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Kelly Restoration Advisory Board (RAB)

6:30 ~ 6:40

6:40 - 7:00

7:00 - 7:10

7:10 - 8:00

8:00 - 8:30

8:30

8:30

Technical Review Subcommittee (TRS)

Meeting Agenda*
December 13, 2005, 6:30 p.m.
Environmental Health & Wellness Center
911 Castroville Road

(formerly Las Palmas Clinic)

Introduction Dr. David Smith
A. Agenda Review
B. Packet Review

Administrative

A.  BRAC Cleanup Team (BCT) Update Mr. Don Buelter

B. Documents to TRS/RAB Please refer to your packets
C. RFI Responses Please refer to your packets
D. Action Items Reports Please refer to your packets
AFRPA Update ' Mr. Don Buelter
TAPP Pre-Briefing Mr. Patrick Lynch

2005 Semiannual Compliance Plan
Questions & Answers

Meeting Wrap-up

 Next RAB Meeting

Jan. 10, 6:30p.m., Kennedy High School cafeteria, 1922 South General McMullen*

Adjournment

*Meeting dates, locations and agenda item times are subject to change.
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December 13, 2005
Technical Review Subcommittee (TRS) Meeting
of the Kelly Restoration Advisory Board (RAB)
Environmental Health & Wellness Center
911 Castroville Road
San Antonio, Texas 78237

DRAFT Meeting Minutes

RAB Community Member Attendees:

Mr. Robert Silvas, Community Cochair

Mr. Galvan (alternate for Ms. Esmeralda Galvan)
Mr. Rodrigo Garcia

Ms. Coriene Hannapel

Ms. Henrietta LaGrange

Mr. Nazarite Perez

Mr. Michael Sheneman

RAB Government Member Attendees:

Gary Miller, Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Region VI
Melanie Ritsema, San Antonio Metropolitan Health District (SAMHD)
Mark Weegar, Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ)

Other Attendees:

David Smith, Facilitator

Don Buelter, Air Force Real Property Agency (AFRPA)
Todd Colburn, AFRPA Contractor

Kyle Cunningham, SAMHD (Alternate for Melanie Ritsema)
Alan Ferrell, SAMHD

Linda Kaufman, SAMHD

Eduardo Martinez, AFRPA Contractor

David Plylar, City of San Antonio, District 5 Office
Abigail Power, TCEQ (Alternate for Mark Weegar)
Ellie Mae Wehner, TCEQ

The meeting began at 6:32 p.m.

1. Introduction — Dr. David Smith

Dr. Smith began the meeting by welcoming RAB members and other attendees. Dr. Smith then
reviewed the agenda items for the evening and the RAB meeting packets, which included:
¢ Documents to the TRS/RAB at December TRS
¢ Documents to the TRS/RAB at November TRS signed acknowledgement from both
cochairs

e AFRPA response letter to Ms. Hannapel’s request for information regarding missed
meeting packets
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¢ AFRPA response letter to Mr. Garcia’s request for copies of the 2004 Final Semiannual
Compliance Plan and Corrective Measures Studies for Zones 2, 3, 4 and 5

e AFRPA response letter to Mr. Silvas’ comments on the Class 2 Modification to the

Compliance Plan No. 50310 with attachments

November Action Item Report with attachments

Draft October 18, 2005 TRS Meeting Minutes

Draft November 18, 2005 TRS Meeting Minutes

Media clipping, Re: Groundwater Treatment Plant spill

Media clipping, Re: Diazinon use at Kelly

Draft Report: TAPP Review of the January 2005 Semiannual Compliance Plan Report

for the former Kelly Air Force Base

* Presentation: TAPP Review of the January 2005 Semiannual Compliance Plan Report
for the former Kelly Air Force Base

* Media clipping: Public notice of application for Water Quality TPDES Permit
Amendment for Industrial Wastewater

11. Administrative

A. Mr. Don Buelter provided a BCT Update regarding the CMS for Zone 1, new groundwater
samples taken from wells located near all PRBs in late November, GKDA’s interest in possible
early transfer of property, and the RCRA Facility Investigation Report and the 2006 Semiannual
Compliance Plan which will be submitted to TCEQ for review in January 2006.

B. Mr. Eduardo Martinez discussed recent documents to TRS/RAB. A list of documents which
will be placed in the cochair library at the Environmental Health & Wellness Center (EWHC)
following the meeting were included in meeting packets, along with a signed list of library
documents placed in the cochair library following the November 2005 TRS meeting.

C. Mr. Eduardo Martinez discussed the three AFRPA responses to community member requests
for information included in the meeting packets.

D. Action Item Reports from the 8 November 2005 TRS, and their attachments, were provided in
RAB packets. Mr. Eduardo Martinez explained some of the responses included in the report. He
announced the proposed publishing of a full-page ad containing the same information as the
annual mailer that was distributed to the community. Ms. Hannapel would like AFRPA to
identify a point-of-contact for each of the responses provided. She also asked that a background
on each of the points-of-contact be provided.

I11. AFRPA Update — Mr. Don Buelter
Mr. Buelter announced the placement of a Notice of Application and Preliminary Decision for

Water Quality TPDES Permit Amendment for Industrial Wastewater. Mr. Garcia would like to
know if all the radioactive waste had been removed from the golf course.
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IV. TAPP Review of the January 2005 Semiannual Compliance Plan — Mr. Patrick Lynch

Mr. Lynch gave a draft oral presentation on his review of the 2005 Semiannual Compliance Plan,
conducted in accordance with TAPP. The draft report was included in the meeting packets.

V. Question/Answer Session on TAPP Review of the January 2005 Semiannual Compliance
Plan — Mr. Patrick Lynch

Mr. Silvas requested AFRPA respond to Mr. Lynch’s findings upon delivery of the final
presentation and report. He also requested a copy of AFRPA’s response to Mr. Neathery’s
TAPP review of the Zone 2 and 3 CMS be sent to Mr. Lynch for reference. Mr. Silvas requested
information on who prepared the AFRPA response to Mr. Neathery.

V1. Meeting Wrap-Up

The next RAB meeting will take place at 6:30 p.m., 10 January 2006 in the cafeteria of Kennedy
High School, 1922 South General McMullen.

VII. Meeting Adjournment
The meeting adjourned at 9:03 p.m.

Attachments:

® Meeting Agenda, 13 December 2005 TRS

® December 2005 documents placed in cochair library

* November 2005 documents placed in cochair library, signed

* AFRPA response to RAB requests for information (RFIs)

® November 2005 TRS action item report

* Meeting minutes, October 2005 and November 2005, unsigned

¢ Clearwater Revival Company, TAPP pre-briefing handouts, January 2005 Semiannual
Compliance Plan Report

Robert Silvas Date Adam Antwine Date
Community Cochair Installation Cochair
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Report # AFRPA DOCUMENTS LISTED BELOW WERE TAKEN TO THE KELLY RAB COMMUNITY COCHAIR LIBRARY Date Adm
DECEMBER 2005

281B |Corrective Measures Study for Zone 2 and 3 Report Nov-05 Yes
TCEQ |Extension for Class 2 Compliance Plan Modification Decision 18 Oct 05 |Yes
TCEQ |Transmittal of Final Draft Class 2 Compliance Plan Modification 19 0ct 05 |Yes
TCEQ |Response to Notice of Dificiency Draft Final RCRA Facility Investigation Bldg 52 and 53 28 Oct 05 |Yes
TCEQ |Approval of Response to TCEQ's Comments on RCRA Facility Investigation Report for EPCF 3Nov 05 |Yes
AFRPA |Groundwater Spill at Bldg 3837 (East Kelly Groundwater Treatment Plant/EK GWTP) 8 Nov 05 |Yes

EPA |Response to Request for Information on National Priorities Listing for Kelly Air Force Base 15Nov 05 |Yes
TCEQ |Acceptance of Deed Certification & Release from Post-Closure Care Responsibilities for Facility 3451 16 Noy 05 |Yes
TCEQ |Acceptance of Deed Certification & Release from Post-Closure Care Responsibilities for Facility 3780 16 Nov 05 |Yes
TCEQ |Acceptance of Deed Certification & Release from Post-Closure Care Responsibilities for Lot 55 16 Nov 05 |Yes
TCEQ |Acceptance of Deed Certification & Release from Post-CIosurg Care Responsibilities for Facility 3752 16 Nov 05 |Yes
TCEQ |Acceptance of Deed Certification & Release from Post-Closure Carev Resb_onsibilities for Facility 3772 16 Nov 05 |Yes
AFRPA |Corrected Copy to Nov 8, 2005 Letter on Groundwater Release at Bldg 3837 (East Kelly GWTP) 18 Nov 05 |Yes
TCEQ |Approval of Final Tier 2/Tier 3 Ecological Ris;k Assessment dated July 2005 22 Nov 05 |Yes
TCEQ |Approval with Comments on Final July 2005 Semiannual Compliance Plan Report (Jan - Jun 05) 29 Nov 05 |Yes
TCEQ |Review of Documentation Submitted July 13, 2005 for the Spill Incident at Site S-1 Near GWTP 1 Deé 05 |Yes
AFRPA Extens;ion for Class 2 Modification Decision 6 Dec05 |Yes

Signature (Installation Cochair): Date:

Signature (Community Cochair): Date:

12/12/2005
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Date: {1 /6 / Do

Documents to the TRS/RAB

The following document(s) will be included in the Co-chair Library at the Environmental
Health and Wellness Center. The document(s) will remain in the Co-chair library to
allow fellow RAB members the opportunity for review. The documents will not be
replaced if removed.

- TCEQ Letter to AFRPA on Closure of Two AST at Bldg 53, Four VAST at Bldgs
375,1417, 1544 & 1679

2. TCEQ Letter to AFRPA on Site Inspections of AST Located at Various Buildings

LIL e AL
“"Robert Silvas '

Date Adam Antwine D te
RAB Co-chair Installation Co-chair
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE

AIR FORGE REAL PROPERTY AGENCY nov 16 2005

AFRPA/DC-Kelly
143 Billy Mitchell Blvd Ste 1
San Antonio TX '78226-1816

Dear Kelly Restoration Advis ory Board Members -

Mr. Rodrigo Garcia submitted a request 8 November 2005 to the Air Force Real Property
- Agency (AFRPA) for all cleanup plans related to Zones ! through 5 to be copied and distributed
to all RAB members.

Enclosed are two CDs containing cleanup information for Zones 1 though Zone 5:

1. 2004 Final Semiannual Compliance Plan

2. Corrective Measure Studies (CMS), Zones 2,3, 4 and §
A Zone 1 CMS was not conducted by AFRPA because Zone 1 was realigned to
Lackland Air Force Base (AFB).

Hard copies of these docurnents are available for public review at the Information Repository
located at the San Antonio Central Library, 600 North Soledad, 2™ Floor, San Antonio, TX
78205. Hard copies are also available for RAR members to review at the Commimnity Co-chair
library located at the Environmental Health & Wellness Center, 911 Castroville Road, San
Antonio, TX 78237, : '

If you have questions, please contact FPublic Affairs Officer Sonja Coderre at (210) 925-0956.

Sincerely

ADAM G. ANTWINE
Senior Representative

Attachments:

CD 1 - 2004 Final Semiannual Compliance Plan Report
CD 2 — Zones 2&3, Zone 4 and Zone § CMS
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AIR FORCE REAL PROPERTY AGENCY Ty 1 5205

AFRPA/DC-Kelly
143 Billy Mitchell Blvd Ste 1
San Antonio TX 78226-1816

Ms. Coriene Hannapel

N ™ -~ 1T AAA

0.

5 -

Dear Ms. Hannapel

You recehtly requested a copy of materials handed out to the Restoration Advisory Board
(RAB) members at meetings where you were not present. Based on meeting attendance records
and sign-in sheets, you were not present at the 19 July 2005 RAB meeting.

Additionally, you arrived at the 13 September 2005 Technical Review Subcommittee (TRS)
meeting a few minutes before the Kelly remediation site tour began. This tour was provided to
give Kelly RAB community members an opportunity to become familiar with some of the
environmental remediation sites and technologies used on and around the former Kelly AFB.

The materials distributed to RAB members at both of these meetings are enclosed for your
Teview. '

AFRPA makes every effort to provide RAB members with copies of materials for each
meeting through multiple distributions. Read ahead packets are mailed prior to each meeting to
all RAB members and alternates. Additionally, meeting packets are mailed after each meeting to

those RAB members and alternates who were not present: Thank you for providing AFRPA with
your corrected mailing address to ensure you receive all future mailings.

If you have questions, please contact Public Affairs Officer Sonja Coderre at (210) 925-0956.

Sincerely

yw,

ADAM G. ANTWINE

Senior Representative
Attachments:

18 July 2005 meeting materials
13 September 2005 meeting materials
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
AIR FORCE REAL PROPERTY AGENCY

AFRPA/DC-Kelly
143 Billy Mitchell Blvd Ste 1

San Antonio TX 78226-1816 o
B DEC 0 5 2005

Dear Mr. Silvas,

, Thank you for your letter concerning the Air Force Real Propei’ty Agency's (AFRPA) fequest-

o the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) for a Class 2 Modification to

Compliance Plan No. 50310 dated 15 July 2005 in accordance with Title 30 of the Texas .
Administrative Code (TAC) §305.69(c), Solid Waste Permit Modification at the Request of the

‘Permittee for the former Kelly Air Force Base (AFB). We are responding on behalf of both

letters, onie to Ms: Kathryn M. Halvorson, Director of the Air Force Real Property Agency, and
the other to Ms. Maureen Koetz, Assistant Secretary of the Air Force - Installations, -

- Environment, and Logistics. |

. AFRPA followed all required federal and state regulations for requesting a modificationto a - .
compliance plan. As required by.30 T4C 39.107 and 30 TAC 305. 69(c), AFRPA sent anotice of
modification request to all persons listed in 30 TAC 39.13 and published a public notice of the
Class 2 modification in the San Antonio Express-News-16 July 2005. AFRPA also made a copy

" of'the éompl_iance plan modification request available for public review in the Information

Repository for the former Kelly AFB, locatéd at the San Antonio Central Library, 600 North -
Soledad, 2nd Floor, in the Government Documents section. Additionale, Kelly Restoration
Advisory Board (RAB) members were provided a copy of the public notice, and a copy of the

- letter mailed to community members, and invited to attend the public meeting scheduled for 23

August 2005 at the July 2005 RAB meeting and the August 2005 Technical Review

' S_ubcommitteé CTRS) meeting.

~ Twould also like to address each of your concerns individilé]ly régarding the Class 2
modification: :

- What is a Class 2 Complidnce Modification?

A modification to a compliance plan is made in accordance with 30 TAC §305.69 and 30
TAC $305.69(k), which determines what elassification the modification is assigned. In April
2005, the Union Pacific Railroad requested the Air Force remove one of the recovery wells in the
Kelly Site S-4 groundwater recovery system from their property in preparation for the B
construction of more railroad tracks. In order to remove the well, the Air Force was req_hired to
~ submit an application to modify the compliance plan. In accordance with 30 TAC §305. 69(k)

108.
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section C.1 .d,aClass 2 ﬁ;odiﬁcation was requested. TCEQ's approvﬂ for élosure of the 1100
- area required a Class 2 modification request in accordance with 30 T4AC $305.69(k) section C.4. .
Copies of 30 TAC §305.69 and 30 TAC §305.69(k) are included with this letter as Attachments 1

- What corrective measures have been taken to protect human health and the environment at Site

Details of the Corrective Action System (CAS) installed at Site S-4 and approved by TCEQ
22 September 2004 can be found in the Class 3 Modification to Compliance Plan CP-50310,.
Jormer Kelly Air Force Base, Texas, which is available at the former Kelly AFB Information -
Repository at the San Antonio Central Public Library, 600 North Soledad, Second Floor, in the
Government Documents section. The approved Site S-4 CAS consists of five groundwater
- recovery trenches; five recovery wells; the impermeable barrier installed with the City of San
Antonio culvert; and monitored natural attenuation. o

- What requirements of Compliance Plan 50310 have been fulfilled at Site S-47. What -
requirements of CP 50310 have not been fulfilled at Site S92 IR

The CAS was installed in accordance with requirements outlined'in the Compliance Plan.
The CAS will remain in operation until TCEQ detetmines the site has achieved levels which no
longer require action. ) ‘ ‘ ’

- Have all remedial alternatives; including monitored natural aitenuation, at Site-4 been
completed or evaluated? . " , .

All systems in the approved CAS have been installed and are operating at Site S-4. Details
“on these systems can be found in the Class 3 Modification to Compliance Plan CP-50310),
Former Kelly 4ir Force Base, Texas, available at the former Kelly AFB Information Repository
at the San Antonio Central Public Library, 600 North Soledad, 2nd Floor; in the Government
Documents section. AFRPA evaluated the groundwater data in the area of the trench where the
recovery well was proposed for removal, and determined the trench was not capturing sufficient

- groundwater to continue operation of the trench and associated recovery well. -

"~ Does Kélly’s request fdr a Class 2 Modification provide sufficient information tQ_TCEQ
concerning the likelihood of contamination migrating beyond the S-4 Site and into the
neighborhood? , o : S

The Class 2 modiﬁcatiqﬁ specifically addresses the removal of one recovery well from the
CAS. A Class 3 modification approved and issued 22 September 2004 by TCEQ provided
information on the entire CAS system at Site S-4. ' _— . '

- How many Point ofCompZiahqe and Background wells associated with the 11 00 area are being
removed? What was the cost of installing these wells? What is the cost of removing these wells? .
How many gallons of contaminated water were these wells extracting per day? '

108
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Two Pomt of Comphance (POC) Wells and two background wells are associated with the.
1100 area. These wells are monitoring wells and not used to extract water. Each well costs

- approximately $1,500 to install. Abandoning a well requires removmg the casmg and filling the

hole with clay or cement and costs approx1mate1y $750.

- T he 1 Z 00 area has achzeved what Risk Reducaon Standard?

The 1100 area'was closed in accordance with Risk Reductlon Standard (RRS) 2 as outhned
in 30 TAC §335. 555

- The modﬁcation changes status of what sites in the Compliance Plaﬁ? '

The Class 2 modlﬁcatlon changes the status of the fo]lowmg sites hsted n sect10n L.C. of the
Comphance Plan: .

1. The Lumber Burn Area (B-1), (SWMU 28, Air Force Site No. SS041) closed
under 30 TAC §335 Subchapter S Risk Reductzon Standard No. 1. Approval was
issued by TCEQ 7 October 1999.

2. 'The Maintenance Storage Area (S-3), (SWMU 15, Air Force Site No. SS005)
closed under 30 TAC §335 Subchapter S Risk Reducaon Standard No. 2. Proof of
deed certification was accepted by TCEQ on 7-July 2003. -

. 3. The 1100 Area closed under 30 TAC 335 Subchapter S Risk Reductzon Standard
N6.2. Approval was issued by TCEQ 22 February 2005. '
4. The 1500 Area closed under 30 TAC §335 Subchapter S Risk Reduction- Standard
; No. 1. Approval was issued by TCEQ 1 July 2003.

5. The underground storage tanks at the former Building 1501 closed under 30 TAC
$335 Subchapter S Risk Reduction Standard No. 2. Proof of deed certlﬁcatlon
‘was accepted by TCEQ on 2 August 2002. o

- 6. The Oil/Water Separator at Building 1501 (RFA SWMU 119) closed under 30 -
" TAC $335 Subchapter S Risk Reduction Standard No. 2 Proof of deed ’
. certlﬁcatlon was accepted by on 25 September 2003.

- What was the cost of znstallzng ground water recovery well STOO6RW112 and the assoczated

ground water collection z‘rench in the S-4 Action System? What is the cost of removzng this
system? . :

The cost of mstalhng a groundwater recovery well and its assoc1ated trench is apprommately
$50,000. This well recovers groundwater and sends it to a treatment plant for treatment. To
abandon this kind of well, which includes removing the well and filling the hole with cement, is
expected to cost approximately $5,000.

- Was the vertzcal and horzzontal extent of contamination in the soil suﬁz‘czently characterized by

Kelly Officials to eliminiate the posszbzlzty that Site-4 is no longer a source area Jor groundwater
contamination?

108 -
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The soils were sufficiently characterizéd at Site S-4 and were closed in accQ_rdance‘With_ RRS
2 as approved by the TCEQ 9 October 2001. T :

- What metiiodology- did Kelly use to determine the average backgfound level (4BL) for -

Inorganic material in the soil? Were any deficiencies found by TCEQ in the Methology used by
Kelly in determining the ABL? " "

The background levels are based on upper tolerance limits (UTLs), which were approved by
TCEQ 18 January 1999. The UTLs were used as the naturally occurring background level for
each respective inorganic compound at the former Kelly AFB. The UTLs are equivalent to RRS
1 closure levels for inorganic compounds. The UTLs for selected inorganic compounds in the
soil were evaluated in a study performed by the Mobile District Corps of Engineers. The results
of this study are published in the Final Report Addendum to Final Background Levels of

Inorganics in Soils at Kelly AFB (Mobile District Corps of Engineers, 1999). This document is _

available at the former Kelly AFB Information Repository at the San Antonio Central Public
" Library, 600 North Soledad, 2nd Floor, n the Government Documents section. e

- Has KélZy restored the groundwater in Site S-4 and adjacent sii_e§ to TCEQ Ground Water
Protection Standards? S ‘ ' S '

At present, all corrective action system_s‘ are operating at Site S—4 Smcé'hnplémentaﬁon of =~

" the CAS, these systems have significantly decreased the concentration of contaminants. . -

However, Groundwater Protection Standards have not yet been achieved for the entire plume
area.’ . S : N

" - Did TCEQ's district office receive advance notification to afford T CEQ’s regulators to observe
and co-sample before Kelly started self implementing Risk Reduction Standards?

In géneral,_ AFRPA discusses the overall plan for sampling a site with TCEQ: Additionally,
AFRPA will present and discuss sampling results as they become available.

- Will residents living in the affect area adjacent to Site-4 be able to drink or use the restored -
water? Ifno, why? - ‘ . _

The Air Force is responsible for cleaning the water to standards established by TCEQ and as
required by the Compliance Plan. The San Antonio Water System and the Bexar Metropolitan
Water District are responsible for providing water to the communities surrounding the former,
Kelly AFB. ‘ S

- Will K’eﬁy be required by TCEQ fo either clean-up contaminated m‘ed’ia’.-to_ baék. ground levels

or be subject to additional TCEQ reqiiirements in their permit and ground water compliance -
plan? » . : I : '

LY
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As outhned in the permit and the groundwater compliance plan, the Air Force is reqmred to

" achieve site closure in accordance Wlth TCEQ R15k Reductmon rules prowded in 30 TAC Chapter
335. . A A

! appreclate your concern and contlnued service to the former Kelly AFB.

ZZM/ém

ADAM G. ANTWINE ¢
Senior Representative -

Attachments
1. 30 Texas Administrative Code §305 69 .
2. 30 Texas Administrative Code §305. 69(k)
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: Texas Administratiye Code - ‘ : Page 1 of 5
<<PrevRule Texas Administrative Code - Next Rule>>
OTLE30 - . ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

PARTI - TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
CHAPTER 305 CONSOLIDATED PERMITS

SUBCHAPTERD ~ AMENDMENTS, RENEWALS, TRANSFERS, CORRECTIONS,
| - REVOCATION, AND SUSPENSION OF PERMITS -

RULE §305.69 Solid Waste Permit Modification at the Request of the
: ' ‘ Permittee _ S '

(a) This section applies only to modiﬁcatidns to industrial and hazardous solid waste permits.
Modifications to municipal solid waste permits are covered in §305.70 of this title (relating to
Municipal Solid Waste Class I Modifications).

' (b) Class I modifications of solid waste permits.

(1) Except as provided in paragraph (2) of this subsectién, the permittee may put into effect Class 1
modifications listed in Appendix I of this subchapter under the following conditions:

(A) the permitiee must notify the executive director concerning the modification by certified mail or
. other means that establish proof of delivery within seven calendar days after the change is put into
~ effect. This notification must specify the changes being made to permit conditions or supporting
documents referenced by the permit and must explain why they are necessary. Along with the
notification, the permittee must provide the applicable information in the form and manner specified in
§1.5(d) of this title (relating to Records of the Agency); §§305.41-305.45 and 305.47 - 305.53 of this
title (relating to Applicability; Application Required; Who Applies; Signatories to Applications; _
Contents of Application for Permit; Retention of Application Data; Additional Contents of Applications
for Wastewater Discharge Permits; Additional Contents of Application for an Injection Well Permit;
Additional Requirements for an Application for a Hazardous or Industrial Solid Waste Permit; Revision
of Applications for Hazardous Waste Permits; Waste Containing Radioactive Materials; and :
Application Fee), Subchapter I of this chapter (relating to Hazardous Waste Incinerator Pemmits), and

Subchapter J of this chapter (relating to Permits for Land Treatment Demonstrations Using Field Tests
-or Laboratory Analyses); - ) ' -

(B) the permittee must send notice of the modification request by first-class mail to all persons listed
in §39.13 of this title (relating to Mailed Notice). This notification must be made within 90 calendar
days after the change is put into effect. For the Class 1 modifications that require prior executive
director approval, the notification must be made within 90 calendar days after the executive director
approves the request; and ' ‘

(C) any person may request the executive director to review, and the executive director may for
cause reject, any Class 1 modification. The executive director must inform the permittee by certified
mail that a Class 1 modification has been rejected, explaining the reasons for the rejection. If a Class 1
modification has been rejected, the permittee must comply with the original permit conditions.

(2) Class 1 permit modifications 1dentified in Appendix I by a superscript 1 may be made only with
the prior written approval of the executive director. -

http://info.sos.state.tx.us/pls/pub/readtacfﬂeXt.TacPage?sl_=R&app=9&p_dil:&p_rloc:&p_... - 12/5/2005
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(3) For a Class 1 permit modification, the permittee may elect to follow the procedures in subsectlon
(c) of this section for Class 2 modifications instead of the Class 1 procedures The permittee must

mform the executive director of this dec1s1on in the notification required in subsection (c) (1) “of this
© section.

(c) Class 2 modifications of solid waste perinité

- (1) For Class 2 modifications, which are listed in Appendix I of thls subchapter, the permlttee must
submlt a modification request to the executive director that:

(A) describes the exact change to be made to the permit conditions and supporting documents
referenced by the permit;

(B) identifies the modification as a Class 2 modification;
(C) explains why the modification is needed; and

(D) provides the applicable information in the form and manner specified in §1.5(d) of this title
(relating to Records of the Agency), §§305.41 - 305.45 and 305.47 - 305.53 of this title (relating to
Applicability; Application Required; Who Applies; Signatories to Applications; Contents of
. Application for Permit; Retention of Application Data; Additional Contents of Applications for
Wastewater Discharge Permits; Additional Contents of Apphcatlon for an Injection Well Permit;
Additional Requirements for an Applicatior for a Hazardous or Industrial Solid Waste Permit; Revision
of Applications for Hazardous Waste Permits; Waste Containing Radioactive Materials; and :
Application Fee), Subchapter I of this chapter (relating to Hazardous Waste Incinerator Permits), and

Subchapter J of this chapter (relating to Permits for Land Treatment Demonstrations Usmg Field Tests
or Laboratory Analyses); v :

(2) The pemnttee must send a notice of the modification request by ﬁrst-class mail to all persons
listed in §39.13 of this title (relating to Mailed Notice) and must cause this notice to be published in a '
major local newspaper of general circulation. This notice must be mailed and published within seven
days before or after the date of submission of the modification request, and the permittee must provide
to the executive director evidence of the mailing and publication. The notice must include:

(A) announcement of a 60-day comment penod in accordance with paragraph (5) of this subsectlon,
-and the name and address of an agency contact to whom comments must be sent;

(B) anmouncement of the date, time, and place for a public meeting to be held in accordance with -
- paragraph (4) of this subsection;

(C) name and telephone number of the permittee's contact person;
» (D) name and telephone number of an agency contact person;

(E) location Where copies of the modlﬁcatlon Tequest and any supportmg documents can be viewed
and copied; '

(F) the following statement: "The permlttee s comphance history during the life of the permit being |
mod1ﬁed is available ﬁom the agency contact person.”

http://info.sos.state tx.us/pls/pub/readtac$ext. TacP age?sl=R&app=9 &p_dir=&p rloc=&p ... 12/5/2005
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(3) The permrttee must place a copy of the permit modification request and supporting documents in a
location access1b1e to the public in the V1c1mty of the permitted facility.

(4) The permittee must hold a public meetmg no earlier than 15 days after the pubhcatlon of the notice
required in paragraph (2) of this subsection and no later than 15 days before the close of the 60- day

comment period. The meeting must be held to the extent practicable in the vicinity of the permitted
facﬂlty

(5) The public shall be provided at least 60 days to comment on the modification request. The
comment period will begin on the date the permittee publishes the notice in the local neWspaper.
Comments should be submitted to the agency contact identified in the public notice.

(6) No later than 90 days after receipt of the modification request, subparagraphs (A), (B) ©), D), or l

(E) of this paragraph must be met, subject to §50.33 of thls title (relatmg to Execunve Director Acnon
~on Application), as follows:

(A) the executive director or the commission must approve the modification request, with or without
changes, and modlfy the permit accordmgly,

(B) the commission must deny the request;

(C) the commission or the executive director must determine that the modification request must

follow the procedures in subsection (d) of this section for Class'3 modifications for either of the
following reasons:

(1) there is slgmﬁcant public concern about the prOposed modification; or

(ii) the complex nature of the change requ1res the more extensive procedures of a Class 3
. modification; or

(D) the commission must approve the modification request, with or without chances as a temporary

~ authorization having a term of up to 180 days, in accordance with the following public nonce _
requlrements

(1) notice of a hearing on the temporary authonzatlon shall be given not later than the 20th day

*- before the hearing on the authonzatron and

(11) this notice of hearing shall provide that an affected person may request an evrdennary hearmg :
on issuance of the temporary authorization; or

{(E) the executive director must notify the permittee that the executlve director or the commission
will decide on the request within the next 30 days.

(7) If the executive director notifies the permittee of a 30-day extension for a decision, then no later
than 120 days after receipt of the modification request, subparagraphs (A), (B), (©), or (D) of this
paragraph must be met, subject to §50.33 of this title (relatmg to Executive Director Actlon on
Apohcatron) as follows: :

* (A) the executive director or the commission must approve the modlﬁcanon request, with or Wlthout
chancres and modify the permit accordmgly,
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(B) the commission must deny the request;

(C) the commission or the executive director must determine that the modification request must

follow the procedures in subsection (d) of this section for Class 3 modifications for either of the -
following reasons: :

(1) there i's significant pub]ic concern about the proposed modiﬁcation;

(13) the complex nature of the change requlres the more eXtenswe procedures of a Class 3
modlﬁcatron or

(D) the commission must approve the modlﬁcatron request, with or without changes, as-a temporary

authorization having a term of up to 180 days, in accordance with the following pubhc notice
requrrements

| (1) notice of a hearing on the temporary authorization shall be given not later than the 20th day
before the hearing on the authorization; and

(ii) this notice of hearing shall provide that an affected person may request an evidentiary hearing
on issuance of the temporary authorization. '

(8) If the executive director or the commission fails to make one-of the decisions specified in .
paragraph (7) of this subsection by the 120th day after receipt of the modification request, the permittee
is automatically authorized to conduct the activities described in the modification request for up to 180
days, without formal agency action. The authorized activities must be conducted as described in the
permit modification request and must be In compliance with all appropriate standards of Chapter 335,
Subchapter B of this title (relating to Interim Standards for Owners and Operators of Hazardous Waste
Storage, Processing, or Disposal Facilities). If the commission approves, with or without changes, or
denies any modification request during the term of the temporary authorization issued pursuant to
paragraph (6) or (7) of this subsection, such action cancels the temporary authorization. The
commission is the sole authority for approving or denying the modification request during the term of
the temporary authorization. If the executive director or the commission approves, with or without
changes, or if the commission denies the modification request during the term of the automatic
authorization provided for in this paragraph, such action cancels the automatic authorization.

(9) In the case of an automatic authorization under paragraph (&) of this subsection, or a temporary
authorization under paragraph (6)(D) or (7)(D) of this subsection, if the executive director or the
commission has not made a final approval or denial of the modification request by the date 50 days
prior to the end of the temporary or automatic authorization, the permittee must within seven days of
that time send a notification to all persons listed in §39.13 of this title (relating to Mailed Notlce), and .

make a reasonable effort to notify other persons who submitted written comments on the modification
request, that:

(A) the permittee has been authorized temporanly to conduct the activities described in the perrmt
modlﬁcatlon request and

(B) unless the executive director or the commission acts to give final approval or denial of the

request by the end of the authorization period, the permittee will receive authorization to conduct such '

activities for the life of the permit.
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(1 0) If the owner/operator fails to notify the public by the date specified in paragraph (9) of this
subsection, the effective date of the permanent authorization will be deferred until 50 days after the
owner/operator notifies the public. ' ‘

(11) Except as provided in paragraph (13) of this subsection, if the executive director or the
comumission does not finally approve or deny a modification request before the end of the automatic or
- temporary authorization period or reclassify the modification as Class 3 modification, the permittee is
authorized to conduct the activities described in the permit modification request for the life of the
permit unless amended or modified later under §305.62 of this title (relating to Amendment) or this
section. The activities authorized under this paragraph miust be conducted as described in the permit
modification request and must be in compliance with all appropriate standards of Chapter 335,
Subchapter E of this title (relating to Interim Standards for Owners and Operators of Hazardous Waste
Storage, Processing, or Disposal Facilities).

(12) In the processing of each Class 2 modification request which is subsequently approved or denied
by the executive director or the commission in accordance with paragraph (6) or (7) of this subsection,
or each Class 2 modification request for which a temporary authorization is issued in accordance with
subsection (£) of this section or a reclassification to a Class 3 modification is made in accordance with

- paragraph (6)(C) or (7)(C) of this subsection, the executive director must consider all written comments

submitted to the agency during the public comment period and must respond in writing to all significant
coments.

Next Page - - Previous Page
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SUBCHAPTERD 'AMENDMENTS, RENEWALS, TRANSFERS, CORRECTIONS
' REVOCATION, AND SUSPENSION OF PERMITS

RULE §305.69 Solid Waste Permit Modification at the Request of the
Permittee

(13) W1th the written consent of the permlttee the executlve dJrector may extend indefinitely or for a

specified period the time periods for final approval or denial of a Class 2 modification request or for
reclassifying a modification as Class 3.

K¢ 14) The commission or the executive director may change the terms of, and the commission may

deny a Class 2 permit modification request under paragraphs (6) - (8) of this subsection for any of the
following reasons:

'(A) the modiﬁcation request is incomplete;

CB) the requested modlﬁcatlon does not comply W}Ih the appropriate requu‘ements of Subchapter F,
Chapter 335 of this title (relating to Permitting Standards for Owners and Operators of Hazardous
‘Waste Storage, Processmg or Disposal Facilities) or other applicable requirements; or

(@) the condmons of the modlﬁcahon fail to protect human health and the enVIIonment

(15) The permittee may perform any construction associated with a Class 2 permit modlﬁcatlon

~ request beginning 60 days after the submission of the request unless the executive director establishes’ a

later date for commencmg construction and informs the permittee in writing before the 60th day.

(d) Class 3 modiﬁcations of solid waste pem:u'ts

- (1) For Class 3 modlﬁcatlons listed in Appendix I of this subchapter the perm1ttee must subtmt a
. modification request to the executive director that: :

(A) describes the exact change to be made to the permlt conditions and supporting documents
referenced by the permit;

(B) identifies that the modiﬁcatiOn 1s a Class 3 modiﬁcation;.

(C) explams Why the mochﬁcatlon 18 needed and

(D) provides the applicable information in the form and manner specified in §1.5(d) of thus title
(relating to Records of the Agency), §§305.41-305.45 and 305.47-305.53 of this title (relating to
Applicability; Application Required; Who Applies; Signatories to Applications; Contents of
Application for Permit; Retention of Application Data; Additional Contents of Applications for
Wastewater Discharge Permits; Additional Contents of Application for an Injection Well Permit;

Additional Requirements for an Application for a Hazardous or Industrial Solid Waste Permit; Revision
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of Applications for Hazardous Waste Permits; Waste Containing Radioactive Materials; and
Application Fee), Subchapter I of this chapter (relating to.Hazardous Waste Incinerator Permits),
Subchapter J of this chapter (relating to Permits for Land Treatment Demonstrations Using Field Tests

or Laboratery Analyses); and Subchapter Q of this chapter (relating to Permits for Boilers and
Industrial Furnaces Bumning Hazardous Waste). : :

(2) The permittee must send a notice of the modification request by first-class mail to all persons
listed in §39.13 of this title (relating to Mailed Notice) and must cause this notice to be published iri a
major local newspaper of general circulation, This notice must be mailed and published within seven
days before or after the date of submission of the modification request and evidence of the mailing and

publication of the notice shall be provided to the executive director. The notice shall include the
following:

(A) all information required by §39.11 of this fitle (relating to Text of Mailed Noti.ce);

(B) announcement of a 60-day commient period, and the name and address of an agency contact
“ person to whom comments must be sent; -

(C) ammouncement of the date, time, and place for a public meeting on the modification request, to be
held in accordance with paragraph (4) of this subsection; '

(D) name and telephone number of the permittee's contact person;,
(E) name and telephone number of an agency contact person;

(F) identification of the location where copies of the modification request and any supi)orting
documents can be viewed and copied; and ‘ :

(G) the following statement: "The permittee's compliance history during the life of the permit being
modified is available from the agency contact person." :

(3) The permittee must place a copy of the permit modification request and éupportirig documents in a
location accessible to the public in the vicinity of the permitted facility. :

(4) The permittee must hold a publié meeting no earlier than 15 days after the publication of the notice
required in paragraph (2) of this subsection and no later than 15 days before the close of the 60-day

-comment period. The meeting must be held to the extent practicable in the vicinity of the permitted
facility. ‘ '

(5) The public shall be provided at least 60 days to comment on the modification request. The
comment period will begin on the date the permittee publishes the notice in the local newspaper.
Comments should be submitted to the agency contact person identified in the public notice.

(6) After the conclusion of the 60-day commient period, the permit modification request shall be -
granted or denied in accordance with the applicable requirements of Chapter 39 of this title (relating to
Public Notice), Chapter 50 of this title-(relating to Action on Applications), and Chapter 55 of this title
(relating to Request for Contested Case Hearing; Public Comment). When a permit is modified, only
the conditions subject to modification are reopened. - ‘ '

(e) Other modifications.

http://info.sos.state.‘tx.us/pls/pub/readtac$ext.TacPage?sl=T&app=9&p_di1=F &p_rloc=91... 12/5/2005




KELLY AR # 3227 Page 22 of
: Texas Administrative Code : . ' ~ Page 3 of §

(1) In the case of modifications not explicitly listed in Appendix I of this subchapter, the permittee
may submit a Class 3 modification request to the agency, or the permittee may request a determmation
by the executive director that the modification should be reviewed and approved as a Class 1 or Class 2

‘modification. If the permittee requests that the modification be classified as a Class 1 or Class 2

modification, the permittee must provide the agency with the necessary information to support the
requested classification. :

(2) The executive director shall make the determination described in paragraph (1) of this subsection
as promptly-as practicable. In determining the appropriate class for a specific modification, the

executive director shall consider the similarity of the modification to other modifications codified in
Appendix I and the following criteria.

(A) Class 1 modifications apply to minor changes that keep the permit current with routine changes
to the facility or its operation. These changes do not substantially alter the permit conditions or reduce
the capacity of the facility to protect human health or the environment. In the case of Class 1
modifications, the executive director rnay require prior approval

(B) Class 2 modifications apply to changes that are necessary to enable a permittee to respond, in a
timely manner, to:

(i) common variations in the types and quantitiés of the wastes managed under the facility permit;
(ii) technological advancements; and

(iii) changes necessary fo comply with new regulations, where these changes can be implemented
- without substantiaily changing design specifications or management practices in the permit; and

(C) Class 3 mddiﬁcations_ reflect a substantial alteration of the facility or its operations.

(D Temporary authorizations. |

(1) Upon request of the permittee, the commission may grant the permittee a temporary authorization’
having a term of up to 180 days, in accordance with this subsection, and in accordance with the -
. following pubhc notice requlrernents

(A) notice of a hearing on the temporary authonzatlon shall be given not later than the 20th day
before the hearing on the authorization; and

(B) this notice of hearing shall provide that an affected person may request an evidentiary hearing on
issuance of the temporary authorization.

(2) The permittee may request a temporary authorization for:
f - ’ .
(A) any Class 2 modification meeting the criteria in paragraph (5)(B) of this subsection; and
(B) any Class 3 modification that meets the criteria in paragraph (5)(B)(i) or (ii) of this subsection, or
that meets any of the criteria in paragraph (5)(B)(iii) - (v) of this subsection and provides improved

management or treatment of a hazardous waste already listed in the facility permit.

(3) The temporary authorization request must include:
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(A) a specific description of the activities to be conducted under the temporary authorization;
(B) an explanation of why the temporary alithorization 1s necessary and reasonably unavoidgble; and
- {C) sufficient information to ensure compliance with the applicable standards of Chapter 335,
Subchapter F of this title (relating to Permitting Standards for Owners and Operators of Hazardous
Waste Storage, Processing or Disposal Facilities) and 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 264.
(4) The pei;rnitteé must send a notice about the temporary authorization request by first-class mail to

- all persons listed in §39.13 of this title (relating to Mailed Notice). This notiﬁcati‘on must be made
within seven days of submission of the authorization request. '

(5) The commission shall approve or deny the temporary authorization as quickly as praéticable. To
1ssue a temporary authorization, the commission must find:

(A) the authorized activities are in compliance with the applicable standards of Chapter 335,
Subchapter F of this title (relating to Permitting Standards for Owners and Operators of Hazardous

Waste Storage, Processing or Disposal Facilities) and 40 CFR Part 264; and

(B) the temporary authorization is necessary to achieve one of the following 6bj ectives before action
is likely to be taken on a modification request: '

(i) to facilitate timely implementation of closure or corrective action activities;

(1i) to allow treatment or storage in tanks, containers, or containment buildings, of restricted wastes

in accordance with Chapter 335, Subchapteér O of this title (relating to Land Disposal Restrictions), 40
CFR Part 268, or RCRA §3004; ' .

11i) o prevent disruption of ongoing waste management activities;
p p going g :

(iv) to enable the permitiee to reépond to sudden changes in the types or quantities of the wastes
managed under the facility permit; or _ _ -

(v) to facilitate other changes to protect human health and the environment.

(6) A temporary authorization ma}; be reissued for one additional term of up to 180 days provided that)

the permittee has requested a Class 2 or 3 permit modification for the activity covered in the temporary
authorization, and: '

(A) the reissued temporary authorization constitutes the commission's decision on a Class 2 permit
modification in accordance with subsection (c)(6)(D) or (7)(D) of this section; or

(B) the commission determines that the reissued témporary authorization involving a Class 3 permit
modification request is warranted to allow the authorized activities to continue while the modification
procedures of subsection (d) of this section are conducted.

(g) Public notice and appeals of permit modification decisions.

(1 The commission shall notify all persons listed in §39.13 of this title (relating to Mailed Notice)
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within ten Workmg days of any decision under this section to grant or deny a Class 2 or 3 permit
modification request. The commission shall also notify such persons within ten working days after an

automatic authorization for a Class 2 modification goes into effect under subsection (c)(S) or ( 11) of
this section.

(2) The executive director's or the commission's decision to grant or deny a Class 3 permit
" modification request under this section may be appealed under the appropriate procedures set forth in
the commission's rules and in the Adnumstrahve Procedure Act, the Government Code, Chapter 2002.

(h) Newly regulated wastes and umits.

(1) The perrmttee is authdnzed to continue to manage wastes listed or identified as hazardous under

40 CFR, Part 261, or to continue to manage hazardous waste In units newly regulated as hazardous
waste management units if:

(A) the unit was in existence as a hazardous waste facility unit with respect to the newly listed or
characteristic waste or newly regulated waste management unit on the effective date of the final rule.
listing or identifying the waste or regulating the unit;

(B) the permittee submits a Class 1 modification request on or before the date on which the waste or
unit becomes subject to the new requirements;

(C) the permittee is in substantial compliance with the applicable standards of Chapter 335,
Subchapter E of this title (relating to Interim Standards for Owners and Operators of Hazardous Waste
Storage, Processing, or Disposal Facilities), Chapter 335, Subchapter H, Divisions 1 through 4 (relating

to Standards for the Management of Specific Wastes and Specific Types of Facilities), and 40 CFR Part
265 and Part 266;

(D) the permittee also submits a complete Class 2 or 3 modification request within.180 days after the
effective date of the final rule listing or 1denttfy1nc g the waste or subJ ecting the unit to RCRA Subtitle C
management standards; and

_QQQI__LL_-
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Permittee '

(E) in the case of land disposal units, the permittee certifies that each such unit is in compliance with

all applicable 40 CFR, Part 265 groundwater monitoring Tequirements and with Chapter 37 of this title
(relating to Financial Assurance) on the date 12 months after the effective date of the final rule
identifying or listing the waste as hazardous, or regulating the unit as a hazardous waste management .

~ unit. ¥f the owner or operator fails to certify compliance with these requirements, the owner or operator
shall lose authority to operate under this sectio : ‘

(2) New wastes or units added to a facility's permit under this subsection do not constitute expansions
for the purpose of the 25% capacity expansion Limit for Class 2 modifications. '

(1) Combustion facility changes to meet Title 40 Code of Federal Regulaﬁons. (CFR) Part 63 Maximum
Achievable Control Technology (MACT) standards. The following procedures apply to hazardous
waste combustion facility permit modifications requested under L.9. of Appendix I of this subchapter.

(1) Facility owners or operators must comply with the Notification of Tntent to Comply (NIC)

requirements of 40 CFR §63.1210(b) and (c), as amended through July 10, 2000 (65 FR 42292), before

a permit modification can be requested under this section.

(2) If the executive director does not approve or deny the request within 90 days of receiving it, the
request shall be deemed approved. The executive director may, at his or her discretion, extend this 90-
day deadline one time for up to 30 days by notifying the facility owner or operator.

() Military hazardous waste munitions storage, processing, and disposal. The permittee is authorized to
continue to accept waste military munitions notwithstanding any permit conditions barring the
permittee from accepting off-site wastes, if: ‘ : -

(1) the facil_ity 1s in existence as a hazardous waste 'facility, and the facility is already permitted to
handle waste military munitions, on the date when waste military munitions become subject to
hazardous waste regulatory requirements; ‘

(2) on or before the date when waste Imhta.ry munitions become subject to hazardous waste regulatory
requirements, the permittee submits a Class 1 modification request to remove or revise the permit
provision restricting the receipt of off-site waste munitions; and

(3) the permittee submits a Class 2 modification request within 180 days of the date when the waste
military munitions become subject to hazardous waste regulatory requirements.

(k) Appendix I. The following appendix will be used for the purposes of this subchapter which relates
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to industrial and hazardous solid waste permit modification at the request of the permittee.

Attached Gravhic

‘Source Note: The provisions of this §305 69 adopted to be effective October 29, 1990, 15 TexReg

6015; amended to be effective July 29, 1992, 17 TexReg 5090; amended to be effective June 7, 1993,

18 TeXReg 3290; amended to be effectlve November 23, 1993, 18 TexReg 8215; amendedto be

effective February 22,1994, 19 TexReg 941; amended to be effective November 7, 1994, 19 TexReg

8543; amended to be effectlve April 17, 1995 20 TexReg 2392; amended to be effective February 26,
' 1996 21 TexReg 1137; amended to be effective August 8, 1999 24TexReg5879;amended to be

effective March 21, 2000, 25 TexReg 2368; amended to be effective April 12, 2001, 26 TexReg 2739,
amended to be effective November 15, 2001, 26 TexReg 9123
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Figure: 30 TAC §305.69(k)

Modifications

Class
A, General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and INformational ChaNTES . voveiveeeeee oo ]
2. COrrection Of tYPOGEARNICAL EITOIS coovovvve oo eeeooeooe oo oo 1
3. Eq wp mert replacement or upgrading wﬁh functionally equwalent
components (&.4., pipes, valves, pUmps, conveyots, comrols) OO U, |
4. Changes inthe frequency of or procedures for monitoring, reporting,
sampling, or maintenance activities by the permittee: ;
a. To provide for more frequent monitoring, reporting, sampling, or
maintenance ........ et er e o e et et s et e emmnen s et e e eesm s emne e etan s esesrensaeesamieennea ]
b, Cther chengesiZ

5. Schedule of compliance

a. Changesin ln‘tenm compliance dates, with prior approval of the
executive director e

b, Extensmn of final compha.nce date

G. Changes in expiration date or permitto allow eatller permlt expxritlon weith
prior approval of the execttive direClor ... oo et 1

7. Changes in ownership or operafional control of a facilty, provided the

procedures of §305.64(0) of this title (relating fo Transter of Permits) are
FOBTMYET ettt et e ettt s eee e e eeee e eee e et 1

8. Six months or less extension of the construction period fime limit applicable
to commercial hazardous waste menage ment units in accordance with
§305.148(h)(2) or (4) of this tile (relating to Time Limitstion for Construction
of Commercial Hazardous Waste Management UNitSY oo ooooooeeoeeeeoennn .

. 9. Greater than six-month extension of the commercisl hazardous waste
management unit construction period time limit in accordance with :
§305.149(b)(3) or (4) of thistitle ..o e et e s e b st et e 3

10. Any extension in accordance with §305.149¢k)(3) of this title of & construction
period time limit for commercial hazsrdous waste managemert units which
has been previously authorized under §305.148(B)(2) of this tile...........ic oo rveienvenens 3
11. Changes to remove permit conditions that are no langet applicable (i.e.,
' betause the standards upon which they are based are no longer
applicable to the facllm;) e e et et na e co et eentan sre ste e se e e s e
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B. General Facilily Standards

1. Changes to waste samplin.g or ahaiysis methods:

da. To conform with agency guidance ar regulations ..o 1
b. Toincorporate changes associated with FO39 {multi-source
leachate) sampling or analysis methods .. o TR
c. Taincorporaie changes associafed with underlgfmg hazardous
cohstituents in ignitable or corrosive wastes ... SRS
. OB ChBNOES ..ot e ese e tee e e es e sem e eee e een e 2

2. Changes 1o analytical quality assurancefcontrol pian:

a. To conform wth agency guidance or regulatlons A
b. Other changes... 2
3. Changes in'pmcedures for maintaining the operating record ....coooveveeririiece. 1
4. Changes in frequency or content of inspection schedules 2
5. Changes in the fraining plan:
a. That affect fhe'type or decrease the amount of fraining given '
10 emMpioYEES.....coc. e, . 2
B, Oel ChaNGES ..ottt e sieesesseeemeeene e eaemenennes ]
6. Contingency plan:
a. Changes in emergency procedures (.., spill or release
response procedures).... - - .2
b. Replacement with functsonall\; equwalent equnpmant upgrade
of relocate emergency equIpMent BSTEG .. ... e ece e 1
¢. . Remaval of equipmentfrom emergency eqmpmenth*—‘t remedereemereneene 2
d. Changes in name, address, or phone number ofcoondlnators
or other persaons or agencies identified in the plan. ... 1

7. Caonstruction gquality assurance (CQA) plan;

. 4. Changes thatthe CQA officer certfies in the operating record
" will provide equivalent or better certainty that the' umty
tomponents meet the design specifications.... S|
b. Other.Changes
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KELLY AR # 3227

MNate: ¥hen a permit modification (such as introduction of a new unit) requires a

change in facility plans ar other general facility standards, that change shall be
reviewed underthe same pmc edures as the pemit modn’catlon

C. Groundwater Protection

1.

Changes to wells:

a. thar:qes in ihe'number location, depth, or design of

upgradent ar dmﬁngradlentwals ofpermltted gmunchmater
monitaring system ..

b. Replacement of an ex ls‘ung Well that hae been damaged or

rendered inoperabie, without change to locatian, design, or

Pt 0T e Wl e e eee oo eeesemee e ee e

Changdes in groundwater sampling or analysis procedures or
maonitoring schedule, with prioy appm\faj of the executive director

.............. {1

Changes in stafistical procedure for determining whether a statistiriallz.f

significant change in groundwater quality hetween upgradient and
ﬁowngradlentwells has occurred, with prior approval of the executive
directar... ettt et een e -

Changes in point Of CoMPBIANCE ... oo oot eeeeeeee e eeeeees st

Changes in indicator parameters, hazardous constituents, or
concentration limits {including altemate concentration limits (ACLs)):

a.  As specified in the groundwater protection standard ..o

k. As specified in the deteclion monitoring program

. Changes to a detection monitoring program as required by

$335.164(10) of this title (relating to Detection Monitoring Program),
unless othemwvise specified in this appendix

Compliance monitoring program:

a. Addition of compliance monitoring program pursuant 1o
§335.164(73{D) afthis titie, and §335.185 of this {itle ¢relating
to Compliance fonitoring Program}

§335.185(1 1) of this fitle, unless othamwise specn“ed in this
appendix.... - oo S

hitp://info sos.state.tx.us/fids/30_0305_0069-4.html
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8. Carrective action progrant:

a. Addition of a corrective action pragram pursuantio

§335.165(9)(B) ofthis fitle and §335.166 ofthis title {relating

10 COorrective ACTON PrOGYAMY o o ccreeceieir e coeveeseeesremsesssasm et eeriesessenstoarenss 3
b. Changes to a cotrective action program as required by

§3351 86(8) of this title, unless otherwise qpecn"ed m this

ADDBIIN oo eeomeem s ecos s seeseeee s es e ee oo eebeoer et ne st eae et e 2

" D. Closute-
1. Changesto the closure plan:

a. Changes in estimate of maximum extent of operations or

maximum inventoty of waste on-site at any time during the

active life ofthe facilily, with prior approval of the ex ecutlve

director .. RS L
h. Chang95 m the closure schedule forany unlt changeo in the :

final closure schedule for the facility, or extension ofthe

tlosure petiad, with prior approval of the executive director ..o !
¢. Changes inthe expected year of final closure, whete othar '

pemit canditions are not changed, with prior approval ofthe .

executive director.................. teeeteuetee st et eees b nee s beear et anetemet ens 8ot et ansb et 17
d. Changes in pracedures for decontamination of facility '

equipment or stfuctures, thh priar approval of the executive

director... S &
e. Changes m appmved closure plan resultmg from unexpected :
© events occuring during partial or final closure, unless

Otherwise specified in this appendix.... - T
T Biension ofthe closure petiod to al[ow a landﬁll sunace

impoundment or land treatment unit fo receive nonhazardous

wastes after final raceipt of hazardous wastes undet 40 Code _

of Federal Reguizgtiens (CFRY, 264.113{d) and (). oeecmrermrermsrissicenrcenion 2

2 Cl;eaﬁon Of & Ney NGl UNEL &S PAM OF CIOSULE ..o voecer oo e eomeieers 3

3. Addtion of the fallowing new unrts o he used temporarily for closure
acthtres

a. Surface impoundments ..
B, INCINEYEIArS ot e e
c. Waste piles that do not comply with 40 CFR 264.250(¢)...

d. Waste piles that comply with 40 CFR 264.250(c)

e. Tanks or cortainers (other than specified below)... "
f. Tanks used for neutralization, dewsatering, phase separat:on or

‘http://info.sos.state.tx us/fids/30_0305_0069-4 html 12/5/2005
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component separstion, with prior appraval of the executive director oo 4"
4. Staging Pile ............. e A L cuy 1ot R e b s et £ et s et s et en em et s een 2
E. Post-Ciosure )
1. Changes in name , address, or phone number of contact in past-closure plan..............1
2. Exiension of post-closure Ceare PEHOE oo oo .2
3. Reduction in the post-closure care PEXIOC. .ottt e e eeme e o3
4. Chenges to the expected year of final closure, where other permit conditions
ERTIOL CHEINGET ... oo et e e e 1
5. Changes in post-closure plan necessitated by everts occurring during the
active life of the facility, including partial and final CIOSWE. oo 2

F. Containers
1. Modification or addition of cortainer unis:

‘&,  Resuting in grester than 25% increase in the }aciﬁt\:‘s container
storage capacity, except as provided in F{1)(c) and Ftd)(a) of this

APPENIX ool e e it e e ee et e h e e s oot rae s ettt e e 3
b, Resutting in upto 25% increase In the facilty's cortainer storage
capactty, except as provided in F{1)(c) and F(4)(&) of this appendiX .............o...... 2

¢.  Orirestmert processes necessary to trest wastes that are
restricted from land disposal to meet same ar &l of the applicable
trestmert standards or to treat wastes to safisfy (in whole or in part)
the standard of “use of practically available technology that yields
the greatest environmental benefit" contained in 40 CFR
268.8(a)(2)(1), with prior approvel of the executive director. This
modification may aiss involve addition of new waste codes or
narrative descrigtions of wastes. 1 is not applicable-to dioxin- :
containing wastes (FO20, 021,022, 023, 026, 027, and 028 A

2. Modificstion of container units, as follows:

a. Modification of a container unit without increasing the capacity of

BB UNIE ettt st
b, Addiion of a roof 1o a container unit without alteration of the
“CONERINMENE SYSEEIM. ..o emiam e eeeeri vt crama oo seeereeseseee e oot ees s e

- 3. Storage of differerit wastes in cortainers, except as provided in F{4) of this
appendix:

8. That require additional or ditferent management practices fram ) : )
those authorized inthe PErmit. .. ... oottt e 3 -
b, Thet do not require additional or different management practices
from those authorized in the permit ............... .

2

Note! See §305.89(g) of this title (releting to S olid VWaste Permit Modification =t the Request of
the Permittee) for modification procedures to be used for the managemert of newly listed or

http://info.sos state.tx us/fids/30_0305 0069-4 html
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identified wastes.
4. Storage or trestment of different wastes in cordainers:

a. Thet require addition of units or change in treat ment process or
-menagement standards, provided that the westes are restricted
from land disposal and are to bé treated to mest some or all of the
applicable trestment standards, or thet are to be trested to sstisfy
(in whole or in part) the standard of "use of practically avaitable
technology thet vields the areatest environmental beneft” contained
in 40 CFR 268 .8(a)(2)(1), with prior approval of the executive
director. This modlflcatlon is not.applicable to dloxm—con’falmng
: wastes (F020, 021, 022, 023, 028, 027, and 028)....cccovevreeleveemereciecrenna Tereerreerreens 1

b, That do not requnre the addition of urits of a change in the

- trestment process or management standards, and provided thet the
units have previously received wastes of the same type (e.q., '
incinerator scrubber water). This modification is not applicable to

dioxin-containing wastes (FO24, 021, 022, 023, 026, 02?. and 028) ..o
5. Cther changes in container management practices (& g aisle space, types
of corrtaxners SEOEEGBION] 1-e- ot o eereectremresreceemes s reesvaresissesrssssanms essemcsebasenssassss s ssssnsd
G. Tanks

1. Modification or addition of tank units or trestment processes, as follaws:

a. Modification or addition of tank units resulting in greater than 23%

ncrease in the faciity's tank capaciy, except as provided in G(1 )(c).

G(1)(d), and G(1)(e) of this appendix _..
b. Modification ar addition of tank units resul’ang in up to 25% incre&se

in the facility's tank capactty, except as provided in G(1 Xd) and

G(1)(e) of this appendix .. ... e eeteceaceeeetteestostuseastats nenteseenbesemee e teit e acns maeeranean 2
c. Addition of & new tank (o cepacity limitation) thet will operste for

more than S0 days using any of the foliowing physical or chemical

trestment technologies: neutralization, dewatering, phas‘e

separation, or component separation ... . cremeeieneeeeene 2
. After prior appraval of the executive d\rector addmon of & new tanh

(na capacity lmitstion) that will aperate for up to 90 days using any

of the foliawing physical or chemical tréatment technol ogies:

neutralization, dewatering, phase separation or component .

separation... - R SR OO B
€. Modxflcatjon or add itlon of iank un ﬂs ar treat ment processes '

necessary o treat wastes that are restricted from land disposal to

meet some or all of the applicable trestment standards or to treat

wastes to satisfy (inwhole or in part) the standard of "use of

practically avallable technology that vields the oreet est

environmental beneft" contained in'40 CFR 263 S(a)2)(i), with

http://info.sos state.tx us/fids/30- 0305_0069-4.him]
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prior approval of the executive director. This maodification may siso
involve addition af new waste codes. I is not spplicable to dioxin-
containing wastes (FO20, 021, 022, 023 026,027, antd 028). e veereeccmiecscetinenacas 1

o

Modmcatlon of &tank unit or secondary contsinment system without
increasing the capacity 0f the UNIt .....o.o v oo 2

3. Replacement of aian k with a tank that meéts the same design standards
and heas & capactty within +/~10% of the replaced tank provided: ...l

a. The capacity difference is no more than 1,500 galions;
b, The facilty's permitted tank capactty is not increased; and
¢. The replacement tank meets the same conditions in the permit.

4, Modification of atank management practice.........ooooeao.. S NP, 2

5. Management of different wastes in tanks:

a. That require additional or different maragement practices, tank

design, different fire protection specifications, or significantly

ditferent tank frestment process from that authorized inthe permi,
. except as provided in G{EY(E) of this @PRENEIC ... ..o e eeeeeseee e 3
b.  Thet do not require additional or different management practices,

tank design, different fire protection specitications, or significantly

ditferert tank freat ment process from thet authorized in the permit,

except as provided in G(5)(d) of this QPPRENEIX....coveeeemeeeeeeooeeeeeree e oo 2
c. That require addition of units or change in trestment processes or

management standards, provided that the weastes are restricted

from land disposal and are to be treated to meet some or all of the

applicable trestment standards or that are to be treated to satisfy (in

whole or in part) the standard of "use of practically available

technology thet vields the grestest environmental benefit” contsined

in 40 CFR 268.8(s)(1)(i}), with prior approval of the executive

director, The modification is not applicable to dioxin-containing

~wastes (FG20, 021, 022, 023, 026, 027 and 028).... SO
d. Thet do not requwe the addmon of unrts ora change ln the

trestment process or managemerit standards, and provided that the

units have previously received wastes of the same type (e.g., )

incinerator scrubber water). This modification is not applicable to

dioxin-containing wastes (FO20, 02‘1 022,023,028, 027, and 028)........ococoouininll 1

Note: See §305 B9(g) of this itle for modification procedures 1o be used forthe management of
newly listed or identified wastes.

H. Surface Impoundments

" 1. Modification or addition of surface impoundment units that resutt in
increasing the facilty's surfece impoundment storage or trestment capachty ............... 3

hitp://info sos.state.tx us/Ads/30_0305_0069-4 him]
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Replacement of & surface IMpoUNIIMENt UNTE.L......coiev oo e met e esa e e

Modification of & surface impoundme ft unit weithout increasing the far;‘ilr'ty‘s
surface impoundment storage or trestment capacity and without modifying
the unit's liner, leak detection system, ar leschate collection system

Modification of & surface impoundmert management practice
Treetment, storage, or disposal of different wastes in surface impoundments:
&.  That require additional or different management practices ot

“different design of the linet or leak defection system than autharized
inthe permit...

b, Thetdo not reqwre addrtlonal or dlfferent management pracﬂces or

different design of the finer or lesk detection system than au’(horwed
inthe permit
©. That are wastesresiricted from land disposal that meet the
applicable trestmert standards or that are treated to satisty the
standard of "use’ of practically available technology that vields the
grestest environmental benefit" contained in 40-CFR 268 .8(&)(2)(0),
and provided that the unit meets the minimum technological
requirements steted in 40 CFR 268.5¢h)(2). This modification is not -
applicable to dioxin-containing wastes (FO20, 021, 022, 023, 026,
027, and 028)
.d.  That are residues from wastesvater trestmert or incinerstion,
provided that disposal occurs in a unit thet meets the minimum
technological requirements stated in 40 CFR 268.5¢h)(2), snd
provided further thet the surface impoundment has previously
received westes of the same type (for example, incinerstor scrukber
water). This modification is not applicable to dioxin-containing

wastes (FO20, 021, 022, 023, 026, 027, and 028).cvcovreeererssenrnenanes ivesrenmranrenian

Modifications of unconstructed units o comply with. §§284 221 (c) 264.222,
264.223, and 264 226(d) of this fitle ... . .

Changes in response action plan:
a. Increase in action leakage rate

b. Change in & specific response reducing ite frequency or
effectiveness

c. Other Changes

AR # 3227

..... 1

Mote: See §305 SQ(g) of this title for modification procedures to be used for the management of
newvly listed or identified vwastes.

. Enclosed Waste Piles. For all waste piles exceﬁt those complying with 40 CFR
264 250(c), modifications are irested the same as for a landfil.

The following modifications are spplicable only to waste piles complying with 40 CFR

hittp://info.sos.state.tx.us/fids/30_0305 0069-4 html
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264.250(c).

1.

7]

3

‘Wodification of & waste pile managemert practice

Modification or addition of weste pile units:

& Resuffing in grestey than 25% incresse inthe facxhty s v-,wte pile
storage or trestment capacity ...

KELLY AR # 3227

b. Resulting in ug to 25% increase in the Tacﬂrt'; s Waste pile stora'}e or

treatrnert capacity

- Modificsation of waste pile unit without increasing the capacity of the unit......................

Replacement of a waste pile unit with ancther Was’te pile unt of the same

desigh and capacity and meeting all waste pile conditions inthe permit ........o.cocoeeeeeeee

Storage or treatment of different wastes in waste piles:

&. That require additional or different manage ment practices or
different design of the unit...

b, Thet do not require addtional or different managemerrt prachces o T

different design of the unit...

3

2

Note: See §305.69(g) of this fitle for 'modification procedures to be used for the management of
newly listed or identitied wastes.

6. Conversion of an enclosed waste piie to & cortainment building unit ....oooeoeevieeee . 2

J.  Landfils and Unenclosed Waste Piles

1.

W

Modification or addition of landfil units thet resutt in increasing the facxht\f 3

disposal capacity ...

Replacement of & landfill...

Addion or modification ot & hner leachste colection system, leachate

detection system, run-off conirol, or final cover system

Modification of a lendflll unit yithout changing a liner, leachate collection
system, leachate detection system, run-off control, or final cover system

Modlficatlon of & landfil management practice ...

Landﬁl! d' fferent wastes:

a. That require additional ot different management practices, different
- design of the liner, leachate col[ectlon sy‘stem or leachale detection
system ...

b. That do nct req;ilre addrt lonal or dn‘ferent management practxces

ditferert design of the liner, leachate collection system, of leachate |

hitp://info sos state.tx us/fids/30_0305_0069-4.htm]
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3

de‘temlon system... e e et rene e o
c. Thet are ywastes res’mcted from (and dlsposal tha: meet the
apphcable trestment standards or that are treated to satisty the
standard of "use of practically available technolagy that yields the
greatest environmental benetit” contained in 40 CFR 268.8(x)(2)00),
and provided that the landfil unit mests the minimum technotogical
requirements stefed in 40 CFR 288.5¢h)(2). This modification is not
applicabie to dioxin-containing wastes (F020, 021, 022, 023, 025,
027, and 028].... SRS UVURUER VRS, |
d. That are reSIdues from Wastewater treatmem ar lncmera’uon
pravided that disposal accurs in a landfil unit thet mests the
_ minimum technol ogical requirements stated in 40 CFR 268.5(h)(2),
" and provided further that the landfill has previously received westes
of the same type (for example , incinerator ash). This modification is
not appiicable to dioxin- corrtalnlng wastes (FD‘7U 021 022, 023, : oot
‘026,027, and 028) ... SOOI SRRSO, |

Note: See §305.69(g) of this title for modification pmcedures to bé used for the management of
newly listed or idertified wastes.

7. Maodifications ot unconstructed units to comply with §§264.251 (Cj 264 .252,
264 253, 264 254(0) 264.301 (c) 264.302, 264. SUS(CJ and 264 304 ot this
title . . S N

8. Changes inresponse action plan:

&. Increase in action leakage rate .. . trreteetveeeenr e aeenerenean e raeend
b. Changeina specxfn: response reducmg xts frequency or .

EffECHVENEES ettt et sen et se et s enas e e
c. Other changes ........................................................................................................... 2
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Land Treatment

1. Lateral expansion of or other modification of & tand treatment unrt to incr=ase
area] extent :

Wodification of run-on control system. .t
Modify run-off cortrol system

Other madifications of land trestment unit componen‘t specmcatlons or
standards required in the permit ...

Man age ment of ditferent wastes in land trestment units:

a. That requwe & change in permrt opera’tlng conditions or unit desxgn
specificetions....
b. That do not requu’e a c:hange in per mrt operatmg condrhons or unrt

design specifications 2

Note: See §305.69(g) of this title for modification procedures to be used for the managemert of
newly isted or identified wastes.

B. Modification of a land treatment management practice to:

8. Increase rate or change method of waste application .
b.  Decrease rate of waste apPICEIION ... ...o.ovoe oo e

Moditication of a land trestment unit mansgemert practice to change

measures of pH of moisture content or to enhance microbial or chemicsl
reactlons

Modificstion of & land treatment unit management practice to grow food chain
crops, or add to or replace existing permitted crops with differert food chair

crops, of to modify operating plans for dxstnbutlon of animal feeds resumng
from such crops

Modification of operating practice due to detection of releases from the land
trestment unit pursuantto 40 CFR 264 27 BLQ)(.L)

- Chenges in the unsaturated zone monitoring system, resutting in & change to
the location, depth, or number of sampling peints, or that replace unsaturated
zone monrtonng devices or components thereof with devices or components
that have specifications ditterent from permit requirements

. Changes in the unsaturated Tone monitoring system that do not result in a

" change to the location, depth, or number of satmpling points, ot thet replace
unsaturated zone monrkonng devices or components thereof with devices or
components having specifications not ditterent from per mit requirements ...

http://info sos.state.tx.us/ids/30_0305_0069-4html | 12/5/2005
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13.

14.

15,

© 18,

7.

18.

.' Changes in bacl'ground veiues for hazardous constrtuerrts in soil and soil-

pore liguid 2

Changes in sampling, analysis, or statistical procedure ..o, 2
Changes in land trestment demonstration program pncr to ar during the
AEMOMSIHON ... e orev ettt eseeae e ee e s e s sees e oo 2
Changes in any cdnditioﬁ specified in the permit for & Jand freatment unit to

reflect results of the land trestment demonstration  provided performance

standards are met, and the executive director's prior approval has been

FEOBIVET oo irvch e it ettt ens st st eesetenn st nneseen ] |

Changes 1o allow a second land trestment demonstration to be conducted

when the results of the first demonstration heve not shown the conditions

under which the wastes can be treated completely, provided the conditions

for the second demonstration are substartisily the same as the conditions for

the first demonstration and have received the prior approval of the execttive

GIFBEEON ..ottt cerenenn e cavret e e eam sttt e arseenaseartsoeanisenssssssenenasmemenmenid]

Changes to allow a second land freatment demonstration ta be conducted

when the resuits of the first demonstration have not shoven the conditions

under which the waste can be treated completely; where the conditions for

the second demonstration are not substartially the same as the conditions o
for the first deMONSHEtIo N .....ooeemei ettt e 3

Changes in vegetative cover requirememnts 1or ClOSUIE ..o e e e 2

L. Incinerators, Boilers and Industrial Furnaces

1.

Changes io increase by more than 25% any of the following limits authorized

inthe permit: A thermal feed rete imit; a feedstream feed rate limit; &

chiorine feed rete limit, a metal feed rate limit, or an ash feed rate Tmit. The

executive director will require a newy trial burn to substantiate co mpliance with

the regulstory performance standards unless this demonstration can be

made throUgh OHhEY MEBBNS ... it eeesrcs e o e sreseee st oeeaeeastemessemeneeereees 3

Changes to increase by up to 25% any of the following limits authorized in

the permi: A thermal feed rate limit; & feedstream feedrate limit;

chiotinefchioride feed rete limit, a metat teed rate limit, or an ash feed rate

limit. The executive director wﬂl reguire & new trial bum to substartiste

compliance with the regulstory performance standards unless this

demonstration car be made through other MEANS ...vveivee e eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeerenen D

Modification of an incinerator, boiler, or industrial furnace unit by changing
the internal size of geometry of the primary or secondary combustion units,
by adding a primary or secondary combustion unit, by substantially changing
the design of any component used fo remaove HCIICI;, metals or particulate
from the combustion gases, or by changing other fedtures of the incinerator,

http://info. sos.state.tx.us/fids/30_0305_0069-4.html
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i

hailer, or industrial furnace that could atfect its capabilty to meet the

regulatory performance standards. The executive directar will require & new

trial burn to substantiste cotmpliance with the regulstory perfarmance

standards unless this demonstration can be made thraugh othar means .......o.coen.3

4. Modification of an incinerstor, koiler, or industtiad furnacs unit in & manner
that would not likely affect the capebility of the unit to meet the requiatory
performance stancards but which would change the operating conditions or
monitoring recuirements specified in the permit. The executive director may
require & nevy trial burn to demonstrate compliance with the regulatory -
BIfONMEANCE SEANOBIES ... oo oee sttt e e aea s tens s oo sss e

%)

5. Opératlng require ments:

a. Modification. of the limits specified inthe permit for minirmum or
maximum combustion gas temperature, minimum combustion gas
residence time, oxygen concentration in the secondary combushon ’

. chamber, flue gas carbon monoxide and hydrocarbon
concentration, maximum temperature st the inlet to the particulate
matter emlssion control system, or operating parameters for the: air
pollution cortrol systém. The executive director wil reguire a new
trial burn o substantiste compliance with the regulatory
parformance standards unless this demonstratlon can be made
through other means .. SOV

b. Modification of any stack gas emissxon ||mrts Specmed nn the per mrt
or modification of any conditions in the permit concerning
emergency shutdown or automatic waste feed cutoff procedures or

COMEIOIS ..ottt et eaet et et men s ar e s s bt et et oo eh et s e bt es e et e emmstnee e 3
c. Modification of any other operating condtion or any inspection or
recordkeeping requirement specified inthe permit..........occ.oococevveee. vt aetneteanane 2

8. Burning differert wastes:

a.  |tihe waste contains & principat organic hazardous constituent

(POHC) thet is more ditficult to burn than authorized by the permit

or if burning of the waste. requires compliance with differert

regulatory performance standards than specified in the permt. The

executive director will require a new trial burn to substantiete

compiiance with the regulatory performance standards uniess this

demonstration can be made through other MEaNS .....ccocveceeeeee v ceeeeeriean 3
b, Ifthe waste does not contain & POHC that is mare difficult to burn

than authorized by the permit and if burning of the waste does not

require compliance with different regulstory performance standards

than SPECITIEd IMHNE PEIMIE .- ooeeoeeeeec et 2

Mote: See §305. 89(9) ot this title for modification procedures to be used for the management of
newly regulated wastes and units.

7. Shakedown and trial burn:

hitp://info.sos.state.tx.us/fids/30_0305_0069-4 html A ' 12/5/2005
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a. Nodificsiion of the trial burn plan or any of the permit conditions

applicable during the shakedown period for determini ing opersaiicngl

readiness after construction, the ttial burn period, o the period

immediately followving the tnal burm ... it ere e aernen
b, Authorization of up to an addtional ?20 hours of Waste bLn'nlng

during the shakedown period for determining operaﬂonal readiness

after construction, with the prior approval of the executive director ..o A"
c. Changes in the operating require ments set in the permit for

" conducting atrial burn, provided the change is minor and has

received the prior approval of the executive director .. [RTRUUORTURRURURON
d. Changes in the ranges of the operating requirements set in the

- permit to reflect the results of the trial burn, provided the change is

minor and has received the prior approval of the executive director...................... 1

e

8. Substitution of an afternate type of nonhazardous vwaste fuel thet is nat
specified inthe permit ... b e ettt s te b et b asabe e e ameeemenemtemneeneeemeenreernessron sneoens]

8. Technalogy changes needed to meet standards under Title 40 CFR Part 63
(Subpeart EEE - National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
from Hazardous YWaste Combustaors), prowded the procedures of §305.69(0)
of this title @re FOBWET. ..., . oo oo 1

M. Corrective Action

1. Approval of a corrective action management unit pursuant to 40 Code-of :
Federal Regulations §264 552 OO R OO |

2. Approval of a temporary unit or timé extension for s 18 mporary unit pursuant
to 40 Code of Federal Regulations §264.553. . et ee et s sre st

[N

3. Approval of a staging pile ot staging pile opera‘hng term extersion puz’suant to
40 Code of Federal Regulstions §264.554... ' - S

N.  Containment Buildings
1. Modification or addition of cortainmert bu iiding units:

a. Resuttmg in greater thein 25% increase in the facility's containment

building storage or treatment CAPBCHY . coree et eo oo reee e men st sn
b. Resulting in upto 25% increase in the facﬂrty s containment building

starage or trestment capacrty r e nen et ebee s es et s s e b st et ebebe s re st eemen e end

2. Modification of a containment building unit or secondary containment system
. wathout increasing the capacrty of the unit... e imf i sressebaabe att s sanesaeee e ameente

i

3. Replacement of & cortainment building with & contalnm ent bulldmg thet
meets the same design standards provided:

a. The unit capacity is not.increased _. 1

b. The replacement cortainment buﬂdlng rneets the sa me condrtlons
inthe permti ... U USSR U RSPV NURURRRRUR |
g, Modiﬂcsrtion of & containment builcﬂng manag ement prachcez

5. Storagg or reatment of different wastes in cortainment buildings: -

a.  Thet require additional or different manage mert

practices... . S SO OB
b, Thet do not requ|re addrtlonal or dlfferent
- management practices ... e e e e et e e et s aerm e e i

hitp://info.sos.state.tx.us/fids/30_0305 0069-4 html ’ = 12/5/2005
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
AIR FORCE REAL PROPERTY AGENCY

AFRPA/DC-Kelly e
143 Billy Mitchell Blvd Ste 1 9ol 09 2008
San Antonio TX 78226-1816

Dear Kelly Restoration Advisory Board Members

The following is an action items report for the 8 November 2005 Kelly Restoration Advisory
Board (RAB) Technical Review Subcomm1ttee (TRS) meeting.

Ms. Hannapel gave a pubhc comment regarding AFRPA mailings sent to the commumty and
referenced the recent Kelly annual mailer sent prior to the October 2005 RAB meeting.

Due to an error in the printing/mailing process, the actual number of direct mail pieces
distributed prior to the October 2005 RAB meeting was 9,709, not the 12,000 reported to RAB
members during the meeting. The purpose of the 2005 direct mailing was twofold — to provide
information to local community members regarding opportunities for RAB membership, and to

update the status of the envuonmental cleanup program at the former Kelly Air Force Base
(AFB). ’

During the October 2005 RAB meeting, RAB community members indicated they did not
believe direct mail was an effective communication method and suggested the Air Force place
_ such information in La Prensa and The Southside Reporter. AFRPA is currently i in the process
of developing full-page advertisements for each of these publications which have a combined
circulation of 179,900. This publication will allow the Air Force to assess these two
communication methods — direct mail vs. newspaper announcement — to better meet the needs of

the community. We look forward to providing the RAB with the information we obtam duting
‘the January 10, 2006 RAB meeting.

Ms. Hannapel provided AFRPA with a list of the following (7) action items:
1. Could you provide a copy.of the recent mailing to RAB members?

The 2005 Kelly annual mailer was provided to RAB members in the read ahead packet and

meeting packets for the 13 September 2005 TRS. An additional copy of this mailer is
attached.

2: Were these 12 000 people znformed of the recent leak ofcontamznated water that went
into Six Mile Creek? If not, why not?

A public release was not 1ssued by the Air Force after the recent spill at the East Kelly
Groundwater Treatment Plant (GWTP), Zone 4. As discussed during the 18 October 2005
RAB meeting, the plant is located above the groundwater plume 1t is treating. Any spills at
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the plant that result in contaminated groundwater seeping back into the groundwater zone
will be processed through the treatment system.

With reference to water leaking into Six Mile Creek, the public was not notified because, as
discussed during Mr. Bill Hall’s presentation during the 8 November 2005 TRS meeting,
groundwater influent concentrations for the groundwater that spilled met the allowable
discharge requirements of the TCEQ permit.

3. Regarding the Zone 5 GWTP Fact Sheet which is on the AFRPA website:

e Please provide documentation for the statement that chlorinated solvents break
down into “carbon dioxide, water, and the mineral chloride.”

This fact sheet was developed to provide information regarding the off-base Permeable
Reactive Barrier (PRB) installed along the northeastern border of the base in 2002 to treat a
TCE plume. The Air Force goes to great lengths to ensure fact sheets are produced using
layman’s terminology, in order for the general population to understand the environmental
cleanup program and technologies being implemented. As a result; highly technical
information is simplified. A more accurate way to describe how a PRB works would be that
during the process within the iron zone with TCE or PCE and granular iron, the compounds
degrade to ethene, ethane and chloride, which is an abiotic, or non-biologicial process. In the
downgradient aquifer, the ethene and ethane is consumed by microbes, which is a biological
process, and thus carbon dioxide and chloride would be the end products. '

A fact sheet titled VOC Degradation Chemistry in the Presence of Granular Iron is attached
to provide more detailed insight into the process. This fact sheet is a product of EnviroMetal
Technologies, Inc., the company which patented PRB technology.

e Please provide documentation that lactate, a substance used in enhanced
bioremediation, is a “substance like vegetable oil.”

Detailed technical information about In-situ bioremediation is outlined in Zone 5 Corrective
Measures Implementation Groundwater In-Situ Bioremediation, May 2002, produced by
Earth Tech, Inc., the contractor who installed the bioremediation systems in Zone 5.

The actual product injected into the ground at Zone 5 through enhanced bioremediation is
Hydrogen Release Compound (HRC), a registered trademark product of Regenesis. Once
injected into the subsurface, HRC resides within the soil matrix fueling reductive

~ dechlormation for up to 18 months through the slow release of lactic acid. Lactic acid is
comprised of lactate and hydrogen.

An overview of HRC found at www.regenesis.com/products/hre/ is attached for your review.
The wording used to describe HRC and lactic acid varies throughout the environmental

‘industry, but Regenesis descnbes the product as “a viscous, honey-like material rated at
20,000 centipoise”. ‘

e Please provzde evidence for the Statement that Kelly is not the source of the PCE
plume.” :
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The fact sheet regarding the PRB installed to treat a PCE plume off-base in the area of 34%
Street stated, “Although evidence indicates that Kelly is not the source of the PCE plume, the

Air Force will treat the plume because it contrlbutes to plumes near East Kelly that the Air
Force will cleanup.”

Matretek Systems, Innovative Technology in the Public Interest, is a nonprofit, public interest
corporation. Mitretek created a report in January 2000 titled Physical and Chemical
Characteristics of the Shallow Groundwater Zone and Sources Of Groundwater
Contamination in the Vicinity of Kelly Air Force Base, Texas. Thisreport concluded that

- Kelly AFB does not appear to be the source of the PCE in the off-base plume. This report is
contained in the Administrative Record, Kelly AR File Number 1930.

4. Regarding the Zone 4 Fact Sheet which is on the AFRPA website:
* Please explain what is meant by “impermeable clay and rock” that separates the

‘groundwater from the Edwards Aquifer. How can rock and clay be impermeable
to water and substances that are dissolved in it?

The definition of “impermeable”, as indicated on the EPA Website
(www._epa.gov/OCEP Aterms/iterms) is as follows:

Impermeable: Not easily penetrated. The property of a material or soil that does not allow,
or allows only with great difficulty, the movement or passage of water.

For a given soil, permeability 1s inversely proportional to soil density. The more tightly a
material’s particles are packed, the tendency for the material to allow water to flow through 1t
is reduced. The scientific community uses the terms “unpermeable or “impervious” to
describe materials where the coefficient of permeability is 1 x <107 cm/sec. An example of
this would be a clay-type soil. As referenced in the Class 3 Modification to Compliance Plan
CP-50310 for the Former Kelly Air Force Base (April 2002), soils in the Navarro clay in the

Kelly area exhibit permeability of 1 x <10 cm/sec, or an order of magnitude lower
permeability.

* Please comment on the Air Force documents mentioned by George Rice at the
last RAB meeting indicating that contaminated groundwater has, in fact, already
leaked into the Edwards Aquifer.

The most appropriate channel for determining what documents Mr. George Rlce was
referring to would be Mr. George Rice himself.

5. In your mailings to the community, has the AF ever acknowledged the role of M.
Armando Quintanilla in proving that the contamination had gone beyond the AF base
and into the community? If not, why not?

Through each step of the evaluation and environmental cleanup processes, the Air Force has
acknowledged relevant data and made every effort to include community members in the
decision making process through active community relations activities and the Restoration
Advisory Board. The Air Force works closely with the TCEQ and EPA to ensure, not only
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the protection of human health and the environment, but also appropriate systems and
technologies are applied to complete the remediation both on and off base.

6. It appears from the fact sheets and community bulletins on your website that there are no
dangers to the affected community. This may be why no one from the community is
attending the RAB meetings. In your mailings to the affected population, have you
included documents similar to the ATSDR and EPA statements on PCE and TCE and
their role as probable carcinogens? If not, why not?

The Air Force has, in fact, created fact sheets explaining the dangers of PCE and other
contaminants. For example, the fact sheet etitled Perchloroethylene (PCE) Fact Sheet
conveys information regarding cancer, possible damage to the liver, kidneys, and the central
nervous system, in addition to information available from FPA and ATSDR. This document
1s available in the Administrative Record, Kelly AR File Number 1945.

7. Have their been mailings to the community that breakdown products such as vinyl
chloride are now in the groundwater at sites such as E-3? If not, why not?

A fact sheet was created in September 1999 titled Vinyl Chloride Fact Sheet. This fact sheet

explains how vinyl chloride got in the groundwater, health implications, etc. Fact sheets are

distributed to the community at RAB meetings which are open to the general public. Prior to
cach RAB meeting, the Air Force publishes meeting notices in publications such as the

- Southside Reporter, La Prensa, and San Antonio Express-News.

Additionally, fact sheets are available to the general public in the Administrative Record, .
Kelly AR File Number 1813.

Additional action items noted at the meeting are addressed below.

8. Mr. Quintanilla requested a maintenance checklist used at the Zone 4 GWIP. Ms.
Hannapel also requested the same checklist.

A copy of the maintenance checklists, both monthly and weekly, used at the Zone 4 GWTP
are attached

9. Ms. LaGrange asked for salaries & maintenance costs allocated for the GWTP budget.

The $3,028,094 budget for the 2005 Kelly Basewide GWTP Operations and Maintenance
Program includes $2,323,567 for labor, $85,711 for other direct costs, and $618,816 for
- materials and subcontractors

10. Mr. Quintanilla requested TAPP funds be allowed to train RAB members to communicate
with the Air Force, and to train the Parliamentarian. Mr. Quintanilla asked to be
provided a copy of the section on TAPP that one member can not receive training using
TAPP funds. Mr. Quintanilla asked that these TAPP funding requests be made an

“agenda item for the January 2006 RAB meeting.

Department of Defense funding for the Kelly Restoration Advisory Board comes from two
distinct authorities contained within 10 U.S.C.A. § 2705. The first, 10 U.S.C.A. §
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2705(b)(2)(d) concerns funding administrative expenses for restoration advisory boards. The

second, 10 U.S.C.A. § 2705(e) concemns funding technical assistance, or TAPP, needed by a
RAB.

As discussed in the proposed preamble, 32 CFR Part 202, Section IV, C. 1. b., training for
RAB members is considered an eligible administrative cost if it mutually benefits all
members of a RAB and is relevant to the environmental restoration activities occurring at the
installation. However, a type of training that would not qualify as a RAB administrative
support includes specialized training for an individual member. Types of training not eligible
for funding as a RAB administrative expense may, however, qualify and be eligible for
funding as technical assistance. '

As set forth in the final rule, 32 CFR Part 203, Section 203.10(b)(5), training for RAB
members is considered an eligible TAPP activity only where technical trainers on specific
restoration issues are determined appropriate in circumstances where RAB/TRC members
need supplemental information on installation restoration projects.

The references cited above are included in the RAB Reference Guide provided to all Kelly
RAB community members and their alternates in 2005.

11. Ms. La Grange requested that someone review the packets prior to the meeting.

A reproduction error in meeting packet materials for the November 8, 2005 TRS meeting
resulted in the even-numbered slides not being included in meeting participant handouts for

the Class 3 Modification presentation given by Ms. Norma Landez. This error did not Impact
the visual presentation but was an inconvenience to board members which we regret. As
discussed when the error was discovered, this briefing was a repeat of information provided

to all RAB members and their alternates during and following the October 18, 2005 RAB )

meeting. Additionally, a complete copy of the presentation slides was distributed to all
members the next day.

12. Mr. Quintanilla requested that EPA give a presentation at the January 2006 RAB
meeting explaining why Kelly is not a Superfund site.

This mformation has been provided to the Kelly RAB at previous meetings, and will not be
added to the January 2006 RAB agenda. Enclosed is a letter from Mr. Gary Miller, Senior -

Project Manager, Federal Facilities Section, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region
6, which responds to this request.

Attachments:
-2005 Annual Kelly Mailer

-ETI Fact Sheet — VOC Degradation Chemistry in the Presence of Granular Iron
-HRC Overview by Regenesis ‘

-GWTP Maintenance checklists

-EPA Superfund policy documents
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Please complete the survey on back and return to the address provided.

Kelly Restoration Advisory Board Meetings
Join us the second Tues and October at 6:30p.m.!

1 len
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envirometal
technologies

inc. | Technical Note 2.00

2005

VOC Degradation Chemistry in the Presence of Granular”‘Iron

In the presénce of granular iron, volatile organic compounds (VOC) degrade to nontoxic end
products. This abiotic process involvesrcorrosionb (oxidé’cion) of zero-valent iron (granular
iron) and reduction of dissolved chlorinated hydrocarbons. The process induces highly
reducing conditions that cause substitution of chlorine atoms by hydrogen in the structure of
chlorinated hydrocarbons. V

Chlorinated organics compounds, such as TCE are in an oxidized state because of the
presence of chlorine. Iron, a strong reducing agent, reacts with the chlorinated organic
compounds through eleétron transfers, in which ethane and chlorine are the primary products:
3Fe® — 3Fe + 66
C,HCI; + 3H" + 6¢” — C,H, +3CI )
3Fe® + CHCL; + 3H" — G, + 3Fe® +3CI |

The products of the dechlorination reaction that occur when in contact with granular iron are
chloride (CI'), iron (Fe*"), non-chlorinated (or less chlorinated) hydrocarbons and hydrogen.
When measurable, the chloride mass balances close to 100% are typically obtained in column
experiments; with granular iron and contaminated groundwaters. In the case of chlorinated
hydrodar’bons such as tetrachloroethene (PCE) and trichloroethene (TCE), dechlorination is
complete with ethene and ethane as the final carbon-containing compounds (Sivavec and
Horney, 1995; Orth and Gillham, 1996; Fennelly and Roberts, 1998). Ethene/ethane mass
balance of 80% and higher have been reported from closed-system tests with chlorinated
ethenes and ethanes (Sivavec and Horney, 1995; Fennelly and Roberts, 1998; Roberts et al.,
1996). /

Figure 1 shows two competing pathways for dechlorination of chlorinated ethenes in iron

_ systems; B-elimination and hydrogenolysis (Eykholt, 1998 and Arnold and Roberts, 2000).

The B-elimination pathway dominates the reactionE and produces chloroacetylene
intermediates, which are unstable and rapidly reduced to ethene (Roberts et al., 1996 and
Sivavec et al., 1997).

745 Bridge Street West, Suite 7 .
Waterloo, Ontario

Canada N2V 2G6

Tel: 519.746.2204

" Fax: 519.746.2209

Web page: www.eti.ca
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envirometal technologies inc. Techuical Note 2.00

[-Elimination Pathway

TCE J—>z;? Chloroacetylene - Acetylene

2¢" !

2 26" .
| - Cf bd .
o [N Ethane

2H
Hydrogenolysis /t';e,r
2¢, ’

. 2e, H'
cDCE T’ Ve Tc/l» Ethene

Figure 1. Tron degradation process for TCE. (Based on Arnold and Roberts, 2000) .

~ The hydrogenolysis pathway is a slower reaction during which lesser-chloriated

Hntermedlates are produced and subsequently degraded. For example, during degradation of
TCE, the intermediate products, cDCE and VC, are produced in the hydrogen01y51s pathway
(<10% of the initial TCE amount) and are also degraded.
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~ Roberts, A.L., Totten, L.A., Amold, W.A., Buris, D.R., and Campbell, T.J. 1996. Reductive
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Advanced Technologies for Groundwater Resources

Product

HRC is a polylactate ester that is specifically designed to slowly release lactic acid when
contacted with water.

Purpose

To time release lactic acid when hydrated which is then metabolized by subsurface microbes that indirect!y pfoduce hydr.oges
Hydrogen is a key ingredient in an anaerobic contaminant degrading process known as reductive dechlorination. Reductive
dechlorination is the mechanism by which chlorinated compounds are biodegraded.

Functionality

HRC is typically applied using direct-injection technigues. This process enables HRC to be pressure inject'ed intp the zone of
contamination and forced out into the aquifer. Once in the subsurface, HRC will reside within the soil matrix fueling reductive
dechlorination for up to 18 months through the slow release of lactic acid.

Product Specifications

A viscous, honey-like material rated at 20,000 centipoise
Composition: Tripolylactate and Glycerol
Non-hazardous, food grade. product

Packaged and delivered in 30 Ib. PVC buckets

Field Applications

» -Straight HRC application in excavations
e Direct-injection (most common) for source area and permeable reactive barrier applications

Benefits of Use

» Slow-release of lactic acid to support anaerobic microbial activity and produce hydrogen in 8 to 10 Nm range which is
optimal for reductive dechlorination

s Long-term source of lactic acid/hydrogen to the subsurface {up to 18 months)

s Clean, low-cost, non-disruptive application

e Not limited by presence of surface structures

e No Operations and Maintenance

e Faster and often lower cost than drawn out natural attenuation

e Complimentary product application design and site analysis from Regenesis

Application Considerations

o Longevity
o Distribution in the aquifer
e Viscosity/Pumping (Heating)

(C)2004 Regenesis, All Rights Reserved

http://www regenesis.com/products/hrc/ . 11/29/2005
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MONTHLY INSPECTION OF ZONE 4 SYSTEM

Power Reading

Equipment Task Description Remarks Initial
M-o_;_ ,H,,om Tl a. Visually check all nozzles for leaks and signs of corrosion.
qualization Tanks b. Visually check the base of the tank for corrosion, cracks and potential Jeaks.
T-03 a.  Visually check all nozzles for leaks and signs of corrosion. .
H202 Peroxide Tank | b. Visually check the base of the tank for corrosion, cracks and potential leaks.
¢.  Visually check for ultraviolet degradation of the tank walls,
P-01, P02 a. Check bearing temperature with a thermometer, not by hand. If bearings are running hot (over 180), it
Influent Feed Pump may be the result of too much lubricant. If change of lube does not work then disassemble and Em@moﬁ
] the bearings.
P-03, P04 a.  Check bearing temperature with a EQEoEQQ not by hand. If bearings are running hot (over 180), it
Effluent Feed Pump may be the result of too much lubricant. If change of lube does not work then disassemble and inspect
the bearings.. .
WEEU 505 a. Visually check all nozzles for leaks and signs of corrosions.
op F- b. Visually check the sump for cracks, potential leaks and debris
C. Check sump pump inlet ( clean impeller if required )
d. Clean sump strainer
Uv-02 a. Complete monthly Maint. Log (see Chapter 4 section 4.1 and Chapter 5 “Maintenance Checklist- \
UV OX System Monthly” in the Manufacturer’s O&M Manual.)
b. Inspect Quartz sleeves. (Clean if necessary )
C. Inspect UV lamps for any surface for any bulging and/or clouding. Corrective maintenance consists om
replacing deformed lamps and acid washing clouded lamps.
d. Check Rayox Reactor for sludge accumulation. Flushing the reactor may be necessary.
>.O-o~ a. Check percent “on” time. “On” time for each pump should be less than 70%. Verify alternation
Air Compressor sequence Compressors.
b. Inspect oil for contamination and change if necessary.
C. Check air distribution for leaks.
d. Operate safety valves.
€. Check and replace air filter. :
Inline air supply oiler | a.  Visually check for leaks and signs of corrosion.
b.  Visually check oil level fill if required.
¢.__ Drain water if present.
Safety a. Test safety interlocks Wet strip
T-02 high level
Low air pressure
Emergency stop

Inspection Conducted by:

Signature:

Date:




.
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WEEKLY INSPECTION OF ZONE 4 SYSTEM

Remarks:

Equipment - Task Description Initial
UV-0X a. Check Lamps (no. of starts / run time ) - Reactor 401
System Reactor 402
. Reactor 403

Safety a. Test safety interlocks

Sump pump a. Test operation
P-5 b. Note operating pressure from top of strainer
Peroxide tank . | a. Note peroxide level.
T-03 ,
AC-01 a. Check Air filter.
Air Compressor b. Check inline filter and drain water.
T-01 high level

Sump Pit high-high level -

Inspection Conducted by:

Signature:

Umﬁx‘




JECEN UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
S REGION 6
% 1445 ROSS AVENUE, SUITE 1200
M K DALLAS, TX 75202-2733
8
Y 1y
Norma Landez

Air Force Real Property Agency
AFRPA/DC-Kelly -

143 Billy Mitchell Blvd. Suite 1
San Antonio, Texas 78226-1816 -

Dear Mrs. Landez:

During the November §, 2005 Technical Review Subcommittee (TRS) meeting
questions arose concerning the National Priorities Listing (NPL) for Kelly Air Force
Base. Mr. Quintanilla requested the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) explain the
reason Kelly AFB was not listed on the NPL I have enclosed copies of responses to
similar requests in the past. '

In general EPA has deferred taking action under Superfund since RCRA
corrective action authorities under an existing permit are currently addressing the site.
Enclosed with the responses is a fact sheet that further explains the policy for deferring
Federal Facilities to the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act program.

Please provide copies of this response to the ‘Res'toration Advisory Board
members prior to the next TRS meet1ng If you have any questions please contact me at

214-665-8306.
ymly,

Gary W. Miller, P.E.
Senior Project Manager
Federal Facilities Section
EPA, Region 6

cc: Mr. Mark Weegar Texas Commission of Environmental Quality (w/o enclosures)
M. Robert Silvas, Community Co-Chair, Kelly AFB RAB
Ms. Abbi Power, TCEQ Reg1on 13, San Aritonio
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w i REGION 6 ]
¢ 1445 ROSS AVENUE, SUITE 1200 _
M 3 DALLAS, TX 75202-2733 SWR#_IS/7S6)
B poare ‘ .
| casimocy_[{ GRS
PROL.MGR __ /¥ {A‘Iﬂ.ﬁf} Giq_
February 7, 2001
{Tronotabla erl Prada . . .
ity of S¢n Autornio Council District 4 RECEIVED
PO Box 839966 ' | .
Antagio, TX 782833966 | FEB 12 2001
' - REMEDIATION DIVISON
Yreor Mr, Prad a: . . Correcfive Action Seetlon

This letter provides follow-up to your question to Ms. Lanra Stankosky of the U.S,
Iivirosmental Pratection Apency (EPA) at the City of San Antonio City Council meeting held
January 25,2001, You asked if Kelly Air Force Base (AFB) would be cleaned up under
Supeifund. Tam pleased 1o provide the following information which was-supplicd by the EPA
Sopesfund Division in response to this question from previous citizen and congressional
inquitries. . U R

Ttis the KEAs policy to address Pederal facilities snch as Kelly AFB under the Resource
Consirvation and Recovery Act (RCRA) rather than the Comprchensive Environmental
Responao, Cotapensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA), more comm only known as Superfund, if
carlsia eiitecia are mnet. These critaria are: 1) the CERCLA site is currently being addressed by
KORA Bubtitle C correetive action authortics under an existing enforceable order or permit
containing correciive action measurcs; -2) the response-under RCRA js progressing adequately;
and 3) the state and community support defirral of Natjonal Priorities List (NPL) listing. Tho
A uscs these criteria to aid in detcrmining whether or not to place a Federal facility on the
NPL, “These eriteria are outlined more fitlly in the enclosure | ncluded with this letter.
Additionally, anended Section 120(d) of CERCLA gives the EPA the discretion to withhold
MPL designation of a Federal facility cleanup action if the site is already subject {0 a Federal or
State elesiup plag, ' ' :

The Texas Natural Resource Canservation Commission (INRCC) is actively pursuing
correclive agtion at Kelly AFB under the aujhority of RCRA. The TNRCC will address c] ganup
afthe groundwator and golid waste management units through its RCRA permit program. The
VA as, therefore, deferred taking any further Superfund action at Kelly AFB, The EPA’s
duision nol to propose this site to the NPI, at this time, regardless of its Hazard Ranking Score,
I8 consistent with CERCLA and allows EPA 1o address other Superfund sites where no other
rechanisig is available. The EPA believes the TNRCC’s RCRA action will adequately address
the concems to which Supcefund would respond similarly and will be protective of public health
pad the envivonment, ' o

Fiozyckadifiacyolabla « Dinted wih Vogetabla Off Based knks on 100% Recyciod Papar (40% Posteansutmorn
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I have enclosed a fact sheet to provide additional information on the RCRA corrective
avtion measures, CEILCLA processes, and Base Closure decision. Should you have any
questigts or wisl to discuss this further please do not hesitate to contact rae at (214) 665-6785 or
have yone stalt contact M, Laora Stankosky at (214) 665-7525,

Stneerely,

/ -
/)/, L,j/i/ et e
~David Neleigh, (,h1éf
New Mexico - Federal
J ' Facilitics Section

enclosure

¢o:  Honorable Howard W Pcak, Mayor of San Antomo
- Williant Ryan, Kelly Air Force Base.
yMark Weynar, TNRCC -
Aligndl Power, TNRCC Region 13
- 1r, Gens1.ene, Kelly AFB RAB Communily Co-chair
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KELLY AIR ¥ORCE BASF., SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS

Kelly AirFores Base has been the subject of numerous investigations under the
Cowpreliensive Fnvironmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA) and the
Resouree Consatvation and Recovery Act (RCRA). These investigations have included the
exalvalion of nudtiple potential sources of contamination and risk assessments, On June 12,
1998, the Texas Natural Resource Conservation Coramission (TNRCC) issued KAFR a permit to
perfonu glosare rad post clasure care including RCRA corrective action measures. This pennit
atd corrective #otion plan were the result of extensive site investigations conducted by KAV in

- conjunclion with the 'INR(‘ C and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).

s Clos -zz-...,irtt.t.!swn.
Kelly Afr Force Basc was targeted for closure in 1995 by the Defensc Base Closure and
Aliginment Conumission, Section 102(h) (3) of CERCLA requircs that EPA agree that “all
 remechal action necessary to protect human health and the environment” has been taken and that
auy required rennady Is in place and operating successfully as a condition of transfer of Federal
_’pm’mty by deed at closing bases. Region 6 EPA is actively participating in the investigation
- progess of thoze propertics targeted for transfer and reuse, such as KAFB, and in the decision
‘making pmcess of final remedy selections. The Region i is a member of the Basc Realignment
and (‘Icanup Team and is active in the public parncxpauon process as a member of the
oonanuiily stakeholder’s Restoration Advisory Board (RAB) and Technical Review
Subeommittes.

a Asj;rmﬁag;;.im!g@ Maodi _j'_m\tmn to S‘mte Huardouq Waste Permit

el

A May 2000 letter from the United Statcs Air Force o thc owners/residents surrounding

Kelly Air Vorce base notified the owners/rosidents of an administrative modification to the
harardous waste peimit the TNRCC issued to KAFB, The administrative modification transfers
avmership and operational control of the hazardous waste permit from the San Antonio Air
Lng,mtc Center (a k.a. “active duty Air Force™) to the Air Force Base Conversion Agency (a.k.a.

“closing Air Fosce agancy’ ") through a Class 1 Permit Modification. The remediation efforts and
the clrmm, tequirements of the four RCRA-regulated units on Kd]y Air Force Base (E-3, SD-1,

- SA-2, aad 8- -&) ase not affected, .

—---

) n,n!)!lil “) for plulﬁf ‘

Both KeA :md e 'I“NRCC are aware of the fact that ground water contamination extends
b ymd the boundasiés 0F KAFB, Both agencies are providing technical assistance 1o the Air
¥orce in its invesiigation and evaluation of appropriate remedial alternatives to address all
‘impasted predia o 1t and off of the base, including offsite ground water contamination.

_l}u mintdng ﬂiu appropriale mix of remediation methods at a site can be a complex Process;

“Us. hnvrronmcntal Protaction Agetcy, Rogion 6, Dallas, Texus
Fobmacy 2, 2001
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cengaquantly, all viable romedial approaches or technologics to address the contamination must
Le evaluated, including monitored natural attenuation. In order to select alternatives, it must be
danaustiated that the sclocted remedy will be protective of human health and the environment.
To date, netther FI'A nor TNRCC has approved a remedy for any portion of the oflsite ground
watbst conbuninition. ' ‘ ' ' o

Rriovitiring Coreeclive Action Measures Under RCRA

, Kelly Air Force Base js a complex facility with numerous sites requiring remecdialion as
- acondition of buse closure. The U.S. Air Force is addressing all sites concurrently and has '
- committed fiscal 1csources to the successful closure of these sites. These units will be “closed”
as 4000 as restocation activities have been completed. The time necded to complete restoration
depaads on the complexity of the unit, : '

Diferving Fedaral Facilities to the Superfund Program

- There ara three oritetia fisted in EPA’s Interim Final Revisions.to Policy For Listing -
Vederul Feilities on the NPL (November 1997). LEPA usesthe criteria to aid in determining
whather or tiot 10 place a Federal facility on the NPL. S ‘

v - Fhg CURCLLA site is currently being addressed by RCRA Subtitle ¢ correciive
 pzlion authorilies under an existing enforceable order or permit contalning
cotrectiye sction measures, o
O June 12, 1998, the INRCC issued KAIE a permit to perform closure and post
- elosire care including RCRA corrective action. The compliance plon
caconspasses both on-vite units as well as any off-site contamination that has

Festilied from these wmils. It also provides a schedule Jor compliance.

* Dlharesponseunder RCRA is progressing adequately, ~
' Yhe LPA is working closely with the TNRCC and the U.S. Air Force to ensure
that restoration activities at XKAFB are progressing according to the compliance
plan amd fo ensure that all remedial actions are protective of humdn health cnd
the environment. Currently, the Air Force is conducting a “Base Wide Risk
- Assessiuent” that will encompass the risk to nearby population from both on-site
tid off-site contamination. '_ o '
. Ty slate and community support deferral of NPL listing. o
Since 1996, it has been FPA's policy to obtain concurrence from the Gavernor of
#7nd State or his designee prior 1o proposing a site to the NPL. The INRCC is the
elesignated RCRA authority and has issued a permit and complicmce plan to
KAl and the restoration is adequately progressing under their authority. Since
the restoration is progressing adequately wunder the Stetés authority, it is uttlikely
thet the State would support NPL inclusion of KAFB. In addition, the Interim
- Pinrd Revisions specify that it is the responsibility of the Federal facility and the

AT AT TR NS M M 4 e e e i e e -

UL, Environmental Profecfion Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas
February 2, 2001
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Stale to inforin the communify of the deferral and recommends that the Federal
Jucklity establish a Restoration Advisory Board (RAB) to facilitate comnnmity
concerns. The RAB at Kelly was established in November 1994 and is a key
componenl for public participation under the current base closure process. EP4
afficials regularly attend these meetings and are available lo answer questions
restarding the ongoing resioration activities at KAFB. The 1mplcmenfatlon of the
RAB coraplics with the public information requirements of the Interim Final

Revistons.

Llonetasion

GPA §s conlident thai these criteria have been met at KAFB and that the basis for the
Apznuy’s decision ta defer faking Superfund action at this facility is appropriate. |In addition,
- UPA blieves the State’s RCRA actions will adequately address the concerns to which Superfu nd
ould respond and will be protective of public health and the environment.

T "“" US. Enviccamentad Frotection Agcncy Rcmon 6, Dallag, Texax
: - Folruary 2, 2001
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Dear Mr, Quintardlla:
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tae for a reply.,

As stated in the Ay aust 20, 1999, Petitioned Public Health Assessment for Kelly AFB,

- Public Commant virsion, the ATSDR does note that elevated cancers, for leukemia, fiver, Kidney
pad coevical eancor, werg found in at least one of the initia] zip code areas evaluated (78237,
78211, and 78228). "The ATSDR states that it is unknown what cohtributions, if any, past air
sessslons may have made towards these elevated cancers, Similarly, the ATSDR. noies that one
2p sode evaluated neur Kelly AFB had elevations in the number of Jow birth Wweight babies and
chikireu born witl o specific birth defect, However, ATSDR goes on to say that these outcomes
1859 6ol previausly heen associated with contaminants at the levels currently measured at Kelly
AT Turher evaluwations of specific health outcomes, such as cancer, birth defects and low bigth

- oaiglity fn zip cogdes around ¥ elly AVB, continne to be evaluated, Because the commupity

“sonthines to have concerns gbout their health, the San Antonio Metropolitan Health District will
be: offuring & saties of elinies to comununities in the targeted areas with free health screening, For

Hore Intornation on {lis upeoming activity, please contact the San Antanio Metropolitan Health

<

Disdxiet,

7 1 have caclnged a fact shéet discussing basé clostre, corrective action raeasures under the

.

Ressouree Consecvalion and Recovery Act (RCRA), and EPA’s decision to defer this site under
Superfind. As we bave siated in previcng fesponses to'you, EPA has deferred taking action

!

Tiecycladifiaey dluhla « Piysd with Vegetatia O Based kiks oa 100% Reaydad Paper (40% Posteonsumer)
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vider Supsriad, wnd wo have no plans to finalize an HRS to propose KAFRB to the NI at this
tuse. TF In the future, we determine that proposing Kelly is warranted, we will finalize a Hazacd
Rankag Seore in order 1o complete the NPI, proposal process. :

T am confident the State’s RCRA actions will adequately address the concerns to which
Superfund wonld respoud and that the actions will be protective of public health and the
cavironment, 6T may be of Rurther assistance, please let me know., '

Sincerely yours,

P s . )@““4’ |
- Myron Q. Knidson, P.E.
Director
- Superfund Division

. Encloswe
cer Texas Natural Resource
! Consgvation Cornmission
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K_E_ (1Y AIR FORCE BASE, SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS

Kelly Alc T'orce Base has been the subject of numerous investigations under the
Covspreheasive Environmental Response, Compensation and Ligbility Act (CERCLA) and the -
Resource Consai vation and Recovery Act (RCRA). These investigations have included the
cvaliation of moltiple potential sources of contaroination'and risk assessments, On June 12,
1898, the Texas Nahiral Resoutce Conservation Commission (TNRCC) issued KAFB 2 permit to
B form ¢losure wnd post closure care including RCRA. cortective action measures. This pcrmlt
snd doviective action plin were the result of extensive site investigations conducted by KAFB in
toufmction with the TNRCC and the'U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).

Rase Closnre Detision

._,_.,._..

Kelly Air Farce Dase was targeted for closure in 1995 by the Defense Base Closure and
Aligament Conwuission, Section 102(h) (3) of CERCLA requires that EPA agree that “all
remedial action nescssary to protect human health and the environment” has been taken and that
riy 1 equired runociy is in place and operating successfully as a conditian of transfer of Federal
propacty by deed at closing bases. Region 6 EPA is actively participating in the investigation

process of fhose properties targeted for transfer and reuse, such as KAFB, and in the decision

»

mtiing process of fival remedy selections. The Region is a member of the Base Realignment
arvl Civanup Tenm and 1s active in the pubhc,pa:ﬂcipatmn process as a member of the
conwamity stalecholder’s Restoration Advisory Board (RAB) and Technical Review
Subeonmitlee,

Adiinisirative Wodification to State Hazardous Waste Permit

A May 2000 letter from the Uniicd States Air Force to the owners/residents surrounding

~ Kelly Al Fogee baye notified the owners/residents of an administrative rnodification to the

hazardons waste parmit the TNRCC issued to KAFB. The administrative modification transfers

ownership zied opecational control of the hazardous waste permit from the San Antonio Air

T.ogistic Cenler (s.k.a. “active duty Air Force™) to the Air Farce Base Conversion Agency (a k.a. |
“closing Alr Foree agency™) through & Class 1 Permit Modification. The remediation efforts and

i c’usms.. requirements of the four RCRA-regulated units on Kelly Air Force Basc (E-3, SD-1,

5 A2, el 8-8) are not affected.

ol Water Flupe

/ Both B1?A and the TNRCC are aware of the fact that ground water contamination extends
ha jond the boundariss of KAFB, Both agencies are providing technical assistance to the Air
Faree in its investigation and evaluation of appropriate remedial alternatives to address all
timpacted nedia o and off of the base, including offsite pround water contamination
Tyetermjning the appropriate mix of remediation methads at a site can be 2 complex process;

Us. Envirenmemal Pralertion Agency, Region 6, Dadtag, Taxs
Foly 21,2000
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congequently, olf viable remedial approaches or technologies to address the contamination nust
~ be evalnated, inclading monitored natural attepnation. In order to select alternatives, It.myst be
Jewonstrated that the selecied remedy will be protective of human health and the environment.

Vo date, noither EPA nor TNRCC has approved 2 remedy for any portion of the o&'sxte ground
w.*kr contamination.

_'i?_x;,igr_ijj'{;iq; garrective Action Measures Under RCRA

hc‘lly Air Yorce Base is a complex facility W1th nUmerous sntes rcquumg remediation as
a condition ofbase closure, The U.S. Air Force is. addressing all sites concurrently aod has
comtmtied fiscal resources ta the successful closure of these sites.  These units will be “closed”
&S S000 as Feslacation aclivities have been completed, The time needed to complete restoration
dcpands o the complexity of the unit,

!J.‘ﬂw n“m Fhlc;'sd Facilities to the RCRA Proemm

: §) hcré ate three criteria listed in EPA's Interxm Fmal Rewsxons to Policy For Listing
Fedauu Vacilities on the NPL (November 1997). EPA uses the criteria to ald in determxmng
whia a Federal fucility may not be placcd on the NPL because the cleanup is being conducted
pursaant b RORA subtitle C corrective action authorities (‘RCRA/NPL deferral for Federal
!.u"ml\y SUL )

’ The CERCLA site is currently being addressed bzRCRA Subtitle C carrective

[0 A A

attion authorities undsr an existing enforceable order or gemut containing

; corrective action measures,
On Jime 12, 1998, the TNRCC issued KAFB a permit fo perform closure and post
- elosure care including RCRA corrective action. The compliance plan
- enompasses both on-site units as well as any off-site contamination that has
resulied from these units, It also provides.a schedule for compliance,
. ‘Ihe respanse under RCRA is proeressing adequately,
The EPA is working closely with the TNRCC and the U.S. Air Force to ensure
thad reslomtian activities ai KAFB are progressing according fo the complianice
Pien and to ensure that all remedial actions are protective of huinem health and
the envirormtent. Currently, the Air Force is conducting a “Base Wide Risk
Assessmend” that will encompass the risk to nearby population from both on«m‘e
. and uff~site coniamination. =
. Yhe state and comnmunity support deferral of NPL listing,
Siree 1996, it has been EPA’s policy to obiairn concurrence from the Gavernar of
thy State or his designee prior to proposing a site to the NPL. The TNRCC is the
designated RCRA authorify and has issued a permit and compliance plan to
KAEB and the restoration is adequately progressing under their duthority. Since .
tie restoration is progressing adequately under the States authority, it is unlikely

LI VN N

s En\funnmcntal Eratection Agency, R:m.nnﬁ Dallasg, Texas
’ )‘uly 21 2000
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thess the State would support NPL inclusion Of KAFB. In addition, the Interin
Fincil Revisions specify that it is the responsibility of the Federal Jacility and the
Stadz to lform the cotmunity of the deferral and recommends that the Federal

Jazility establish a Restoration ddvisory Board (RAB) 1o facilitate community
corcerns. The RAB at Kelly was established in November 1994 and is a ke 'y
componeint for public participation under the current base closure process. EPA
officials regularly attend these meetings and are available to enswey questions
rogurding the ongoing restoration activities at KAFB, The implementation of the
RAB complies with the public Information requirements of the Interim Final

. ~~:F;'£’151;s‘ians'.' oo T - : . ) T

Couclusion

EPAis confident that these criteria have been et at KAFR and that the basis for the
Ageasy’s decision to defer taking Superfund action at this facility is appropriate, In addition,
B4 belivves the State’s RCRA actions will adequately address the concerns to which Superfund
watld 1espond and will be pratective of public health and the environment, :

T U Finiranmiental Brotection Agency, Region 6, Dalim, Toms
July 21,2000
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Near Mr. Quintanilla ' l L_

! 4

'h“h«—h
Sl‘Ftns;r' > CLEANLE

JThanl: you for yoor June 3, 2000, letler to Admmxst?‘ator’Caroi—B )nccmmg Kelly Air
¥ mu, Tase located in San Antonjo, Texas. In your Jetier you expressed concern about the cusrent
PLOLIeSS of Resotwres € m\s‘.rvallon and Recovery Act (RCRA) corrective action actwmcs at Kelly Air

- Fogro Hass (K ATB) and rajsed spccxﬁc questions concerming ongoing RCRA corrective aclton
DICASUTEA. You also asked for clarification of the U.S, Environmental Protection Agency s (EPA)
dacision (o de for Supye 1fund action at KAFB, and you ask EPA, to list the sitc on the Supurfmul

- Ny tmml Prioities List. Iecanse these matters fall w;lhm my regloml Jurv;dxctmn your letter was

-l\—fuhd lmm‘ fmu réply. '

" Thave énelosed a fict sheet dxqcumng basc closure, correcnvc qcuon measurcs undcr RCRA,
et K IFA’s teeision ta defor this site under Superfund. 1am confident the State’s RCRA actians will
b ‘ntely addeess (e coneerns to which Supcrﬁmd would respond and 111at thcy will be protccu ve of

, puhhr., feaalih and the envirowaent. '

Hhope this information is helplul to you, 1fTmay be of furth_er‘assiétaﬁt_je,' pleasc let me know, -

~ Sincerely yours, ‘ | ,
181 Lynda Carroll - A -
© RECEwEp
~ Gregg A. Cooke AU 08 200
- Repional Administrator REMED;. ATION Dnr’l&()m

Fnclosuee _

"5 cwrTesss Matival Resonrce
/ - Couopvalion Comnission

Recyrladiitvaycigblo « Prinled with Vogetable Off Based loks on 100% Recycied Papar (40% Pozlconaunsw)
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Kelly Air iorce Basc has bcen the subjeot of numerous investigations under the
(,cm\prc.hf,mwu Hnwvironmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCILA) and the
Resauree Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Thesc investigations have included the evaluation
shwnaliiple potential sourees of contamination and risk assessments.  On June 12, 1998, the Texas
Natural Resource Conselvation Commission (T NR(,(,) issued KAI*B a permit o perfonn closure and
post closuse care including RCRA corrective action measurcs. This permit and corrective action plan
wore the resnlt of extensive site investigations conducted by KAFB in conjunction wilh the TNRCC
andl the UGS, Invironmental Protection Agency (FPA).

a

Boep ]1‘;“?1!‘6 Bacisiar
I\(‘Hy Air Farce Base was tarpeted for closure in 1995 by thc Defense Basc (,lostm. and
Al piraent Coramission, Section 102(h) (3) of CERCLA requires that EPA agree that “all remedial
Action necessary to protect human health and the eavironmen t" has bcx.n taken and that any requited -
1enucdy is fo plice aad operating successfully as a condition of transfc1 of ¥ cderal property by deod at
closing bases, Keplon 6 EPA is actively pammpahug in the mvcshgatmn pmcoss of those prapertics
tnrgeted for rransfer and reuse, such as KAFRB, and in the decision making process of final remedy
selevtions. The Rygzion is a member of the Base Realignment and Cleanup Team and is active in the
- mblis participation process as a member of the community stakeholder’s Restoration Adwsory Board
B (1\/\15) wl T Lclmu.al RPchw Subcomnuttet.

[g;{q}i:}};‘.j}‘:;}iqo [\_1(_ difivation fo State Hazavrdous Waste ]’ermit -

A May 2000 leticr from the United Stalos Air Force to the owners/residents surrounding Kelly
Adr Force base natifted the owners/residents of an administrative modification to the hazardous waste
pecmit ihe TNRCC jssuedto KAFB. The administralive modification transfers ownership and
wmdxoml control of the hazardons waste permit from the San Antonio Air Logistic Cenier (sl
Yautive duty Alr Foree™) to the Air Force Base Conversion Agency (aka, “closing Air Force agency™)
thtougdi a Class 1 JTennit Modification, The remediation efforts and the closure requirements o' the four
~kenr ~rc&,u!ntcd nnils on Kelly Air l'orcc, Base (Li-3, SD-1, SA-2, and S-8) arc not affected.

.i’nf.k'«}_'a,e;k,.&.!_&‘v’.atai:.Pii‘mﬁ.a‘:

- Both EPA ind the NRCC are awarc of the fact that ground water contanumnon extends
beyom! the boundarics of KAFB.  Both agencies are providing technical assistance to the Air Force i in
fis duvestigation and evaluation of appropriate remedial alternatives to address all impacted mnedia on

sod off o the base, toclnding offsite ground waler contamination. Dejermining the appropriate mix of
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temedintion incthods at a site can be a comiplex process; consequently, all viable remediaf approaches
or fech nologics to address the contamination must be evaluated, inchuding monitored natural aticniiation.
In f:xr‘d\"r to seleot ulternatives, it must be demonstrated that the selecled remedy.will be protective of
toman Leglth wand the environment. To date, neither EPA nor TNRCC has approved a remedy {or any
- potlion of the oftsite ground water contarnination.

wa K0 ¥

Pringsilizing Corvective Action Measures Under RCRA

Kelly Air Focce Basc is a complex facility with numerous sites requiring remediation as a
somdition of bage closure. The U.S. Air Forcc is addressing all sites concurrently and has commitiod
o fisea) r¢nourees o the suecesslul closure of these sites, These units will be “closad” as soon ag
tesloration activitios have boen completed. The time needed to completc restoration depends ou the
vomploxity of the unit. ’

Bolorring Pegdey a Taellities to the RCRA Prograin '

. dhewe methree eriteria listed in EPA’s Tnterim Final Revisions to Policy For Listing Federal
Faailitics on the NI, (Noveraber 1997). EPA uses the criteria to aid in determining when a Federal

" facitity niay not be placed on the NPL because the cleanup is being conducted pursuant to RCRA
seltitle C correetive action authoritics (“RCRA/NPI, deferral for Federal facility sitcs™),

. JThy CERCLA site is currently being addressed by RCRA Subtille C correclive action
‘ awhorities under dn existine enforceable order or permit containing corrective action
MOGRYIES, A
" OnJune 12, 1998, the TNRCC issued KAVB a permit lo perform closure and post
closiw care including RCRA corrective aetion. The compliance plan :
cncoipasses both on-site units as well as any off-site contaminarion that has
rexulted from these units. Jt also provides a schedule for compliance. "
. jh{e‘f‘g;g:pb nse nder R( ‘RA is progressing adequately.
' The IPA Ts working closely with the TNRCC and the U.S. Air Force to ensyre
that yestoration activities at KAFB are progressing according to the compliance
e aud to eusyre that all remedial actions are protective of human health and
the civiranment. Currently, the dir Force is conducting a “Base Wide Risk
Assexsinent” that will encompass the risk tp nearby population from both on-sire
and offsitc contamination.
. The state and community support deferral of NPL listi ng.
Sireew 1996, it has been EPA's policy to obtain concurrence from the Governor of
the Stute or his designee prior to proposing a site to the NPL, The TNRCC is the
designated RCR authority and has issued a perinit and compliance plan fo
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The INRCC is the destgnated RCRA authority and has issued a permit and compliance plan to
KAER anit the restoration iy adequately progressin g under their authority. Since the restoration
B progressing adequately under the States authority, it is unlikely that the State would support
NUL ivelusion af KAFB. In addition, the Interim Final Revisions specify that it is the
¢oxponsibifi v of the Federal facility and the State to inform the community of the deferral and
Fevominend s that the Federal facility establish Restoration Advisory Board (RAB) to facilitals
coriaunily congeras. The RAB at K clly was established in November 1994 and is a key
eomponen) for public participdtion under the current base closure process. EPA officials
regtilerly wttend these meelings and are available to answer guestions regarding the ongoing
“iestopdtion activilies at KAVB. The implementation of the RAB complies with the public’
information requivoments of the Interim F inal Revisions. - :

Conclpsiog

BPAis confident that these criteria have been met at KAVB and that the basis for the Agency’s
deeislon to defeg taki ng-Superfund action at this facility is appropriate. In addition, EPA belicves the
Slare’y RURA actions will adequately addross the conoems to which Superfund would respond and
will be protective of public health and the environment. : . T
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i 2% *‘*:c) NiTLD STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PHOTEG"HON AGENCY
5 ooege & REGION & »
7 -S\lg ! 1445 ROSS AVENUE, SUITE 1200
%, & DALLAS, TX 75202-2733
gt -

MAY 24 2000

Mo, Ry m:mr‘lo G Quiatdnllla
70 Lxistel Green-
Sap Antondo, WX 78209-1899

Ber  Froedem of Information Act Request (6)RIN-0568-00
flany Mr. nuintanllld. A |

'Iimm" you for your Freedom of Information act request
dated March 13, 2000, for information on the Kelly Air-Force
_g’hz & f’aa..llity (TX?::71724333) . located in San Antonio, Texas,
I*I"?CN:JCdlly.--' . .

* Dcmmonts scoring the abov:a-mentioned sxte as a National
Priority Li st (NPL) facility;

% »T;eva-l» or contammatlon,
- ’hc :4£:Eected receptcrs (population and ecosystem) ;

& Th rmat_hways through Whlch the contamlnation m:Lght
1ermh tne rereptors 7 -

o Scores es beadmg 28.5 using the Hazard Ranking System
C mey ;- needing 28 | - R 4

» . Dooumsnts cxdéluding the facility as an NPL site or
bacause Cangress has given the Governor of Texas the
pawul o keep the site off the NPL List; ' .

w hocu .wht listing those hot spots or plumes that raise
The seore to 28.5 or above score; and :

v+  Dog u.ﬁa..fﬁ.f’ llsting the entire fac:LlJ.ty from fence line to
fenge - 11m= to 28. 5 sCore or above. ,

Intsthat Address (URAL) » hitp:/iwww.spa.gav
Frozy clucditaeyotihle » Privted wilh Vegoloble Ol Based ke on Recyeled Papet (Miclansm 25% Posfeorsurhar)
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In compliance with your request, we are enclosing .copies of

&

£

[+

Ehe follawing available documents:

Memory rndam from Timothy Fieldé, Jr., Acting Assistant
Admivistrator Office of Selid Waste and Emergency

Rexponse, to Regional Adminjstrators Regions I-X dated -

July 25,_1997;Hsuhjact:,-Cocrdinating with the States on

" Retional Priorities List Decisions-Issite Resolution

Procaens;

The United states Environmental Prétection Agency

40 CFR part 300 [FRL—-5925-3]: “The National

Prioritiss list for Uncontrolled Hazardous Waste sites,
Iisting and peletion Policy for Federal Facilities;

- Tha nited States Environmental Ptétectiongggéhcy .
~40 CFR part 300: ‘“Amendment to National 0iland . .-
~Hazardous Substances contingency Plan, National

Priorfties List [SW-FRL-2973-2] 51 FR 21054 ‘dated
Jurne 10:,3985F, _ A - ca FUL :

Mamovandum from Elliott P. Laws, Assistant ™
Adwinistirator, office of Solid Waste and Emergency
Response to Regional Administrators, Region I-vil, IX, X,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region VITI, subject: '

Coordinating with the States on National Priorities List

Dacisiong, dated November 14, 1595; _
filte Assessment Report dated August 16, igssfrahd

Prelivinary Assessment Report dated August 4, .19s0.

L We are uvnable o provide you with certain documents,
i porkions of doouments, which have been determined to be
Wempt, £ om wmandatory diseclosure in accordance with
ﬂ;?is.ciﬁ 552(b) (5)& (7). - Tha following documents are being .
withheld: —

&

Memorandunr frowm Thomas Lensing, Jr., FIT Biologist, to
Dave Winemar, Region VI RPO, thru XK. H. Malone, Jx.;
FITOM, dated December 7, 1987, subject:. Final Hazard
Ranking Systen (HRS) package for Kelly AFB, '

Ean Antonio, Texas, TDPD #F06~8709-14 (TX257172433)

(2 nages); and ’ ‘

Haward Ranking System Paékage, Kelly Alr Force Base,
San antonio, TX (Bexar County) , dated December 7, 1987,
(1085 payes). : ' -
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You may uppeal this initial denial by addressing, within
39 days of your receipt of this letter, your written appeal
L the Fresdon of Information Officer, (1105), United States
Eauvivonwental Protection Agency, Ariel Rios Building,
1200 Pormuylvania Avenue, N. W., Washington, D.C. 20460.
¥ouy appeal should include the RIN number listed above, the
dats of This determination, and my name, title and address.

It is ¥PA's policy to address Federal facilities such as
Krlly adr Foreoe Base under the Resource Conservation and Recovery
Aot (RCRAY rather than Superfund. Amended Section 120(d) of
CYROIA glve €P3 the discretion to withhold Naticnal Priority List
(1L} designation of a Federal facility cleanup action if the
wite ia already subject to a Federal or State cleanup plan.

Tue Texas Matural Resource Conservation Commission (TNRCC) is
actively pursuing corrective action at Kelly Air Force Base under -
the authority of RCRA. The TNRCC will address corrective action
of the ground water and solid waste management units through its
RCUA permit prograuw. We have, therefore, deferred taking any
Further Superfund action, a decision which is consistent with
- CERCLA.  The Keglonl!s decision not to propose:this site to the
Ml now ol in the future, regardless of its Hazard Ranking Score,
t2 conmistent with CERCLA and allows EPA to address other
Yiuperfund aitées where no other wechanism is available. The EPA
bielieves tha Statels RCRA action will adequately address the
Jtoncerng to which Superfund would respond and will be protective
;¢ publiec hesxlth and the environment. '

- L€ you eghould have any gquestions or need additional
information, please contact Susan Webster, Site Assessment Team

Lebder, Superfund Division at (214) 665-6784.

Sincerely yours,

' ;%ﬁ j

Lynga F. Carroll |
Asslstant Regional Administrator
for Management '

Funlosuras




KELLY AR # 3227

October 18, 2005
Kelly Restoration Advisory Board (RAB) Meeting
Kennedy High School, Cafeteria
1922 S. General McMullen
San Antonio, Texas 78226

Draft Meeting Minutes

RAB Community Member Attendees:
Mr. Robert Silvas, Community Co-Chair
Ms. Esmeralda Galvan

Ms. Coriene Hannapel

Ms. Henrietta LaGrange

Mr. Nazarite Perez

Mr. Armando Quintanilla

Mr. George Rice

Mr. Michael Sheneman

Ms. Carol Vaquera

RAB Government Member Attendees:

Mr. Adam Antwine, Installation Co-Chair

Ms. Kyle Cunningham, San Antonio Metropolitan Health District (SAMHD)
Mr. Mark Lyssy, Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region VI

Mr. Gary Martin, Greater Kelly Development Authority (GKDA) ,
Mr. Mark Weegar, Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ)

Other Attendees:

- Dr. David Smith, Facilitator

Ms. Sonja Coderre, Air Force Real Property Agency (AFRPA)
Mr. Todd Colburn, AFRPA Contractor
Ms. Larisa Dawkins, AFRPA

‘Mr. Ben Galvan, Commumty Member

Mr. Troy Gorizalez, AFRPA Contractor

Ms. Laura Guerrero-Redman, AFRPA Contractor

Ms. Tanya Huerta, Community Member

Ms. Linda Kaufman, Public Center for Environmental Health (PCEH)
Ms. Norma Landez, AFRPA

M. Sam Murrah, Community Member

Ms. ‘Abigail Power, TCEQ (Alternate for Mr. Mark Weegar)

Ms. Heather Ramon-Ayala, AFRPA Contractor

Mr. William Ryan, AFRPA 4

Mr. Eduardo Salinas, AFRPA Contractor

The meeting began at 6:36 p.m.

Page 72 of 108
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I. Introduction — Dr. David Smith

Dr. Smith began the meeting by welcoming RAB members and other attendees. The meeting
~ started with the Pledge of Allegiance, followed by a moment of silence. Dr. Smith then reviewed
the agenda items for the evening and the RAB meeting packets which included:
" Signed Minutes, December 2004 — September 2005
- ALS Executive Summary and Bilingual Fact Sheet
“TCEQ Letter (13 Sep 05) - Leon Creek Fish Kill”
June, July, August BCT Minutes
Presentation — Overview of RAB
Presentation — Election Process
Candidate Forms : ‘
Recent Responses to Requests for Information (RFIs) and Freedom of Informat1on Act
(FOIA) Requests
Recent TCEQ Correspondence Filed at the Information Repos1tory
News Clips
Presentation - Class 3 Modification to Compliance Plan 50310

»

Dr. Smith informed RAB members who were interested 1n part1c1pat1ng in the appomtment
process needed to notify the RAB Community Co-Chair.

I1. Community Comment Period — Dr. David Smith

No comimunity comments were made.

III. AFRPA Update

- A. Mr. Antwine provided an AFRPA Update. Mr. Antwine discussed the ALS study conducted
by the Air Force Institute for Operational Health (AFIOH), and copies provided by AFIOH were
distributed to RAB members. Mr. Antwine also stated a major milestone had been reached with

the completion of the final off-base permeable reactive bamer and followed that d1scuss1on with
a fiscal year 2005/2006 update.

B. Ms. Landez provided a Class 3 Modification briefing.

Ms. Landez reviewed slides for the Class 3 Modification bneﬁng Whlch were mcladed in RAB
packets. .

Mzr. Quintanilla asked to be provided w1th the costs mvolved in the Class 3 Mod1ﬁcat1on to the
Compliance Plan for Zones 4 and 5.

Mr. Silvas asked for the public comment deadline for the Class 3 Modification public meeting.

C. Ms. Landez provided a BCT Update.

108"
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Ms. Landez informed the RAB the BCT meeting had Just occurred several hours prior to the
RAB meeting, 18 October 2005.

D. Ms. Landez provided the Spill Report.

Ms. Landez provided an overview re garding a spill which occurred at the Zone 4 Groundwater
Treatment Plant. No other spills were reported. ' o

IV Overview of the RAB Presentation — Ms. Sonja Coderre
~ Ms. Coderre provided a RAB member presentation. The slides for this presentation were
included in the RAB meeting packets. Items covered in this presentation mcluded RAB mission
and purpose, RAB composition and RAB member roles. : '
V. Explanation of the Voting Process — Ms. Laura Guerrero-Rédmén
Ms. Guerrero-Redman provided an explanation of the RAB voting process. The slides for this
presentation were included in the RAB meeting packets. Items covered in this presentation
included RAB composition, terms of office, candidate introductions and open positions on the
Kelly RAB. o
A brea.k ocqurred at 8:20 p.m. The rheeting reconvened at 8:30.p‘.m;
VL. Local Candidate Elections — Ms. Laura Guerrero-Redman and David Smith
M. Perez gave a presentation seeking re-appointment for two additional consecutive years.
Mr. Sheneman gave a presentation seeking re-appointment for two additional consecutive ‘years.
Local Cvo'mmum'ty Candidates:
- Mr. Perez was reappointed with nine votes.
Mr. Sheneman was reappointed with eight votes.
VII. All Other Candidate Elections — Ms. Laura Guerrero-Redman and Dr. David Smith
Ms. Galvan gave a presentation seeking re-appointment for two additional consecutive years.
Other Community Candidates:
Ms. Galvan was reappointed with nine votes.

" Dr. Smith reminded the reappointed RAB members their new terms would begin 1 January 2006.
He also informed the RAB there were now six open seats on the RAB.

108




KELLY AR # 3227 Page 75 of

VIII Voting Results/Announcements of 2006 Community RAB Members — Ms. Laura
Guerrero-Redman : :

Reappointed RAB members were announced. Mr. Sheneman, Mr. Perez, and Ms Galvan were
reappointed. No new members were appointed to, the Kelly RAB.

'IX. Meeting Wrap-Up

Mr. Antwine provided notice to the RAB about a new provision approved by TCEQ regarding
early transfer of property.

Mr. Antwine and fellow RAB members also thanked Mr. George Rice and Ms. Carol Vaquera
for their service on the Kelly RAB. :

Mr. Silvas addressed several action items for the AFRPA to address.
e Bring in Brooks to brief the RAB on the ALS Report. ‘
e Include the approval of signed minutes, December 2004 — September 2005, as an agenda
item for the November Executive Committee meeting.
Have Mr. Bill Hall brief the RAB on the Zone 4 Groundwater Treatment Plant sp1ll
which occurred 5 October 2005.
Address the issue of having Ms. Wilma Subra provide a presentation at no cost to the

Mr. Quintanilla requested a briefing on the Air Force Community Involvement Plan be added to
the agenda for the J anuary 2006 RAB

X. Meetlng Ad] ournment

Mr. Antwine moved for adjowrnment. Mr. Sheneman seconded the motion. The motlon was
voted on by the RAB, nine for and none opposed. '

The meeting adjourned at 9:15 p.m..

Robert Silvas - - Adam Antwine
Community Co-Chair ' Installation Co-Chair
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November 8, 2005
Technical Review Subcommittee (TRS) Meeting
of the Kelly Restoration Advisory Board (RAB)
Environmental Health & Wellness Center
911 Castroville Road
San Antonio, Texas 78237

DRAFT Meeting Minutf:_s

RAB Community Member Attendees:

Mr. Robert Silvas, Community Co-Chair

Ms. Nancy Garcia (Alternate for Mr. Ruben Martmez)
Mr. Rodrigo Garcia

Ms. Coriene Hannapel

Ms. Henrietta LaGrange

Mr. Nazarite Perez

Mr. Armando Quintanilla

Mr. Michael Sheneman

RAB Government Member Attendees:

Ms. Kyle Cunningham, San Antonio Metropolitan Health D1stmct (SAMHD) (Alternate for Ms.
Melanie Ritsema)

Mr. Gary Miller, Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region VI
Mr. Mark Weegar, Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ)

Other Attendees:

Dr. David Smith, Facilitator

Ms. Sonja Coderre, Air Force Real Property Agency (AFRPA)
Mr. Todd Colburn, AFRPA Contractor

Mr. Chris Cunanan, Community Member

Ms. Norma de los Santos, Community Member

Mzr. Alan Ferell, SAMHD

Ms. Bianca Guerrero, Community Member

Mr. Bill Hall, AFRPA

Ms. Norma Landez, AFRPA

Mr. Greg Lyssy, EPA Region VI (Alternate for Mr. Gary Miller)
Mr. Eduardo Martinez, AFRPA Contractor

Ms. Abigail Power, TCEQ (Alternate for Mr. Mark Weegar)
Ms. Heather Ramon-Ayala, AFRPA Contractor

Ms. Carol Yzaguirre, Community Member

The meeting began at 6:36 p.m. -
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I. Imtroduction — Dr. David Smith

Dr. Smlth began the meeting by Welcommcr RAB members and other attendees. Dr. Smith then
reviewed the agenda items for the evening and the RAB meeting packets which included:

Draft 18 October 2005 Meeting Minutes

Final 18 October 2005 BCT Minutes

Documents to the TRS/RAB /

(2) TCEQ Letters to Mr. Antwine, Re: Class 2 Compliance Plan Modification
September Action Item Report

October Action Item Report

Presentation I — 5 October 2005 East Kelly GWTP Spill

Presentation II - Class 3 Modification to Compliance Plan 50310

Media clipping, Re: Leon Creek Fish Kill

Ms. Hannapel gave a public comment regarding AFRPA mailings to the community, and
provided AFRPA with a list of the following action items:

Could you provide a copy of the recent mailing to RAB members?

Were these 12,000 people informed of the recent leak of contammated water that went
mto Six Mile Creek? If not, why not? -
Regarding the Zone 5 GWTP Fact Sheet which is on the AFRPA website:

o Please provide documentation for the statement that chlorinated solvents break

"~ down into “carbon dioxide, water, and the mineral chloride.”

o Please provide documentation that lactate, a substance used in enhanced
bioremediation, is a “substance like ve getable o0il.”

o Please provide evidence for the statement that “Kelly is not the source of the PCE
plume.” .

Regarding the Zone 4 Fact Sheet which is on the AFRPA website:

o Please explain what is meant by “impermeable clay and rock” that separates the
groundwater from the Edwards Aquifer. How can rock and clay be impermeable
to water and substances that are dissolved in it? .

o Please comment on the Air Force documents mentioned by George Rice at the
last RAB meeting indicating that contaminated groundwater has, in fact, already
leaked into the Edwards Aquifer.

In your mailings to the community, has the AF ever acknowledged the role of Mr
Armando Quintanilla in proving that the contamination had gone beyond the AF base and
into the community? If not, why not?

It appears from the fact sheets and community bulletins on your website that there are no
dangers to the affected community. This may be why no one from the community 1s
attending the RAB meetings. In your mailings to the affected population, have you
included documents similar to the ATSDR and EPA statements on PCE and TCE and
their role as probable carcinogens? If not, why not?

Have their been malhngs to the community that breakdown products such as vinyl
chloride are now in the groundwater at sites such as E-3? If not, why not?
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Mr. Silvas asked if other RAB members would like to make a comment.

Mr. Rodrigo Garcia gave public comment regarding poor government work and requesting
resignations from everyone at AFRPA.

II. Administrative

A. Ms. Landez provided a BCT Update. Ms. Landez informed everyone no BCT meeting took

place the day of this meeting, but that minutes from the 18 Oct 2005 BCT meeting were included
in RAB packets. ‘

B. Ms. Landez discussed recent documents to TRS/RAB. Documents which will be placed in the
Co-Chair Library at the Environmental Health & Wellness Center following the meeting are as
follows: 1) TCEQ Letter to AFRPA on Closure of Two AST at Bldg 53, Four VAST at Bldgs

375, 1417, 1544 & 1679. 2) TCEQ Letter to AFRPA on Site Inspections of AST Located at
various buildings. A

C. Action Item Reports from the 13 September 2005 TRS and 18 October 2005 RAB, and their
attachments, were provided in RAB packets.

IIX. Spill Summary Report, East Kelly GWTP, Zone 4 — Bill Hall

Mr. Bill Hall provided a presentation regarding the spill at the East Kelly Groundwater

Treatment Plant, Zone 4, that occurred 5 October 2005. Copies of the presentation were included
in RAB packets.

Mr. Quintanilla requested a maintenance checklist used at Zone 4 GWTP. Ms. Hannapel also
requested the same checklist. :

Ms. LaGrange asked for salaries & maintenance costs allocated for the GWTP budget.

Mr. Quintanilla requested that TAPP funds be allocated to train RAB members to communicate
with the Air Force and to train the Parliamentarian. Mr. Quintanilla asked that these TAPP
funding requests be made an agenda item for the January 2006 RAB meeting.

IV. Class 3 Modification Update — Ms. Norma Landez

Ms. Norma Landez provided a presentation on the Class 3 Modification to Compliance Plan
50310. Ms. Landez stated that a mailer would be sent to RAB members informing them of the
public meeting date for the Class 3 Modification.

Ms. La Grange requested that someone conduct a quality review of the packets prior to the
meeting. :

Mr. Quintanilla requested that EPA give a presentation at the January 2006 RAB meeting
explaming why Kelly is not a Superfund site.
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V. TAPP Update — Ms. Sonja Coderre

Ms. Coderre gave an update to the RAB regarding the award issued to Clearwater Revival to
review the 2005 Semiannual Compliance Plan. Ms. Coderre mentioned that Mr. Silvas was

speaking to Ms. Wilma Subra to provide a free presentation to the RAB at the 10 J anuary 2006
RAB meeting.

Mr. Weegar suggested that if Ms. Subra was going to provide a free review of the 2005
Semiannual Compliance Plan, that the RAB should have Clearwater review another document.
- Mr. Silvas stated the RAB would receive both presentations to obtain a better summary.

Mr. Quintanilla asked to be provided a copy of the section on TAPP that one member can not
receive training using TAPP funds.

VI. Meeting Wrap-Up

The next TRS will take place at 6:30pm, 13 December 2005 at the Environmental Health &
Wellness Center, 911 Castroville Road

The next RAB will take place at 6:30pm, 10 January 2006 in the cafeteria of Kennedy ngh
“School, 1922 South General McMullen.

VII. Meeting Adjournment

Ms. Hannapel moved for adjournment. Mr. Quintanilla seconded the motion. »

The meeting adjourned at 8:52 p.m..

‘Robert Silvas Date . Adam Antwine Date
Community Co-Chair Installation Co-Chair
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11/17/2005
News
Speed reads

A big spill at Kelly

More than 45,000 gallons of chiorinated solvents were spilled at the former Kelly Air Force Base last mbnth, :
contaminating areas outside and inside the groundwater treatment plant.

According to an Air Force document presented at a Kelly Air Force Base Restoration meeting, at 11 p.m. on
October 5, an ultraviolet oxidation recovery machine, which is used to treat contaminated groundwater, shut
down because of low water flow. However, because of a computer error, groundwater from recovery wells
continued to arrive at the Zone 4 treatment plant, overflowing a holding tank.

By 7:30 the next morning, when a contractor noticed the spill, more than 36,000 gallons of groundwater
contaminated with PCE, TCE, and DCE had been released outside the building: about 9,000 gallons were
inside the building. Short-term exposure to the chemicals can cause drowsiness, skin irritation, and

headaches; persons éxposed to high levels can faint. Long-term exposure can cause liver and kidney damage
and cancer.

Air Force officials immediately shut down the system and began removing water in the building, disposing it at
a nearby plant on base. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality was also notified. -

Brechtel going mobile

Former City Manager Terry Brechtel has landed on her feet after her unceremonious resignation last year: She

has been named executive director of the Alamo Regional Mobility Authority.

While the City Manager post had its share of controversy, Brechtel’s néw job is not stress-free. She is charged
with negotiating and financing the contentious toll system for Bexar County roads.

To address an identified $8 billion shortfall in highway funding for Bexar County, the local Metropolitan
Planning Organization has included toll lanes as part of the county’s 25-year transportation plan. Toll road

opponents argue the roads have already been paid for by tax dollars and drivers shouldn’t have to ante up
again to drive on them. : ’

©San Antonio Current 2005

http://www.zwire.com/site/printerFriendly.cfm?brd=2318&dept_id=484045&newsid=15... 11/17/2005
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Technical Review Report
January 2005 Kelly USA
Semiannual Compliance Plan Report

Prepared by:
Patrick G. Lynch
Clearwater Revival Company’

Clearwater Revival Cotnpany (CRC) was asked to provide a layperson’s explanation of the
2004 groundwater assessment contained in the January 2005 Semlannual Compliance Plan
Report. CRC’s was directed to:

1) Focus our review on the off-base impacts from Zones 2, 3, 4, and 5.
2) Identify gaps in locations of monitoring wells
3)»Identify any trends in contamination

The Semiannual Compliance Report includes the results of groundwater samples collected
from 473 wells and the interpretation of groundwater flow direction from measured

groundwater elevations.

Contaminants of interest to the groundwater investigation at Kelly USA include:

Contaminant

" Contaminant Source

Tetrachloroethylene (PCE)

Degreasing solvent

Trichloroethylene (TCE)-

Degreasing solvent, breakdown product of PCE

1,2-Dichloroethylene (DCE) Breakdown product of TCE

Vinyl Chloride Breakdown product of DCE
| Benzene Component of Gasoline -

Chlorobenzene Paint remover

Arsenic AF contends dissolved from soil due to hlgh

. levels of groundwater pollution.

Chromium Metal plating. AF contends stainless steel well
. ) screens are source.
‘| Nickel Compdnent of jet fuel. AF contends stainless

} ’ steel well screens are source.

'| Manganese . AF contends dissolved from soil due to. hlgh

levels of groundwater pollLtlon

! Author contact mformatlon Patrick G. Lynch, Clearwater Revival Company, 305 Spruce Street
A]ameda CA 94501. email: clearwater@toxicspot.com '
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CRC’s review reached the foHowing general conclusions:

1 Concentrations of solvents are decreasing in close vicinity to groundwater TECOVery
wells.

2) Concentrations of solvents in off-base areas not affected by treatment systems
remain stable.

3) Many recently installed slurry walls and perrneable barrier reactors do not have
adequate monitoring wells to evaluate their effectiveness.

4) Secondary contamination issues are Impacting cleanup.

SECONDARY CONTAMINATION ISSUE

A number of the contaminants of concern have not been spilled or released at Kelly USA.
DCE and vinyl chloride, for instance, are formed by the break down of PCE and TCE, two
solvents widely used by the Air Force for aircraft maintenance. The chemical and biological
processes that break-down PCE and TCE have also caused changes to the groundwater
chemistry. These changes in groundwater chemistry have resulted in manganese dissolving
from soils into groundwater at concentrations that exceed water quality standards.
Complications with removmg manganese delayed the operation of a Zone 5 groundwater

- treatment system. : : -

The drinking water standards for both iron and manganese where not developed for health

protection reasons but to protect bathroom fixtures and laundry from staining. When

dissolved iron and manganese are exposed to oxygen in the air they are quickly oxidized. The
oxidized iron and manganese form insohible solids (that stain fixtures and laundry)

The break-down of PCE and TCE has depleted dissolved oxygen in groundwater. The lack of*
dissolved oxygen changes the valence of iron and manganese in soil, to a form that is soluble.
This reaction is similar to the reactions that occur in permeable-barrier reactors that use zero-
valent iron. The impact of high dissolved iron and manganese levels on the effectiveness of
the permeable-barrier reactors needs to be evaluated.

The presence of arsenic above drinking water protection standards has been explained as a

“result of high concentrations of dissolved manganese. While this theory is not without merit,
high levels of arsenic and high levels of dissolved manganese are not consistently found in the
same sample locations. The drinking water protection standard for arsenic will change from
50 pg/L to 10 pug/L on January 23, 2006.

r
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ZONE 2 EVALUATION
1. Off-base Impact

Zone 2 is located at the southern end of Kelly Air Force Base south of M111tary Highway. The
site has been used for a number of waste management activities including waste water
treatment plants, chemical evaporation pits, liquid waste incinerator, sludge drying beds,
hazardous waste storage and ordnance disposal. Fire control tralmng exercises may also have
been conducted.

The primary off-base impact in Zone 2 is contaminated groundwater entering Leon Creek.
Leon Creek surface water samples show the presence of PCE and TCE and the breakdown
products DCE and vinyl chloride. PCE has consistently exceeded water quality criteria at
sample location K’Y030SP003 where groundwater is seeping into the creek. A permeable-
barrier reactor and shurry wall have been installed in the plume path 100 feet from Leon Creek
to address this contamination that originates in Zone 3. :

PCBs and N-nitrosodi-n-propylamine, a chemical associated with military ordnance disposal,
are found in fish tissue taken from Leon Creek. PCBs and N-nitrosodi-n-propylamine were
not detected in any groundwater samples.

Another water quality concern for Leon Creek is sufficient dissolved oxygen to support fish -
life. Surface water samples from Leon Creek have reported dissolved oxygen levels below the
water quality standard of 5 mg/L dissolved oxygen. Groundwater with high levels of
dissolved manganese and iron entering Leon Creek may be responsible for part of this oxygen
deficit. In addition, some of the reported dissolved oxygen concentrations in the Leon Creek
Assessment do not appear realistic, as they exceed reported solubility limits for oxygen.

-2. Contamination Trends
Site E-3/SD-1

The contamination associated with the former chemical evaporation pit appears to be
contained to an area 600 feet from Leon Creek. The RCRA Report graphs concentration
trends for arsenic, chromium, mickel, chlorobenzene, PCE, and TCE in three wells from 199
~ to 2004. Chlorobenzene has been cons1stently measured at about 100 times the water quality
standard

While the concentrations of PCE and TCE observed in 2000 samples have decreased to near
~ or below their drinking water standards during the two most recent sampling events the
concentratlons of 1,2-DCE and vinyl chloride have increased.
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SITE E-1

Site E-1 is also a former chemical evaporation pit. A groundwater recovery trench originally
- installed at the 'site was not installed to the depth of the Navarro clay and contamination was
passmg under the collection system. mel chloride is found in two off-base wells
downgradient of the collection system. Nickel and chromium were both reported at over 100
times the drinking water standard in off-base wells in 2001, but were reported below water
quality standards in 2003 and 2004. Construction of the new groundwater extraction trench
has damaged or restricted access to many monitoring wells, and these wells were not
sampled for both the 2003 and 2004 Compliance Plan Report.

Slte 0T-1

Site OT-1,-the former liquid incinerator, shows a small plume of PCE in 2004 that was not
present during the 2003 sampling. This small plume may actually be part of the larger PCE
plume mrgratmg from Zone 3 into Zone 2.

Northbank

A permeable-barrier reactor and slurry wall have been added to an existing groundwater
extraction system at the site. PCE and vinyl chloride in groundwater down-gradient of the
reactor exceed water quality standards.

At the Northbank site groundwater was extracted at an average flow rate of 27 gallons-per—
minute from July to December 2004. At this rate, within the 10 pg/L contour for PCE,
approxrmately 1.2 pounds of PCE is recovered by the system per year.

3. Momtonng Recommendatlons

Existing monitoring wells in the Northbank area are available for monitoring the permeable-
barrier reactor. New wells are needed to monitor groundwater levels on each side of the
associated slurry wall. The difference in groundwater levels on each side of the slurry wall is
a measure of slurry wall’s effectiveness. -

The report s recommendatron to restore the momtormg network at Site E-1 should be
followed through with.
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ZONE 3 EVALUATION
1. Off-Base Impacts

East of Zone 3, three contaminant plumes travel off-base from Kelly USA first beneath the
rail yard and then residential neighborhoods. A fourth plume in Zone 3 originates in the
Building 360/Building 361 area travels to the south towards Leon Creek entering Zone 2 and
to the east where it may combine with the three off-base plumes.

S_ite MP

The Site MP groundwater plume travels 3 miles from the base boundary. A slurry wall
surrounds the source area to contain contaminated groundwater. Groundwater elevations
within the slurry wall are not significantly below groundwater elevations measured outside
the wall. Groundwater extraction from inside the slurry wall would improve containment.

Site S-4

The plume of PCE and TCE has decreased in size as predicted by computer models. The
amount of PCE, TCE, DCE and vinyl chloride has been reduced to the size of three city
blocks. This contamination is within the groundwater drain installed by the City of San
Antonio. Nickel is found above groundwater protection standards i a plume that extends

from Site S-4 beyond the groundwater drain a distance of about a half-mile to the southeast
of the base.

Site S-8

A plume of arsenic contaminated groundwater extends from Site S- 8 to the east and off-base.
~ The arsenic plume is not coincident with solvent contamination. With the exception of -

arsenic and manganese, contaminants are not found in off-base groundwater downgradlent of
Site S-8.

2. ~Contaminant Trends

Much of the change in the Site MP plume has been in the vicinity of Kelly USA where active
‘groundwater extraction systems are in place.. There has been little change to the off-base
-extent of PCE or TCE in historic plume cbmparisons from 1998 and 2004. During the same

period the size of DCE and vinyl chloride plumes been reduced in off-base areas

Site S-4 has shown a decrease in the size of the PCE, TCE, DCE and vinyl chloride plumes
- off-base from 1998 to 2004. The plume reductions are consistent with computer modeling
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predlctlons The plume of mckel contaminated groundwater has not shown significant
changes.

 For Site S-8, the RCRA Report graphs concentration trends for arsenic, bénzene
chlorobenzene, and vinyl chloride in five wells from 1999 to 2004. Concentrations for all
contaminants except vinyl chlonde remained relatively constant.

3. Monitoring Recommendations

The depth to the Navarro Clay varies widely in the off-base area impacted by Site S-4.
Sampling mere of the existing off-base wells would provide greater confidence in the extent
of contamination.

ZONE 4 (East Kelly) EVALUATION

1. Off-base Impacts

The off-base PCE and TCE plume originating from East Kelly extends three miles to the east.
to approximately the San Antonio River. There has been little change in the extent of the
plume size from 1998 to 2004. A groundwater extraction trench was installed along the

eastern and southern’ bbundaries of East Kelly in 2000.

A solution of zero-valent iron has been injected into several off base monitoring wells along
Commermal Street.

2. Contamination Trends
Extraction and treatment systems at East Kelly and upgradient Site MP in Zone 3 have only
been successfill in reducing the concentrations of PCE and TCE within East Kelly. Only a
few well-defined hot spots of contamination are left on base in Zone 4.
3. Monitoring Recommendations

Additional wells are needed to monitoring the effectiveness of injection of zero- valent iron
along Commercial Street.
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‘ZONE 5 EVALUATION
1. Off-Base Impacts

The highest groundwater elevations measured at Kelly USA are along the northern base
boundary. Along the northern bas¢ boundary groundwater flows off-base to the north and
west. A groundwater treatment system was installed at Site S-1 in 2004. High manganese
levels in treated groundwater prohibited discharge for several months.

. A permeable-barrier reactor is installed along the base boundary parallel to Imperial Street to
address off-base impacts of TCE and a permeable-barrier reactor has been installed off-base
along 34th Street to address PCE and TCE. The groundwater contamination extends from
the north of the base in a western direction for a distance of three miles.

Nickel and chromium contamination are found in off- base groundwater in locations
coincident with the off-base PCE plume

2. Contamination Trends

With the exception of TCE, most contaminants had higher concentrations in off-base
groundwater during recent sampling. Historical plume comparisons (1998, 2000, 2002 and
2004) for PCE and TCE sample event shows little change to the overall plume areas. .
Between 2002 and 2004 concentrations declined below the waterquality standard in some
areas of the three mile PCE plume. Further monitoring is needed to determine if this is a
significant trend. |

With the exception of the 34th Street area much of the off-base groundwater impacted from
TCE in 2002 is reported as below the water quality standard in 2004. .~

3. Additional Monitoring Wells

Currently inadequate wells are available to monitor the 34th Street permeable-barrier reactor.
Additional off-base wells are also needed to better determine the groundwater flow directions
in the area west (upgradient) of the 34th Street permeable-barrier reactor.

GENERAL COMMENTS

- 1. Permeable-Barrier Reactors and Slurry Walls
Sufficient wells should be provided to monitor groundwater elevations near shurry walls and
permeable-barrier reactors. In addition, monitoring wells are needed up- and down-gradient
of reactors to monitor the reactors effectiveness as well as impacts to groundwater chemistry.
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This recommendation was made ina groundwater modeling report included in the
Compliance Plan Report. The Compliance Plan Report-indicates that 23 wells were installed
-to monitor the permeable —barrier reactors at Buildings 360 and 361. :

2. Groundwater gradient and plume maps

The accuracy of groundwater gradient and plume maps could be improved by reducing the
time period in which measurements and samples are collected and reducing the distance
between monitoring points. Groundwater elevations, which can effect sample results,
increased by several feet during the months in which groundwater samples were collected
because of rainfall. Greater care could be used in preparing gradient and plume maps. On
one plume map (Figure M.2, Sheet 3 of 3) the contamination is depicted as bemg to the east
of the wells where samples were collected.

3. Review limited by inconsistencies

CRC encountered numerous data discrepancies i in completing our review. Appendix H
reportedly contained a list of well samples used in the statistical analysis for each site. The
‘number of samples in Appendix H often disagreed with the number of samples in Section 7
Tables where the statistical analysis results were reported. Section 5 included figures of
wells used to monitor.each Zone that are apparently outdated. Wells shown on these figures
show little agreement with Table H and Section 7. CRC’s review also indicated that some

- data points were not included on plume maps found in Appendix M and 'some‘ analytical
results were not included in the laboratory report provided in Appendix D.

4. Identifying Trends in Groundwater Confafnination

Three sources of information were available to 1dent1fy trends in groundwater contamination.
The Compliance Plan Report contained a figure comparing historical PCE, TCE, DCE, and

vinyl chloride plumes from 1998, 2000, 2002, and 2004. The report also contained tables
summarizing the minimum and maximum concentrations detected in 2000 to 2004, and
graphs showing concentration trends for a limited number of groundwater wells at three
locations.

‘"The graphs were the best information for identifying trends but were provided for a limited
number of wells. In one instance, however, a graph'and the table summary show contradictory
information. The plume maps were of limited use because of the scale of the figures. The
table summaries may have been prepared each year using sample results from different wells so
- the trends identified using these tables may not accurately represent trends in contamination.
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Roddy Stmson Reader S Kelly-toxm concern: Was dlazmon used
to kill pests? | |

Web Posted: 12/01/2005 12:00 AM CST

San Antonio Express-News

On the Sleuthing Trail ...

CASE: "Roddy, I just read a Reuters report, 'Tob exposure to pesticide may raise cancer rigk,' which
summarizes information in the American Journal of Ep1demlology about the da.ngers of being exposed
to dlazmon :

"Several years ago when you were looldng into environmental contamination and health issues at Kelly
AFB, you wrote a column about the pest1c1des used at the base but I don't remember if dlazmon was .

menﬁoned . : : S
"This is something you might want to investigate."

INVESTIGATION: For readers who aren't familiar with the pesticide in question

" "Diazinon is the common niame of an organophosphate used to control pest insects in soil, on

ornamental plants and on fruit and vegetable crops. It is also used to control household pests.su'ch as.
flies, fleas and cockroaches. ... Exposure may occur by contact with contaminated soils or contaminated
runoff water or groundwater " (Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Reg1stry)

Beginning in 1993, researchers at the Natlonal Ca.ncer Institute in Rockvﬂle Md., enrolled 23,106 males
from farm farmhes in a study of the health effects of exposure to pesticides: : : :

e

Subsequently, the researchers found evidence of "a possible association" between lung cancer and.
leukemia and longtime exposure to diazinon. ' :

This evidence was presented in a recent issue of the American Journal of Epidemiology.
In the same article, the researchers cautioned:

"Because these results were based on small numbers, additional analyses are necessary as more cases
accrue to clanfy whether diazinon is associated with cancer risk in humans." :

Easy conclusion:
Anyone exposed to diazinon for a considerable amount of time — whether on or off a military base —

should (1) follow the ongoing study with mterest and (2) bone up on the symptoms of lung cancer and
leukemia.

httpf//www.mysallantqmo.com/ global-includes/printstory.jsp?path=/mnews/metro/stories/M... 12/7/2005
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As for a Kelly angle to this epidemiological story ...

" A search of the Express-News archives found only one Stinson column related to pesﬁ'cideé and local
‘military bases. '

In the spring of 2001 — acting on a tip from a caller — I learned and subsequently reported that the Air
Force had conducted an environmental analysis of soil excavated from Tejeda Estates East, a Lackland
AFB neighborhood where old, multifamily housing had been demolished to make room for new single-
family homes. '

The.analysis found two "constituents of concern" — chlordane and heptachlor — which the Air Force
used as pesticides until 1988, when the Environmental Protection Agency banned them.

Chlordane can cause damage to the nervous system, the digestive system and the liver.
Hveptachlor 1s toxic to humans and animals and can damagé the nervous system.

The toxic soil was trucked to an EPA—approved landfill.

That ended my invésti gation. |

But ;i @estion I posed at the time has never beeﬁ dfﬁciaﬁy or ﬁﬁofﬁciaﬂy aﬂéwéréd:

"If the soil at one military housing site was contaminated by chlordane and heptachlor, what about other
similar housing sites?"

Back to Kelly, cancer and diazinon ...

While diazinon may have been used at Kelly, a search of several Express-News databases found no
mention of it. '

A 2002 study of the mortality of Kelly AFB workers found that civilians who worked at the base '
between 1981 and 2000 suffered "no increase in mortality." Presumably that includes deaths associated

with lung cancer and leukemia.

In 2004, federal researchers reported finding higher than expected levels of lung cancer and leukemia in
some ZIP codes around Kelly, but they concluded that the illnesses were not linked to Kelly pollutants.

If that info leaves you with something less than an eased mind and a settled stomach, I understand.

' Join the club.

To contact Roddy Stinson,

call (210) 250-3155 or e-mail rstinson@express-news.net. His column appears on Sundays, Tuesdays
and Thursdays.

Online at: http://www.mysanéntonio.Coﬁw/news/metko/stories/MYSM 20105.03A.rstinson.12¢57091 .html

http://www.mysanantonio.com/ global—ihcludes/printstory. jsp?path=/news/metro/stories/M...  12/7/2005
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Teéhnical Review
. PrQVide.-an dervall_rl_ ass»e‘s‘sméht\_ .
* Focus on off;bé;se 1mpacts
. Identify alocé‘ﬁbns.‘“‘.[‘ha»t need ménitoﬁng 'Wells

"« Identify any trends in contamination
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‘General Comments .

Groundwater Balance for Kelly USA
Rainfall and Navarro Clay |

Groundwater Extraction and Treatment
Improvement seen near pumping wells

‘ Permeable—Barrler Reactors

Need adequate momtonng/new wells
Contamination distance from Kelly USA
‘Major plumes have traveled 3 miles
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Groundwater Contaminants

Tetrachloroethylene ' ‘Tfiéhlofoét’hyle‘ge
“DCE -~ *Vinyl Chloride
1,2—diéhloroethylene N R I S S ‘

*Arsenic ~~ + <Manganese © -

+Chromium  Nickel
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B F.in}ding Trends in Data
Improvements nea; Recovery Wells
permanent? o o |
Annual_ data sété used Val_'_ying Wells-
Incomplete and inconsistent dat'az .

Scalve_' of hﬁi"st‘oric‘i_al phime map comparison




KELLY AR # 3227 Page 96

of 108

Contaminant Concentration Trends
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Zone 5 PCE Plume
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.Zone 5 TCE Plume
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Zone 4 TCE Plume
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Zone 3 PCE Plume
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Z;_Oné 3 Arsenic Plume
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Zone 3 - Nickel Plume
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Zone 2 - Manganese Plume
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Conclusions
: ;‘Mgmtor shurry walls and pemjleable—banfiléﬁ‘r» féacfors '

~Eva1uate Data Trerﬁ;dsv using éomﬁletGY 'cén’Si_:Stfem data

“Reduce impacts of secondary contaminants
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6E* Friday, Dece ,
ok e Dec mber 9, 2005.

“APPLICATION AND
-PRELIMINARY
- DECISION FOR
WATER QUALITY
- TPDES PERMIT
AMENDMENT FOR
INDUSTRIAL
"WASTEWATER

.' .PERM
. WQ0003955000

"APPLICATION AND
PRELIMINARY  DECISION.
Uriitéd- States Department of
thie Ait Force, c/o Air Force
Rea| ~Property Agency, 143
BJHy Mitchell Boulevard, Suite
1~ SanvAntemo Texas 78226
w|h|ch~.xs contmumg ground-
“wateriyremediation  activities
resuftingfrom base ciosure of
the- former Kelly Air. Force
Base, -has” applied to the
Texas "Comimission on Envi-
ronmehtal Quality (TCEQ) for
a ' -nygjor " amendment to
_JPRES Permit No. WQ000395
5000 to authorize the remov-
“al gf effiuent limitations or
reduce: ‘the monitoring fre-
quengies, for various parame-
ter -effiuent limitations at
Outfalls 001, 002, 003, and
004;- authorize the dlscharge
of Y}nsate from groundwater
treatment units via Outfalls
001; "002, 003, and 004;
clarlfy Outfall 004 location
“description; increase the ef-
fluent, reuse irrigation area
from 155 acres to 195 acres;
and - ‘authorize the use of
Aréated veffluent from the
wgroundwater treatment plants
aSsogiated with Outfalls 001,
002, 083, and 004 for irriga-
Jtion_and-"reuse. The current
‘perriit. duthorizes the dis-
\tharge of treated groundwa-
ter 4t a-daily average flow not
|19, exceed 1,000,000 gallons
-per day via Outfalls 001, 002,
.ahd.003; the discharge of
treated groundwater at a
.ddily “average fiow ot to
.exceed 150,000 gallons per
“day vid " Butfall 004; and the
Jirrigation of 155 acres of the
Jormer Lackland Air Force
Base *Golf Course (formally
part.of Kelly Air Force Base)
*Will tréated groundwater at a
‘hydraulic appiication rate not
to exceed "4.0. acre-feet per

. acre, per year. This application ! .
was submitted to the TCEQ

an January 11 20

. ~aré Jhigh aquatic life use,

. bdies with exceptional, high,

The facility is located adja-
icent” to-~Lackland Air Force
1Base, south. of U.5. Highway
90, and -east of the intersec-
_tion. ‘of. teon Creek and
Military -Drive, in the south-
west poftion "of the City of
“San. Antonio, Bexar County,
‘Texds.. The effluent is dis-

~charged “via_Outfall 001 to

Lower,Leon Creek in Segment
-No.~1906 of the San Antonio
River Basin; via Outfalls 002
afid..004. o separate storm:
draipage, systems (unnamed
ributaries " of Lower Leon
hence to Lower Leon
in"Segment No. 1906
of: the San Antonio River
Basin;.and via Outfall 003 to
Sixmile Creek; thence to the
Ugper San" Antonio River in
»Segment.No. 1911 of the San
Antonio Basin. The unclassi-
fied-receiving waters have no
significant aquatic life use for
“the. unnamed tributaries of
Lower;, Leon Creek and Six-
mije Creek The designated
"uses- for -Segment No. 1906

contact recreation, and publ:c
water. 3Upply. The designated
(uses for, Segment No. 1911
aré high ,aquatic life use and
centdst feereation. A Tier 1
antidegridation review has
*heen jperformed for Outfalls
'QOlq 002, 003, and 004 and
determmed that existing wa-
ter ‘quality uses will not be
impaired and numerical and !
narrative criteria to protect
existing uses will be main-
tafned. A Tier II Review for
Qutfall "003 is not required
since N6 exceptional, high or
infermediate- aquatic life use
water-hodies have been iden-
tified-in -the discharge route.
-&-Tier II review for Outfalls |
001, 002, and 004 has prelim- {
dly determined | that no ||

stgni cant degradatlon “of wa-|
tér.quality is expected in Leoni
Creek, which has been identi-

_fied as having high aquatic:

iife uses and existing life uses
le be maintained and pro-:
técted. Therefore, no signifi- "
cant degrada'non of water |
quality is expected in water

Ok intermediate aquatic life
uses- downstream, and exist- |!
ing.uses will be maintained |
apd_protected. The prelimi- |
nagy determination can be |
reexamined and may be mod-
i if new information is
ived.

* TCEQ executive director
has- compieted the technical
review of the application and
prepared a draft permit. The
draft permit, - if approved,
would estabiish the condi-
tionis under which the facility
must operate. The executive
director has made a prelimi-
nary decision that this permit,
if.issued, meets all statutory
arid regulatory ‘requirements.
The permit appiication, exec-
utive director's preliminary
decision (as contained in the
technical summary and/or |
fact sheet), and draft_permit |
ake, available for viewing and
ying at the San Antonio
Céntral Library, 600 Soledad
Street, San Antonio, Texas.

KELLY AR # 3227

PUBLIC COMMENT/

PUBLIC MEETING. You may
submit public comments
or.request a public meet-
ing about this application.
The purpose of a public
meeting , is to provide the
opportumty to submit written
or- oral comment or to ask
guestions about the applica-
tion. Generally, the TCEQ will
hold a public meeting if the
executive director determines
that there is a significant
degree of public interest in
the application or if request-
ed by a local legistator. A
public meeting is not a
contested case hearing.

Wm'ten public comments
or." request for public
meeting should be submit-
ted- to_the Office of the
Chlef Clerk, MC 105, TCEQ.
Boy 13087, Austin, TX
78711 3087  within 30
days of the date of news~
paper publication of this
natice.

OPPORTUNITY FOR A
CONTESTED CASE

HEARING. After the deadline
fét pubiic comments, the
ekecutive director will consid-
er the comments and prepare

a‘response to all relevant and |

material, or_significant public

camments. The response to |

comments, along with the
eXecutive ‘director’s deci-
sion on the application,
will'be mailed to everyone
wiho  submitted public
comments or who request-
ed’'to be on the mailing list
for  this application. If
camments are received,
the: mailing will also pro-
vide instructions for re-
questing a contested case
hearing or reconsideration
of'the executive director’s
décision. A contested case
ring is a legal proceedmg
sifmilar to a civil trial in a
staIe district court.

A.,centested case hearing will
oply be granted based on

disputed issues of fact that |
Televant and material to{

ommission’s decision on
application. Further, the
COmmlSSIOH will only grant a
hearing on issues that were
raised during the public com-
ment period and not with-
drawn. Issues that are not
raised in public comments
may not be considered during
a hearlng

E\)ECUTIVE DIRECTOR
AGTION. The executive di-

>

rector may issue final approv- |

aldf the application unless a

I

“| Assistance, Toll Free, at

timely contested case hearing
request or a timely request
for reconsideration is filed. If
a timely hearing request or
request for feconsideration is
filed, the executive director
will not issue final approval of
the permit and will forward
the application and requests
to the TCEQ Commissioners
for their consideration- at a
scheduled Commission meet-
ing.

MAILING LIST. In addition to
submitting public comments,
you may ask to be placed on
a mailing list to receive future
public notices mailed by the
Office of the Chief Clerk. You
may request to be added to:
(1) the mailing fist for this
specific application; (2) the
permanent mailing list for 2
specific applicant name and
permit number; and/or (3)
the permanent malhng list for
a specific county. Clearly
specify which mailing list(s)
to which you wish to be
added and send your request
to the TCEQ Office of the
Chief Clerk at the address
above. Unless you otherwise
specify, you will be included
only on the mailing list for
this specific application.

INFORMATION. If you need
more information about this |
permit appiication or the|
permitting process, please{
call the TCEQ Office of Public

1-800-687-4040. Si desea in- i
formacién en Espaitol, puede |
lamar al 1-800-687-4040. |
General information about
the TCEQ can be found at ¢
our web site at
www.tceq.state.tx.us.

Further information may also
be obtained from the United
States Department of the Air;
Force at the address stated|
above or by calling Ms. Larisa:
Dawkins, AFRPA/DC-Kelly, at
(210) 925-3026.

Issued November 10, 2005
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