Letter For Electronic Distribution
Original signed letter on file at the following address:

Nevada Division of Environmental Protection,
Bureau of Federal Facilities

333 W. Nye Lane

Carson City, NV 89706-0851

April 21, 1999

Mr. John Dirickson
Environmental Engineer
Naval Air Station Fallon
Public Works Department
4755 Pasture Road
Fallon, NV 89496

RE: Site5, Ordinance Area
Draft Record of Decision
Remedia Investigation/Feasibility Study
Naval Air Station Fallon

Dear Mr. Dirickson:

The NevadaDivision of Environmental Protection (NDEP) hasreviewed the Draft Record of Decision (ROD)
prepared for Sites 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 15, 17, 18, 19, 23, 24, 25, 26, and 27, dated June 5, 1998.
Comments on the draft ROD for Site 5, Ordinance Area, are provided below.

Background information for Site 5, Ordinance Area, is presented in the draft ROD and in the Preliminary
Assessment/Site Inspection (PA/SI) Report dated April 1988. These documents state that Site 5 islocated in
the Ordinance or Magazine Area that has restricted access. The site consists of two adjacent disposal areas
inwhich ordinance material was disposed into old drainage ditches or swalesin the 1950s. The northern area
was discovered during excavation for a utility linein 1986. Abundant metal debris, metal boxes and several
20-millimeter ammunition shellsin an advanced state of decay were encountered. Material that was disposed
in and near the trench was excavated and removed to the base landfill. The shellswere disposed offsite by the
explosive ordinance disposal (EOD) team. Inert debris, possibly including some decayed 20-millimeter shells
may remain at this area. Additional material was disposed in the southern disposal area including packing
material consisting of pallets, metal boxes, strapping ammunition cans and cardboard.

The PA/S Report did not recommend that Site 5 be included in the RI/FS program due to the lack of
hazardous materials at the site. However, the report did recommend that the site be annotated on NAS Fallon
development mapsin order to plan future excavation in the area. No investigation or remedia work has been
performed at the site since excavation work was performed during 1986. Based on thisinformation, the NDEP
has determined that a formal ROD or Decision Document, which is based on NDEP guidelines previousy
submitted to NAS Fallon, is not required to close Site 5. However, a Closure Report may be required for
NDEP approval prior to site closure. NDEP comments which need to be addressed before site closure is



approved are presented below.

The draft ROD states on page DD-2 “ The possible presence of several decayed 20-millimeter shellsis not
considered a potential human health or an ecological risk” . Thebasisfor this statement needsto be provided.
In addition to the above quoted statement, the draft ROD states that decayed 20-millimeter shells removed
during excavation of a utility line in 1986 were disposed offsite by an explosive ordinance disposal (EOD)
team. Furthermore, during a site inspection conducted for Site 5 on December 7, 1995 by NDEP, weapons
storage personnel considered the site off limits due to the potentia for buried ordinance. Based on this
information, the potential for buried unexploded ordinance (UXO) to remain on site still exists.

On page DD-2 the draft ROD states“ The area is recommended for No Further Action because of the lack
of hazardous material at thissite.” A similar statement isprovided on page 16 which states” TheOrdinance
Area, Ste 5, is located in a restricted area and is not recommended for any additional investigations,
because of the lack of hazardous material at thissite.” The basisfor these statements needsto be provided.
Without field logs, |aboratory analytical resultsfor soil and groundwater samples, or documentation supporting
Dames and Moore s description of the solid waste material disposed at the site, the lack of hazardous material
at the site cannot be verified. Disposed UXO isaRCRA hazardous waste due to its reactivity, and the PA/S|
states that 20-millimeter shells (which are considered UXO) may remain in the area. Also, unless such sites
are appropriately closed/controlled, disposed UXO is considered ahuman health and ecological risk dueto its
reactivity.

The site contains solid waste and, at a minimum, needs to be closed as a landfill. As previoudy stated, a
Closure Report may also be required. Before final closure requirements can be determined and “ No Further
Action” approved, the NDEP needs to conduct an inspection of the site, within allowable limits, to evaluate
current surface conditions. After an inspection of the landfill is performed, the NDEP will make a
determination regarding closure requirements. The NDEP desires to conduct an inspection of Sites 5, 8, 25,
and 26 during one day within the next few weeks. Please contact me regarding an inspection date.

Post-closure land-userestrictions will berequired for Site 5. Land-userestrictionsfor UXO sites can be more
stringent than for sites that do not contain UXO. The NDEP will need additional information regarding the
contents of the debrisat Site 5 to make a determination regarding the requirement to impose UX O-based land-
userestrictions. If additional information cannot be provided, then UXO-based land-use restrictions may be
required.

If you have any questions regarding the comments in this letter, or need further clarification, please do not
hesitate to contact me at (775)687-4670, extension 3053.

Sincerdly,

Jeffrey J. Johnson, P.E.
ES-I
Bureau of Federal Facilities



cc:

Douglas Bonham, NAS Fallon

Izzat Ahmadiyya, EFA West/Naval Facilities Engineering Command
Eldon Jemtrud, EFA West/Naval Facilities Engineering Command
Art Fisher, NAS Fallon

Raj Krishnamoorthy, NAS Fallon

Wilbur Stephens, RAB Community Co-Chair

Karen Beckley, NDEP



