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MEETING MINUTES

Restoration Advisory fioard

Augnst i8. 1994, 6:00 pro.

Defense Dislrihudon Depot Memphis. Commander's Cont_rence Room

T'na August Re.storation Advisory Board (RABI meeting wiL_ held on AugUst 18 1994 at the Defen_e Depot

Memphis Tenn_s_ (DDMT) in the Commanders Conference Room, The following people were in
_Rend_ee:

Ms. Christine Kartman
Ms. Kazen Blanks

Mr. Jordan English

Mr lam_ Goines

Mr. Carter Gray
Ms Marfoa Berry

Ms Angela Ford for Johnniz Mac Peters

Mr, Larry Smith
Ms Veronica Smith

Mr. Ulysses Truitt
Ms, Willie Mac Willett

Dr. Cleo Kirk
PMr. Charles Truax _r James Wehb

MS. Barbara Johnson

Ms ._onia Kay MacKenzie for R. Sonnenhnrd

File: /qD. SoD •

C.G.

Reatorafinn Advisnry Board Members

Defo_se Depot Memphis (Installation Co Chair)
[ndus[ry Representadve

Tennessee Department of Environmem and Canservatinn

(TDEC)

Citizen Rapresentatiw

Memphis/Shelby County Mealth Departmeat (MSCHD)

Environmemal Protection Agency

Cittzen Reprcsentabve
MM-South Peace and Justice Center

Citizen Representative

Citizen Representative

Cittzen Representative

Shelby County Board of Commissioners

Memphis Light, Gas and Water Company
Citizen Reprosentafive

Memphis City Council

Mr. Frank Noviuki

Mr. George Durra
Mr John Romeo

Mr. Scott Bradley
Ms. JuLet_ Denton

Mr. Jim Morrison

Mr, Mark Corey
Mr. Bob Blanz

Mr. Barry Moore
Ms Sue Estes

Ms. Kathy 8nmdage

MS, Helyn Keith

Mr. Reginald French
Ms, Janet Hooks

s. Doris Ptather

Rev W.A. Suggs

Others in Attendance

Defense Depot Memphis

Defense Depot Memphis

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

U,S. Army Carps of Engineers

g S. Army Corps of Engineers
TDEC

CH2M Hill
CH2M Hill

MSCHD-Water Quality
Earth Teeh

Earth Tech

RAB Members not in Attendance

Shelby County Mayor's Office

Memphis City Mayor's Office

Memphis City Council

Citizen Represenmfive

Citizen Representative
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Ms Kartmzn opened the meet ng by waleoming the RAB members and gedng an overview of the agenda for
Othe'meeting The group wa_ provided with new inserts for their notebooks and were _._ked to inco_orate

them.

Old Businezs

Fact Sheets/Executive Summary--

Tile RAB was asked to provide any comments on the two fact sheets and the executive sununary

distributed at the July 2 Ist meeting. MS. Kanman asked that they be submitted to the Depot, in

writing, by the September meeting date.

Attendance LetXers

AS discussed at the July meeting an attendanc_ letter was sent out to Mr. French _ed MS. Sonnenburg.

Ms. Sonnenhurg did send a representative to the meeting, A letter will be sum to the Memphis City

Mayor's O_ce asking lnr a representative Eo attend the next meeting.

ATSDR Studv--

ATSDR said the Slate needed to be contacted regarding a cancer study. ATSDR deals oaJy with

studies where there is a known exposure pathway. Ms. Kartman wig invile Bonnie Bashor of the State

HeMth Department to attend the next RAB meeting to give an update on the intbrmatinn she currently

has available. Mr. Gary Campbell of ATSDR _vaz contacted as well and he will try to attend the

meeting in October. We need to tied out at what point they will become involved. Mr. English
offered to call Bonnie Bash0r Mr Smith also talked to Mr. Campbell He expressed a e0aeem about

the notion that the public is supposed to initiate the health survey. Mr. Smith voiced a concerned that

local people should not be going door to door =king qu_tions about ttealth concerns. Mr. Campbell
stated that a verified pathway or the public information would be _e trigger For his involvement, Mr.

English stated that one problem MS. Ba_hor seemed to be having was lthking the types of cancer

known (mostly breast canner) to an environmental cause. Dr. Kirk is supposed to be getting some
it+formation from Mrs. Catchings regarding the data that Dr. Catchthgs gas cnlleeted. Ms MacKenzie

mentioned that she had seen some statistthaJ data on cancer deaths at one point on another project. The

problem with this type of information seems to be that the data is thr aa area mueg larger (such as a

zip code) and therefore the information would prohab[y not be as accurate thr the smaller area we are

dealing with at the Depot.

Status Reports--

Included in the new information given out at the meeting was a work schedule for the Site Management

plan. RAB members were asked to review this information and bring any _omments to the next

meeting.

The current status on the oil dip vat site is that it will be a screening site. It wan proposed _ a no

f_edaer action site in the RCRA Facglty AssP_sment conducted in 1990. It has been upgreded to a

screening site and we wg] he gth/lg back and looking at clean up efforts which occurred in 1985 to

verif_ that there is no contamination leA.

The cost of a recovery well varies depending on the kind of well, the depth of the well, type of

materials, and the diameter. A single well theiuding everyrJtthg that goes along with it costs anywhere



from $30,000 to SgO.O00.

The Fluvial Aqulfer. which is the mr+st shallow aquifer, is approximately 60-80 feet below ground

level The confining clay layer beneath the Fluvial Aqui_r is possibly 20 to g0 feet thick, The

Memphis Sands Aquifer, which is the drinking wa!er supply, Ls beneath thai and at approximately 400-
500 feet befew ground level

New Businec-s

Election of RAB Co-Chaft--

The RAB overview information contains a gst of responalbgitfes for the Community Co-Chalr These

include coordinating meetings, setting agendas, involving _he community, bringing issues to the table

and distributing information back In the community, Ms. Berry and Mr. Jordan are not ellglbth

because of their regulatory rmspoPsibilities at the festal]aPon, Nominations included Mr. Smith and

Mr. Tmgt. Mr. English slre_sed that the entire group needs to get intbrmatthn to the public. RAB

members agreed that passing information to the public needed to he a group effort The group elected

Mr. Larry Smith a_ the RAB Community Co=Chair

RAB Charter==

Ms. Ka_tman asked memgers to read _nd review the Charter Pfe_e mail or tax comments to Ms.

Ka_m_n, Ms. Estes by the next meeting. The Charter thr t_e RAB is very almdar to the TRC

Cba_er.

Federa_ Facilities Agreem_m-

A fact sheet on the Federal Facilities Agreement (FFA) was included in the new information. The

Depot expects to sign a Letter of Intern with the EFA and TDEC by the end of September. The
goeument will then go out tot public review and comment= At this tim_ we will conduct a public

meeting to explain whal fee agreemenl means to the public and the parties involved, pfea_e provide
comments on the FFA tact sheet to the Depot, so they may he incorporated before it is raleased to the

general public.

Groundwater Removal Action Status== Frank Novilzkl

At the July gist meeting Mr. Mark Cnrey of CH2M Hill presented a fact sheet regarding the
Groundwater Removal Action. A DraR Proposed Groundwater Action Plan was included n the

moetthg's new information. Ffease review the proposed plan and submit comments in writing In the

Depot o," bring them to the September meeting. Members were a_ked to call Mr. Frank Novltzkl for a
tour of the Installation or to answer any questions regarding the Draft Proposed Groundwater Action

Pim.

The draR proposed plan will he revised into a final proposed plan which will go to the regulators and
the public for review and cnmment. ARer this comment period, th_ input will be incorporated into a

final ptan. A ReCord of Declslon (ROD) on the tmal plan will then he prepared. The ROD must be
agreed to and signed by the Depot, the EFA, and the State in order for the final plan to be put into
motion. A?cer the ROD is signed, a design tot the plaaned action will be completed and sent out for
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contractb}ds. Once _ firm has deen ch0s_n and al]contractingrequirementscomplete3,work will

begin. We anticLpate the first well wdl he cnnstracted during the wimgr _f 1995. RAB comments ate

Needed on th8 Dratl Proposed Groundwater Action Plan a5 Soon as possthle in order to meel this
ambitious schedule.

Early Remediabon Activities Mark Corey

Removal Actions are steps taken to speed up clean up activities without proceeding through the entire

rcnlgdthtion process Facilities may take advantage of Removal Actions when the appropriate
information is available. Currently, a lot of inthrmatthn Ls ayaliahlt' cottcartdng past gLspnsal activiti_
at Duma Fie[d. Because of the available information, Removal Acdons could he sta_cd. It wou]d

probablf t2ke a feat fOr the Sit_ tO be ext22tvaled, removed and lake off site fnr [reaErllgnl a_d disposal.

Th@ Retnoval Actthfl objective5 are to begin cJe_dtl[p of Salecled $iIF_ and to r_duc_ program ¢os_

Sites will be evaluated using pre-e_tabltthed criteria to determine whalh sites are candidates for early
removal actions Criteria inaluded risk mana_ement--zddresalng sites that are probabth causes of

gruuedwater eon[amination as priorities: fea.albilgv of Lmnlemenlation--for mos[ of these sile_ the
records of disposal are avedable making it feasible to proceed with removal actions: adequate data--at

some sites there is very good informedon, however other sdes may require more data collection; cost--

is the fonding available and how does the cost of the removal action compare to the overall cost for the

traditional remedial investigation: conalstencv--is the removal consistent with the overall final remedy;

shorx term effectiveness protection of the community and site workers during exeavatthn; [on_ tena
effectivene_s--the amount of residual contamination that might be lefi in place; community aecenlanee-

is the removal action accepted hy the community.

W¢ will use an approach to Removal Actions called the Observation Approach. With this approach

probable condltioas, reasonable deviations and contingency plans ate established prior to the Removal
Action Observation. via on site sampling and analyals, will uccur during the Removal Action to

monitor conformance in observational approach objectives

Removal will he handled by perrnitted contractors who will take contaminants to off-site treatment
foallitles. Removal will not he done if there is a lack of information or questions about the possible

contaminants. Unit pricing will be established u_ing the probable conditions for the site. Once the

different types of waste and amounts are identified, unit pricing will be set. A unilateral delivery order

well be set up so that unit pricing is e_tablished and estimates c_n be made based on _e information

given to the contractor. The process for this is the EPA's approach known as guperfond Accelerated

Cleanup Model (SACM) and there will not necessarily be a need for a formal Record of Decision
(ROD). The sites selected for removal and the process used will he in line with the overall final

remedy. There is a cap on the cost o( removal actions when EPA pertbrms them.

Final Issues

Two individuals had requested information on the selection criteria used for the selection of the RAB.

They received letters detailing the process used _nd the names of all the RAB members,

Formal public comment periods and meetings are required on the FFA, the proposed groundwater
removal action, and the removal action The Depot will be pl_ning a public meeting soon

The RAB agreed to comixme to meet mont'hly. The next RAB meeting wdl be held on Thursday,

September 15, 1994, at 6:00 p.m in the Corttmander's Contbrence Room at the Depot.
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The meeting was edjoumed at 7:15 p.m.



FINAL PAGE

ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD

FINAL PAGE



71 7

FINAL PAGE

ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD

FINAL PAGE


