

The -drums were on the surface.and contained wax.
What prevents us from removing them now?
There may be potential human health risks associated

with removing the drums. The drums are rusted and
open. ‘

There is a question whether we actually discharged
spent fixer from this building.

Are the monitoring wells upgradient of the ovens at
Building 871.

Yes. The wells are bétween-Building'588'and Building
871. h

Question:
Answer:
Question:

Answer:

Question:

Up to what year'was the chemicalfpit used?
The 1980s.
Where do those pipes go?

We believe they drain to the Creek at Industrial
Wastewater Outfall (IW) 87.

For Building 600, where does the sewer go? Are you
going to do smoke tests?

e

N



Answer: ~ The sewer from Building 600 goes to our sanitary
sewage treatment plant. We do not intend to perform
smoke testing of the lines in this area.




PROPOSED DATES FOR
RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD
MEETINGS
IN
2001

1. Thursday, February 15, 2001
2. Thursday, June 21, 2001

3. Thursday, October 18, 2001

Attachment K




INDIAN HEAD DIVISION,
'NAVAL SURFACE WARFARE CENTER

INSTALLATION RESTORATION PROGRAM
RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD (RAB)
MEETING AGENDA
(Tentative)

February 15, 2001

IR Sites 11, 13, 17, 21, and 25 Update }
IR Sites 15, 161 49, 40, 53, 54 and 55 Update
IR Site 47 Update

.. IR Slte 57 Update

. ‘ Mattawoman Creek Study Update

IR Site 42 Toxicity Identification Evaluation (TTE)
Results ~ -

Attachment L.




DOLLARS SPENT AT INSTALLATION RESTORATION SITES

AS OF OCTOBER 31, 2000
(arranged by cost)

Group Site Number and Name , Amount Spent
5 - Grain Manufacture & X-ray Bulldlng 731 $1,890,673
12 - Town Gut Landfill $1,823,607
41 Scrap Yard
42 - Olsen Road Landfill I
44 Soak Out Area
11 Caffee Road Landfill $1,356,998
13 Paint Solvents Disposal Ground
17 Disposed Metal Parts Along Shorellne
21 Bronson Road Landfill
25 Hypo Discharges from X-Ray Building No. 2
: 57, Former Drum Loading Area Building 292 $1,204,543
Lab 15 ~ Mercury Deposits in Manhole, Fluorine Lab . $784,906
Area 16 Laboratory Chemical Disposal :
49 Chemical Disposal Pit
50 Building 103 Crawl Space
53 Mercury Contamination of the Sewage System
54 Building 101 Mercury Contamination
55 Building 102 Mercury Contamination
8 - Mercury Deposits in Manhole, Biazzi Plant $756,304
56 - Lead Contamination of Industrial $701,571
Wastewater Outfall (IW) 87
N/A - Mattawoman Creek Study $307,496
47 - Mercuric Nitrate Disposal Area $142,428
’ TOTAL $8,968,526

ENCL (2)
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