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4WD-FFA

Co_der

Artn_ DOMT-DE {Frank Novitzki)

Defense Distribution Depot Memphis

2163 Airways Blvd.

W.mphls, Tennessee 38114

SUBJ: Defense Distribution Depot, Memphis, Tennessee (DDMT)
TN4 210 020 STO

Dear Mr. Novitzki:

EPA has completed its review of the following documentl

o HO Further Action Report, Draft - DDMT, CH2_ilI,

. Sept_m_r 1994.

With the excsptioms of Sites 45 and 53, EPA concurs with the NO

Further Action recommendations made in this report. Further

details are given in the comments, which are enclosed.

If yo_ hawe any questions or co_ents, please contact me at
404/347-3555, %_x. 6431.

Sincerely,

Martha Berry

Remedial Project Manager
Federal Facilities Branch

Enclosure

ccz Jordan English, TDEC
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Site 45 is a former tamporary storage area that was used to

store material from the PCP tank and vat area re-mediation while

it awaited offsite disposal. According to the information

prowided, up to 39 roll-off containers were placed in the area

and were filled with material and covered with plastic while

awaiting transport. SPA is concerned that there may have been

spillage of contaminated material when the roll-offs were being
loaded. MOre information is needed before this site can be

assigned to thQ NFA category.

Site 53 is the Fl_able Solvents Storage Area. A 36,000

gallon spill occurred on January 19, 1988 and, according to a

1/25/88 City of M_phis memo On the subject (Appendix C in the

NFA Report), 11,000 gallons were recouped and 1500 to 2000

gallons were lost. EPA disagrees with NFA reco_endation for
this site. This site should pe classified as a Sits

Screening/Early Removal site.

• Site 63 is a fluorspar storage area which consists of n/ne

fluorspar stockpiles. This Sits was identified by the USACE as

needing NFA, but was not identified in EPA's RCRA Facility

2ussessment (RFA) and s_bsequently in the RCRA Permit as meeding

no further action. Fluorspar is a nonhazardous w naturally

occurring co_odity. Because of the nonhazardous naturQ of

fluorspar, Site 63 does not pose a risk to human health and the
envlronment. Thereforet

for Site ,8_._ _, EPA concurs on the NFA reco_endation

Site 86 is a burial area for food supplies that have exceeded

their recommended shelf life. This Site was identified by the

USACE as needing NFA, but was not identified in EFA's RCRA

Facility Assessment (RFA) and subsequently in the RCRA Permit as

needing no further action. Because of the nonhazardous nature of

the _aterials stored at Sits 86, the site does not pose a risk to

blsman health and the enviro_ent. Therefore, EPA concors on the
NFA recommendation for Site 86.
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATIO _=MEMPHIS ENVIRONMENTAL FIELDOFFIC_ i-_ ..- ..,

5UR1E E_45, PERIM EI_R PARK

2510 EfT, MORIAH

MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE 3_11F_1520 22;995  ,
October 27, 1994

Commander

Defense Distribution Depot Memphis
Atm: DDMT-WP (Mr. Frank Novitzki) •

2163 Airways Blvd.,
Memphis, Tennessee 38114-5210

Re: NO Further Action Report, Defense Depot, TDSF g79-736, cc 82

Dear FAr Novitzki:

Attached are comments for the No Further Action Report dated September 1994 and

received in this o_ce on I 0/5194 Please note that I would like to request il short re-,ned

to the partnering goals and objectives/priorities during our next managers meeting•

i will look forward to seeing you and the other team members on Thursday the 17th

Memphis Field Office
Tennessee Division of Super_nd

EncJosure

¢: TDSF, NCO

TDSF, MFO

Manha B er_

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Federal Facilities Branch

345 Counlaed Street, NE.

Atlanta, GA 30365



Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation

Division of Superfund _" _":' =:"i _'__'_=
Comments for ._.......

NO FURTHER ACTION REPORT _'_A_ 2 2 19,5_41_,_
DEFENSE DEPOT

Site Number 79-736

8/11 t95

General Comments:

It seems appropriate that certain pieces of information are imponanl, s_me in a critical sense, as it relates to an

overallunderstandingofth¢indivldualsitesandthefacilltyingerteral. In this mgareL it apl:_xs t_m_onabl¢ to

include a statement _ to whether or not any sampling was undertaken relatlvc to a proposed NFA site. This wa._

done for some sites but not for all. $1mltarl L it appears r_onabLc to r_iucsl that a statement be pmvaded _ting
whether an), RCRA vlotagon$ have occurred specifically with regard to each site.

BItAC and _¢ntual cWilian reuse of this facility will pro_ably reqmrn extra effort to d_'a mc nt a condition of no

further action reqmred. Any area of SUbSLtrfae_disposal may require some lype of deed noticc/resmcuon unrelated

to the qtm_on of haT.ardous _ubslance5 (¢g. ox¢_ el" maxginal stability for st ructure_, etc.)

Relrere nc_ ate maOc to Ap penflLx C. yeL tto ap_ntiix labeled C is found. PleAse clarify, er content.

FinalLy. a generic resi_nse seems in on:let reladve to the way in which the narrative Section [or the X-25 site was

written+ As indic_lled within the specific comments below, the verbiage within this section is directly contradicto+
to thai incLuded in the rcfc rcnceM informauon TDEC suggesis a partnering discu_ion re'_lsiting goals anti
objectives rclativ_ to thi_ section.

Specific Comments:

I Figlm_ I 2. page I-3 Numerous "No Further Acltiln" sites are shov._ on this map thai do not correspond to
those gated in table ES-I. Ple_e correct o r clarlf_,

2 _e_ti_n2_2_pag_2_2_`P_a_5_at_wh_th¢r$amp_ingwaaund_rmk_nncLatwetothissite_andiFs_wha_th_
rexLflt_ indicate

2. Sectlon 222. page 24-Please slate whether sampgng was undertaken mladvc 10 this site, and if so, what the
reaulL_ indicate

4. $c_t_n 2.3 2_ page 2_6--Th_ word _r_aSe- is mi_po_ed in the se_nd senI_n_ cf the _r_ pa_agraph.

5. Section 24 L, page 2_ The next to last sentence of this so=don needs re-working

6 gectzcn 2.4 2, i_age 2-g-You should check and make certain of the disposal activity relative to p_nr& Some

types of paints may rmt be disposed of_ non hazar tiou_ w_e. Also. stating the Sile wa_ "_'aluated" during
the II]FA nlay tend to _ve the gfls_ impression Ihat sampling was conducted. Tlus section _huuld more

explicitly state how the evaluation was conducted, The _rd "During" at the beginning _f Lhe nexa to the la_

_ntenee appe.ar_ to mean Ihat Ill,cause there were no cgviou_ Leaks dunng Lhe II_A in_[0_mlion that this alone

was n_n rand j usUfic_aIJc n for no further action. I b,:li_,e this site vAIL require some biased sampling to
¢onfin_ it as a NO Fnrther Action site.
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7. S¢¢tJoN 2&2+ page 2-12, 2rid paragraph--W_s _ere aJly hlsto_r Of cgnlxollcd ]¢aJ_ or _pfll$? ',_e rc any
KCRA vioLaLlonsassociated wi_ &is site?

8. _ectj_n 2 _2_ page 2_[ 4_W_s c_rLF[rmat_Pt _mp_in_ c_nductcd _ a part _[ ti1e dis_]ingtr_m_:4 _ t_e
mdt?

9, Figure 2.7, page 2-15--This map is con/usln g The legend does oot appear to re]ate to the d,-awJng,% T_ e

relauo_hip of the enlarged are2_ to [he imcts is unclear. TDEC sugge.sts providing a better figure to ill,irate
this sim

lO. Section 2.82. pagg 2-[6. last scnte nc_'-What mUL_ appeared to _¢ in good condition? It is ve_ likely that this
site wiL] require some c_nfi rmam ry sampling be£orc it an bc accepted _ NFA

I I. Section 2.84, page 2 ]6-Was the anMysis conducted vNth &l] a_ a]ahl¢ or pcrtlncm information TO say beth
available anti pcninem could he nds]cading Ple&_e clarify

12 5ectlon 2 93. page 2-18-The phrase "On the basis of the lack of a potcntmi sere'co or contmmia.ant_ in a

media..."lsalmostludzc_m_. If[hercvra_.ampling;olndicatesuch. simply say _o Ifno_plingw&_
conducted, cle_xty state so

13. Section 2. [0 2, page 2-20--The ward nonnaity &s used in the Iirst paragraph impli_ that other actions may
have t_cu ned abnormally, Please clarify or elaborate,

14 Section 2.1 I page 2-22--Thc vcrblage within &is _'ctlon i_ ciir¢clly contradictory to that included in the
9

appendix as il relal_ to indication of release A 1.500-2.000 g_. Io_ is hard]_, rafionalizcd a_ "...no

indi¢_tio n of a release Io the environment.". I qeestion the judgement in dral_ ng this nar_tivc in a monacr
that can only be comtrucd as tmslcading. _s site is definitely not an NFA site Ftmharmere. it will

probably roclui_ a site _pccific charact criz.xfion af the vadose zone and shallow aquifer. Furihcr
:hafactenzauon may also be rcqmred if rc_ L_indicate any palenlJal for deep aquifer contamilmfion

15. SccUon 3.0. page _-I--Why wa_ the Environmental Science Study not utilized as a reference Referenr_ng f_r

NFA is much more st dngent l'or fuithcr action_iw, c_lJ_ntlon_.
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Declaration for the Record of Decision

Remedial Alternative Selection

$1te Nnma_ and Loeallons

Defett_ Depot

Memphis, Tennesst_

Sit_ l_t-Plane Crash R_idue

Site 22--Hardware Bunal

Sit_ 23--Coazt_¢tlan Debds and Fond

BttdaI

Site 30--Polar Spray Booths

Site 40--Sa fcly-Kleen Loc_ationz

Site 41--Satellite Drum ACCumulation Are.as

Site 44-Former Wastewater Treatment Unit

Are_

8talemenl of Basis and Pilrr_Js_

This deelsion dt_umeat presents Ihe s_l_led remedial

MemphiJ. Temae_e. developed in ar_ordance with

Compen_tion. end Liability Act of 1980

Reauthofi_tion Act (SARA) of 1986, mad,

The decision is based on Ihe administrative

Tnz Depaament of Defense

States Environmental Protection ._

7

it information for the slt_, it is can¢luded thai _lu_ remedial

_'f huraan hexttth or the enwronm_nt. Therefor- _, th_ selected

This alt_alive will consist of I_aviag the sit_ ,as they ate.

ry (under CERCLA), because the conditions B_ the

This temedlal ahemat _ve will hava no casts

Th_ _l_ted remedy is prole_tiv¢ of human health mad the e,,_vir onment, eomplle_ with fedaral and stat_

te, quiremen ts thttt are legally tsppliezble or televar, I and appropriate to Ih¢ remedial action, itnd i_ ¢osl-

effective. Tic.attaint is not nec_ry foe the p_tc.etlon of human h_lth end the environment. No

imtmnent or substantial th_is 10 human h_hh at the environment welw found at the Kile_. A 5-year

tevlaw (under CERCLA) will t_ot be nece_',,a ry for the_se _he_; however, Resource Conse_vatlc_n and

Recever_ Act (RC_A)-regtZlaled _i_e_ may require future ael[oas.

Signature (Comm_nding Officer/

Defe.a_ Depot Memphis, Tempested)

Date

mgmH AD W30_ D DMT_ N FARID Dh_T.W P5 i
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Dcfen_e Depot Memphis, Tennessee (DDMT) is a major field installation of the Defense

Logistics Agency (DLA), U.S Deparlment of Defense (DOD). ItS primary mission is to

provide material support to all U.S. military services and some civil agencies. As a

result of meeting its mission, DDMT has been engaged in a variety of operations dealing

with h_r_rdous substance transportation, shipment, and disposal.

AS a result of past practices and environmental contamination, DE placed on the

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and L , Act (CERCLA)

National Priorities List (NPL) on October 14 1992 (199 2). This

¢ Act (RCRA) part

B Permit (No. TN4 210 020 570) to the facil0'

enforcement activity of the RCRA

conducted in January 1990 by

Kearney, Subcontractor).

the following:

)was

(A.T.
,galatory jurisdiction include

Activity Company

PCP Dip

Remedial Investigation

Feasibility Study

Engineering Science, Inc.

Engineering Science, Inc.

During the previous

facility were investigated, _ sites that pose no threat to human health and the

presents a summary of identified sites that pose

no threat to human health and the environment. Therefore, no further actions are

proposed for the sites. This decision is the only remedial action identified for the sites.

Thirteen sites are proposed for No Further Ae0on in this document.

The facility is investigating 85 additional sites at DDMT. The DDMT investigations are

broken into four distinct components addressing specific media at the facility. Each

media to be investigated must he designated as an operable unit. These operable units are

as follows: 1) Groundwater, 2) Sites and Sources, 3) Surface Water, and 4) Drainage

and Chemical Warfare Sites. Separate remedial investigations (Rls) are being conducted

for ezeh operable unit. This Record of Decision ('ROD) is applicable only to the 13 sites

identified in this report.

On the basis of the information provided in this report, it was determined that the No

Further Action remedy for the 13 identified sites is protective of human health and the

environment and that no unacceptable short-term risks are caused. Furthermore, the

mgm_l :ID[V 30_O [2 MTXN FARIDDMT.WP5 ii
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Table ES-I

No Further Action Sites

Defense Depot Memphis, Tennessee

Site No.

18

Description

Plan Crash Residue

22 llardware Burial

D_lll_ellt

Supporting NFA

Recommendation

1,2,3,4

_1,3

e_¢< 1,323 Construction Debris and Food Burial

30 Paint Spray Booths ----'_ _i_

41 Satellite Dram Accumulation Are_V_Y 1

44 Former WWTU Area _ 1

1.5

47 FormorCoo m,      (  
49

53 X-25 Fl_taS_t,ze_ StoOge Area 1

Fio, \ )}
86 Food Su_l _nll Field 3, 4, 6

1 RCRA Facility Assessment conducted by A. T, Kearney (January 1990)
2-Geophysical Survey conducted by USCOE (December 1993)

3-DDMT Disposal Records

4--Historical Aerial Photography, assorted dates, CH2M HILL project records

5--Dip Vat Remediation Report by O. H. Materials (February 1986)

6 NFA Report, CH2M HILL, (Draft September 1994)

mgmH:IDIV3Q_DDMT_NFAR_DDMT•WP5 ib
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selected alternative of No Further Action will attain all applicable or relevant and

appropriate requirements (ARARs), and this remedy is the most cost-effective solution for
the sites.
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ARARe

CERCLA

DCAS

DDMT

DIPEC

DL, k

DOD

DIEv[O

DRMR

DSA

DSAC

EPA

FFA

FS

HpCDD

HpCDF

HXCDD

HxCDF

NCP

NPL

OCDD

OCDF

OU

PCDD

PCDF

PCP

POL

POTW

ppb

PVC

RCRA

RFA

R1

ROD

SARA

SwtviU

TCDD

TCDF

TDEC

TSDF

WWTU

Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirements

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation,
and Liability ACt

Defense Contract Administration Services

Defense Depot Memphis, Tennessee

Defense lndusErial Plane Equipment Center

Defense Logistics Agency

Department of Defense

Defense Reutilization Marketir

Defense Reutilizatnin Markmir

Defense Supply Agency

Envirormlental Protection

Federal Fa_ilitie_ Agreement

Feasibility Study

Petroleum, oil, and lubricants

Publicly-owned Treatment Works

Parts per billion

Polyvinyl ehtoride

Resource Conservation and Recow D, Act
RCRA Facility Assessmem

Remedial Iavestigation
Record of Decision

SuperfiJnd Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1986

Solid Waste Management Unit

Tetrachlorodlbenzo-p-dioxin
Tetr aehlorodibenzo furan

Ze_lc-ssee DepattuJ_nt of Enviionment and Cort_ervatiot3

TreaLra_nt, Storage, and Disposal Facility
Wastcwarer Treatment Unil



l.O [ntroduction.

1.1 Facility. Defeme Depot Memphis, Tennessee (DDMT) is a major field

installation of the Defense Logistics Agency (DLA), U,S. Department of Defense (DOD).

Its prima_ mission is to provide material support to all U.S. military services and some

civil agencies. AS a t_sult of meeting its mission, DDMT has been engaged in a variety

of operations dealing with hazardous substance transportation, shipment, and disposal.

This section describes the activities of the installation, the background, and the objectives
of this document,

1.2 Facility Description and Location. DDMT is

in Shelby County, Memphis. Tennessee, in the extreme s

DDMT is approximately five miles east of the Mississippi

Interstate 240, Interstate 55 junction. Figure 1-1

Figure 1-2 p

approximately 4 miles southeast of the I

Memphis International Airport.

provides primary access to the installation.

Selwe fls the nolthel_, southel?n) _ld

and 28 miles of paved streets.

space and approximatel

Road, and Perry Road

26 miles of railroad track,

quar¢ feet of covered storage

feet of open storage space. The land and

DLA. Figure 1-2 illustrates the

of the Defense Depot Memphis, Tennessee,

began in June 1941 and was ¢ 1942. on land bought from the Goodman

family. The site was previously used as a cotton field. Operation of DDMT began in
January I942.

1.3.1 The initial mission and functior_ of DDMT were 1o supply and to

provide stock control, storage, and maintenance services for the Army Engineer,

Chemical, and Quartermaster Corps. During World War I1, the Depot served as an

internment center for 800 prisoners of war. The Depot also performed supply missions

for the Signal and Ordnance Corps.

1.3.2 In 1963, the installation was chosen by the Defense Supply Agency

(DSA), now the DLA, to be a principal distribution center for a complete range of DSA

commodities. On January 1, 1964, the U.S Army released the installation to DSA and

the installation became the Defense DepoL Memphis, Tennessee. DLA is responsible to

the Secretary of Defense for providing services and supplies used in common by all the
military services.

mgmH :IO[V30_D DMT_ FAr¢_DI_MT Wp5 I-I



Figure 1.1
s..... Facility Location Map
z._Mi®oS.,= T_ Defense Depot, Memphis, Tennessee



47n

45n

 HILL

i

Notes

• Proposod No Furtl_r Acllon Site

Site 30 has 3 LOCations - 30a, 30c

Sltm 4[) has S LOC_tlons. 40e to 4Oe

SItB 41 has 5 Locations. 41_ to 41 e

Sour¢_ Corns ©f EnglnBers/Hunl_Vll[e Division Figure 1.2

Site Locations Map
Defense Depot, Memphis, Tennessee



1.3.3 Several other organizations are co located at DDMT and report

directly to DLA. These include thc Defense Industrial Plane Equipment Center (DIPEC),

Defeme Reutillzatlon Marketing Region (DRMR), Defense Reutlbzation Marketing

Organization (DRMO), Customer Supply Assistance Center, DefarLsc Contract

Administrative Services (DCAS), and DLA Systems Automation Center (DSAC).

1.3.4 As host activity, DDMT provides admthistrative support to the DLA
co-located activities. Services include accounting, personnel, and travel arrangements

l.d Enforcement Activities. DDMT was placed ou the Corn

Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liabilit_

List (NPL) on October 14, 1992 (199 Federal Reg

issuance of a Resource Conservation and Recovery

TN4 210 020 570) to the facility on September 28

the RCRA permit, a RCRA Facility Assessment

Other activities conducted under the regulalor

actions (pentaehlorophenol [PCP] Dip

Engineering Report, etc.). These studies

of the facility on the NPL.

(Law RI, ES

1991, before placement

1.4.1 Additionally, _mlec

(EPA), Region IV,

and DDMT are planning

primary purpose of the FFA

and present activities at

proposes a schedule for s

',TDEC),

(FFA). The

associated with past

investigated and that appropriate

:s are developed and implemented

"Ihese activities also are being

Furthermore, the FFA

place during the CERCLA

Specific activities listed in the FFA include a remedial investigation of

operable units. Four distinct operable units are under investigation. Additionally, some

sites at the facility have been designated for screening to determine if contamination is

present as a result of previous activities.

1.5 Facility Characteristics.

1.5.1 Physiography and Climatology. DDMT and eastern Memphis are
situated within theGulf Coastal Plain Subdivision of the Atlantic Coastal Plain

Physiographic Province. This area is eharac_rized by disseemd loess-covered uplands

and generally lacks distinct features. The erosion-controlled land surface appeals nearly

level with local slopes, ranging from level to approximately 10 percent The main

installation comists primarily of highly developed, urban land that has been graded,

paved, and built upon, with the major exception the facility's golf course. Undeveloped

areas are used for open storage of equipment.



DDMT is [ocamd in the West Tennessee Climatic Division, with a typical

climate of humid, warm sunmlers, and cold winters. The ammal mean temperature is 62

degrees; the daily mean temperature ranges from approximately 40 degrees in January to

82 degrees in July. The area receives an average of 50 inches of precipitation a year,

with the heaviest periods during the winter and early spring; thunderstorms are typical

during late spring and early summer. The net annual precipitation (rainfall-evepomtion)

estimated for the Memphis area is 9 inches. Prevailing winds are from the south at less

than tl miles per hour.

1.5.2 Soils. The predominant surface soil association found in the DDMT

site before its development was the MempbJs-Graeda-Lorhi

by yellow brown to dark brown color The association is

to moderately well drained, and has silt from 6 to 8 inches.

Construction of the facility resulted in ari altering of the

as graded land with silty materials.

Field and the southeast corner of the golf course.

The facilit)

embayment, which is a broad trough or

parallels the Mississippi River and

are primarily

amounts of lignite. The

consisting of silt, sill

range from 6 to 40 feet

' the Mississippi

sediments in the study area

, and clays, with minor

Loess is an eogan deposit

The deposits at DDMT

consist primarily
thickness from ;

e fluvial deposits underlie the loess

The deposi_

s of clay. The fluvial deposits range in

J 98 feet at the Depot.

The Jackson formation and the upper par_ of the Claibome Group lie

beneath the fluvial deposits. These units consist primarily of clay, sill and fine sands,

with minor lenses of lignite. The clays are primarily montraorillonitie. The Jackson

formation and the upper Claibome Group form a regionally significant confining unit for

the underlying Memphis Sand, which is an important drinking water aquifer in the
region.

1.5.3 Groundwater. The facility is underlain by a layer of loess that

varies in thickness. Terrace deposits underlie the loess. The lower, saturated portion of

the terrace deposits is referred to as the Fluviffl Aquifer, which is the upperroost aquifer

beneath the installation. Perched groundwater also exists in the terrace deposits above

small clay lenses at elevations above the Fluvial Aquifer. However, these perched waler

zones are temporal and are not considered part of the Fluvial Aquifer. The Fluvial

Aquifer is not used as a drinking water source within the City of Memphis. The

Memphis Sand Aquifer underlies the Fluvial Aquifer, and is the primary source of

drinking water for the City of Memphis



The Fhivial andMemphisSandAquifers are separated by the Jackson-

Upper Claiberne confining unit, which generally consists of a high-plasticity clay of

variable thickness. The depth to the top of the confining unit varies, and the confining

unit thicknesses vary, also. The previous RI Report contains data regarding the depth to
the confining layer plus the cent-ruing layer thickness.

Figure 1-3 presents the November 1993 potentiometiie surface map of the

Fluvial Aquifer at DDMT. The map was compiled by contouring water levels recorded

by ESE in November 1993 (Reference 38). The major groundwater flow direction in the

Fluvial Aquifer is toward the depression in the top of the clay unit on the northwestern

portion of the facility. This portion of DDMT is a st

thterconnection between the Fluvial Aquifer and

The extent of the suspected area

1.5.4 Surface Wafer. Most of th

surrounding terrain, and therefore, receives little,

Storm water drainage from Duna Field is malnl

west or through a concrete-lined storm sewer_t_which
adjacent, u

a tributary of the Noneonnch Creek_ The n

overland flow into a storm drainage

to one perennial and two intenn

SOUth).

miles from the creek),

significant amount of

ihydraulic

Aquifer.

properties.

) Cane Creek,

: is through
flow into several outfells

Creek (0.75 miles

r Lake (approximately 4

he Mississippi River.

0DMT-Lake

The lake overflows intermfltenily through a

as with the overflow from the golf course pond, is

directed througt Nonconnah Creek. Conversations with facility
personnel indicate that overflow occurs when net precipitation is above normal.

No surface water intakes are located within 15 miles downstream of the

facility; however, the streams and lake are used for recreational purposes. The facility is

not located in the 100-year fiend plain and no portions are subject to flooding.

1.6 Scope and Role of the Sites. Duiing the previous nivestigatio_ o.uil

enforcement activities, individual sites at the facility w¢t_ investigated (EPA RFA. and

Law RI/IS). As a result, some sites have been identified that pose no threat to human

health and the environment. Therefore, no furore a¢tior_ are proposed for these sites.

This decision is the only remedial action identified for the sites The objectives of this

document include the following:

Provide background irffolmation about the proposed No Further Action
Sites

mgmI_:_DIV30_DDMT_FAR_DDMT.WP5 1-6
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Provide rationale for No Further Action decision for each site

Provide information in support of the No Further Action decision

1.(;.1 Note that the facility is investigating four operable units that include

multiple sites at DDMT. Separate RIs are being ¢oeduc_d for each operable unit. This

Record of Decision (ROD) is applicable only Io the 13 sites identified in this report as

those requiring No Further Action. Future actions considered for sites at DDMT include

remedial investigation/feasibility study (Pd/FS), site screening, removal action, and NO
Further Action.
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2.0 Selected Actions 7 L_ 2 3

Thirteen sites were reviewed with respect to alternative actions, applicable or

relevant and appropriate requirements (ARARs), and risks. These sites were selected for

No Further Action. The following subsections present a site description, general

information, summary of site risks, and a description of the preferred alternatives for the
No Further Action sites at DDMT.

//
f %

_.,../ .%__,
d t;'F ._' r'g't, _._"

_--. -4" _%

,r .'n.._ ..._.. "_ _ fir

"_. _ ._" _.. ..,
_._ ._÷" .'%,._,"

•d _ .a_" _. _. n_._ _1

%',, i
,/
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2.1 Site 18-Plane Crash Residue. The following subsections describe Site 18,

where plane crash residue was disposed.

2.1.1 Site Description. Site 18 was generated as a result of the burial of

debris from a plane crash. The aircraft was a DC 3 that crashed into a warehouse. The

crash occurred in the summer of 1985 on the main facility installation. Debris from the

crash was buried to an unknown depth. Typical burial depths in Dunn Field am less than

10 feet hgs. During the burial process, records were kept about the materials buried

(nonhazardous materials) and the location of the burial. The area measures 363 feet in

length and 43 feet in width+ and is located 240 feet from the west boundary and 600 feet

from the north boundary'of Dunn Field. Figure 2-1 illustrates tl

2.1.2 General Information, From the plane

crash residue burial includes military clothing, plastic, c _ rock, asphalt

roofing, wood, decking, roof trusses _,pipe, air crafi

conducted in April 1993. Results of the

location was accurate on the facility disposal

Fehruat3

the facility disposal map. Also, E

historic disposal records.

disposa! records

_e plane crash residue

photography (dated

_pport the

and aerial photography

(such as stressed v(

release pathwa2

addition, no historyor ev
identified.

a low exposure potential exists for the

_, soils, groundwater, and subsurface gas. In

was identified, nor was a release pathway

Because the materials buried do not pose a significant environmental threat,
the site has been listed for no further action in both the RFA and the FFA.

2.1.3 Sununary of Site Risks. Because of the lack of hazardous or toxic

materials disposed at the site, there is no source area of contamination. On the basis of

the lack of a potential source or contaminants in a media, there is no risk to human health
and the environmem from this site.

2.1.4 Description of the Preferred Alternative. From an analysis of all
available and pertinent information for Site 18-Plane Crash Residue. it is concluded that

no remedial actions are necessary for the protection of human health or the environment.

Therefore, the selected remedial alternative for the site is No Action. This alternative

will cor_ist of leaving the site as is. No additional sampling or monitoring will be

necessary, because the conditiom at the site are protective of human health and the

environment. Tiffs remedial alternative will have no costs associated with it.

mgro_:kDIV38/Dn Mq_NDA RIDDMT.WP5 2 2
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Figure 2.1
Site 18 ,

Plane Crash Residue

Defense Depot, Memphis, Tennessee
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2.2 Site 22--Hardware Burial. The hardware burial at Sbo 22 is described

below.

2.2.1 Site Description. The Hardware Burial site (Bite 22) is a small

landfill where three trackloads of discarded nuts and bolts were placed in May 1977.

The landfill is approximately 40 feet long and 10 feet wide. The site is located northwest

of Dunn Field approximately 1,100 feet from the. notch boundary and 300 feet from the

west boundary, Figure 2-2 illustrates the site location.

2.2.2 General Information. Materials buried in Site 22 were three

in Operable Unit 1. Historic records were retained on the Du

An P_A was conducted in January 1990,

evidence of release (such as stressed

potential cxisus for the release pathwa 1

subsurface gas. In addition, no history

release pathway identified.

and

materials disposed at the site,
the lack of a

ie of the lack of hazardous or toxic

On the basis of

tlie Preferred Afiernatlve. From an analysis of all

22, the Hardware Burial She, it is concluded

, for the protection of human health or the
environment Therefore, the selected remedial alternative for the site is NO Action. This

alternative will c_nsist of leaving the site as is. NO additional sampling or monitoring

will be necessary, because the conditions at the sire are protective of human health and

the environment. This remedial alternative will have no costs associated with it.

mg mH:l D iV _0/DDMT_FARIDDMT.Wp5 2-4
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Site 22

Hardware Burial

Defense Depot, Memphis, Tennessee
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2.3 Site 23--Construction Debris and Food Burial. The Site 23 burial area is

described in the following paragraphs.

2.3.1 Site Description. The construction debris and food burial site is

located in the western portion of Dulm Field. The actual dlmensinns of the burial area

are unknown, but the material was placed in the area in 1948 as part of a routine

landfilling operation for burned cortstruclinn debris and discarded foods. Food materials

include typical army rations, dry goods, and canned items that exceeded their shelf life.

The area was later filled in with soil and used for bauxite storage. The unit is located

approximately 175 feet and 1,000 feet from the west and south boundaries of Dunn Field,
respectively. Figure 2-3 illustrates the site location.

2.3.2 General Information. Site 23 has nl

RFA was conducted in January 1990, with result_

(such as stressed vegetation) was observed. The F

potential exists for pathways of air, surface water,
history or evidence of release was identified.

An

A magnetic and el

Area in April 1993. Results of the survey

shown on the faallity disposal map.

1937, and October 11, 1953) also

disposal map. No information tc

disposal maps,

(dated August 10,

te facility

tot support the

photography:

the site,
)aterial handled or disposed at

As discussed in Settler, s 2.3.1 and 2.3.2,
the site previously was used _posal of nonhazardous material Because there is no

source for ha;'_rdou8 waste at the site, exposure to regional human and nonthuman

receptors is incomplete. Therefore, effects on human health from the site are absent cr

negligible

2.3.4 Description of the Preferred Alternative. From an analysis of all
available and pertinent information for Site 23, the Construction Debris and Foods Burial

site, it is concluded that no [emedlal actions are necessary for the protection of human

health or the environment. Therefore, the seleetnd remedial alternative for the site is No

Action. This alten_ative will consist of leaving the site as is. No additional sampling or

monitoring will be necessary, because the conditions at the ske are protective of human
health and the environment. This remedial alternative will have no costs associated with
it
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Figure2,3
Site 23

Construction Oebris and Food Budal
Defense Depot, Memphis, Tennessee
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2.4 Site 30--Paint Spray Booths. The Paint Spray Booths at Site 3(* are
described below.

2.4.1 Site Description. Site 30 consists of three Paint Spray Booths

located in Buildings 1086 (OU-2), 77(* (OU 2), and 260 (00-3) that have been used for

an unknown time period. Emissions from the areas are controlled by filters located on

the hack or side walls of the booths, which range in size from 8 fix 10 ft to 24 fix 10

ft. Paint from spraying operations passes through the filters as a fan, located on the

opposite side of the filter, and forces air iron a vent system. Figure 24 shows the site
location.

2.4.2 General Information.

Paint Spray Booths over time. Discarded filters arc placed

nonhazardous waste, No history or evidence t
the paint booths.

The site was evaluated during

indicating that the potential for release fi
RFA them was no evidence of leaks or

further action. Additionally, the site has heel
FFA.

s was low During the

designated for no

paint booth areas.

Because of the lack of haTardOUS or toxic

(filters), there a _alth or the environment from

i of the Preferred Alternative. From an analysis of all
available and pelxinent information for Site 30, the Paim Spray Booths, it is concluded

that no remedial actions are necessary for the protection of human health or the

environment Therefore, the selected remedial alternative for the site is No Action under

CERCLA. (Worker protection will continue to be regulated by OSHA.) This alternative

will consist of leaving the site as is No additional sampling or monitoring will be

necessary, because the eonditinr_ at the site are protective of human health and the

enviromnem. This remedial alternative will have no costs associated with it.

mg mH:l DIe3 [IIDDM'_NIrA P.XDDM r,_vp5 2-8
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Site 30

LI_GEN_ Q 4_ IQg

_lsll_g MonlrOdng WO_

s_Stra0graphl¢ t_dng LOCa_r_s

_u roe: COr_S of Engln_lIn Isvtile _]sion

_I; HILL

Figure 2.4
Site 30

Paint Spray Booths
Defense Depot, Memphis, Tennessee
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2.5 Site 4O--Safety-Kleen Locations. The paragraphs below describe the

Sathty-Kleen locations (Site 40).

37

2.5.1 Site Description. Site 40 is comprised of rAne incations where

Safcty-Klccn solvent parts cleaning stations arc located. The units consist of steel holding

tanks supported by steel l_s, ranging in size from 20 to 40 gallons. The units are

located in buildings and are self_onndned. The spent solvent is rccirculamd before

periodic replaccment hy the Safety Kleen Corporation, nddch leases and maintains the

units. The units have been used since 1985 in various locations. Five unha are located

in Building 770, and one unit is located in each of Buildings 689, 490, 253, and 469.

Thc site locations are prcscntcd in Figure 2=5.

carburetor and cold parts cleaning. New cinmning

acids, 31.7 percent methylene chloride, and 81.3

material general[ 1 "

themselves. Safety-Kleen supplies the units,

relUrTtS to rgmove the used material, and

manifesting, transporting

gain of volume, color or odor change,

by Sa fety-Kleen.

solutions, periodically

Safety-Kleen handles the

• by loss or

• nomd and investigated

indicating _at the potential for s was low. There was no history

appeared to be in good condition,

Additionally, the FFA designates this

V
2.5.3 Summary of Site Risks. A minimal level of risk exists because

hazardous materials are handled in these units. These risks are controlled through the

design and handling criteria regulated under RCRA, Because of the equipment design
and procedural conta-ols, there is no significant risk to human health or the environment.

2.5.4 Deseriptinn of the Preferred Alternative. From an analysis of" all
available and pertinent information for Site 40, the Safety-Kleea Locations, it is

concluded that no remedial actions are necessary for the protection of human health or

the environment, Therefore, the selected remedial alternative for the site is No Action

under CERCLA. This alternative will consist of leaving the site as is. NO additional

sampling or monitoring will be necessary, because the conditions at the site are protective

of human health and the environment. This remedial alternative will have no costs
associated with iE.

r_ gmFI:XDIV30/DDMT_N FARXDDMT.WP5 2.-10
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2.6 Site 41--Satellite Drum Accumulation Areas. The discussion below covers

Site 41, the Satellite Drum Accumulation Areas

2.6.1 Site Description. Five satellite dram storage areas make up Site
41, the Satellite Drum Accttmniadon Areas. The areas have been used since 1985 to

store drums of waste mamlSals. The umts vary in the number and size of drums they

contain, but all units are located on concrete floors within buildings. The buildings
where the areas are located are illustrated in Figure 2-6. Table 2-1 summarizes the
materials stored at the various locations

Site 41_atclllte _:_ _cumulatioq_d

Defense Depot Memphis, Tenn eg[_"%%_'_

Building Number Number of Units

2

1

1

_aintanied in good
these areas are transported to the

indicating tkst the

available for this site.

the RFA conducted in 1990, with the results

pathways was low There was no history

the units appeared to be in good condition,

to further aclion in the RFA. No analytical data are

2.6.3 Su_y of Site Risks. A minimal level of risk exists because

hazardous materials are handled in these units. These risks are controlled through the

design and handling criteria regulated under RCRA. 13¢cause of the design and
procedural controls, there is no significant risk to human health or the environment.

2.6.4 Description of the Preferred Alternative. From an analysis of all

available and pertinent information for Site 41, Satellite Drum Accumulation Areas, it is

concluded tlvat no remedial actions are necessary for the protection of human health or

the environment. Therefore, the sniected remedial alternative for the site is No Action

under CERCLA. This alternative will eonMst of leaving the site as is. No additioRal

sampling or monitoring will be necessary, because the conditions at the site are protective
of human health and the environment This remedial alternative will have no costs
associated with it.

mgroH :IDIV 301ODMT_NFARIDDMr Wp5 2-12
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2.7 Site 44---Former Ve'WTU Area. The following subsections present a
discussion of Site 44.

2.7.1 Site Description. The former Wastewater Treatment Unit (W_VTU)

Area was the location of a temporary wastewarer treatment unit used in the remediation

of Sites 42 and 43 in 1986. The unit was located just west of Building S-737 and

consisted of a 12.O00-gallon portable pool with vinyl liner, pumps, medium capacity

carbon cell. and associated piping on a concrete pad. The sump. located adjacent to the

pesticide storage building, was used as a holding basin until enough wastewater was

retained for treatment. Figure 2-7 illustrates the site location.

2.7.2 General Information. The WWTU was_se_to treat rainwater

mixed with PCP contaminated oll and rinse waters from ec a,

during remedial actions and cleanup operations of the

the treated wastewater held in the portable pool weft

discharge, and 8.000 gallons of water w

works (POTW) operated by the CR3 Upon
completion of the walzr treatment. 27 drum

After treatment was completed, the unit wE

indicating that the potential for re
or evidence of uncontrolled

and the site was designated I

conducted in 1990, with the results

rs was low. There was no history

appeared to be in good condition,

or contaminants in a media, there is

2.7.4 Description of the Preferred Alternative. From an analysis of all

available and pertinent infornlation for Site 44 the Former WWTU Area, it is concluded

that no remedial actions are necessary for the protection of human health or the

ertvironmcnt. Therefore, the selected remedial altertmtive for the site is No Action under

CERCLA. This alternative will consist of leaving the site as is. NO additional sampling

or moniLoring will be necessary, because the conditions at the site are protective of

human health and the environment, This remedial alternative will have no costs
associated with it.



Area Shown

Enlarged Below

Rgure 2.7
Site 44

Former WW_J Area
Defense Depot, Memphis,Tennessee
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2.8 Site 45--Former Contaminated Soil Staging Area. In the subsections
below, Site 45 is discussed.

2.8.1 Site Description. The former Conmminateg Soil Staging Area was

a temporary storage area used from 1986 through 1988 to hold waste from the PCP tank

and vat area remediation while it awaited offsde transportation and disposal. The
location was a grave1 area to the northwest of Building 8-737 thai measured

approxunately 200 feet by 100 feel Roll-offcontainers were stored in the area; they

were prepared to receive the contaminated soil by having the seams fiUed with a foam

material and being lined with plastic. After each container was filled with contaminated

soil, it was covered with plastic. Figure 2-8 illustrates the site In

2.8.2 General Information. U I

capacity of 24 to 30 cubic yards, were

with contaminated soil (containing PCP, dioxin, and

shipment to a final offsite disposal facility

indicating that the potemial for release

or evidence of uncontrolled leaks or
There was no hlstoty

in good condition,

2.8.3 Suranaary

materials disposed or released
of the lack of he'ardous or toxic

s in a media, them is

,r Site 45, Contaminated Soil Staging Area, it is

are necessary for the protection of human health or
the environment. Therefore, the selected remedial alternative for the site is No Action

under CERCLA. This alternative will consist of leaving the _ite as is. No additional

sampling or mchitoring will be necessary, because the conditions at the site are proleclive
of human health and the environment. This remedial alternative will have no costs
associated with it.
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Figure 2,8
Site 45

Former Contaminated Soil Staging Area
Defense Depot, Memphis, Tennessee
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2.9 Site 47--Former Contaminated Soil Drum Singing Axea. In the following
paragraphs, Site 47 is discussed.

2.9.1 Site Description. The former contaminated soil drum storage area

was a temporary drum storagu/staging area used from 1986 to the spring of 1988 to hold
materials from the remedial activities at Sites 42 and 43. The unit is located in the

s_uthwesl part of the main installation, approximately 300 feet west of Building 689.

The unit consisYzd of a dirt-covered concrete igloo building normally used for explosives

storage. The igloo has a concrete floor and all drainage cxils were sealed. Figure 2-9
illustrates the site location

drams of various materials. Most of the drums were filled

activities from Sites 42, 43, and the associated

contaminated soil (containing PCP, dioxin, and

and storage tank, and contaminated carbon fr

before shipment to an offsho facility for final di

The site was evaluated dl

indicating that the potential f

and the site was designated for n

.pproximandy 800

_1 in 1990, with the results

There was no history

good condition,

materials disposed or

:)nlal_inants in a media, there is

From an analysis of all
the Former Contaminated Soll Drum

Storage Area, it is concluded that no remedial actions are necessary for the protection of
human health or the envirotmlent. Therefore, the seleetnd remedial alternative for the

site is No Action under CERCLA This alternative will consist of leaving the site as is.

No additional samplnig or monltorthg will be necessary, because the conditions at the site
are protective of human health and the environment. This remedial alternative will have
no costs associated with it.
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Figure 2.9
Site 47

Former Contaminated Soil Drum Staging Area
Defense Oepol, Memphis, Tennessee
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2.10 Site 49 Expired Medical Supplies Storage Area. Site 49 is covered in

the following discussion

2.10.1 Site Description. The Expired Medical Supplies Storage Area is a

warehouse storage area that has been used from an unknown date until the present for
medical supplies with an expired shelf life The unit is located near the center of

Building 359 and consists of a concrete floored storage hay (approxtmately 50 feet by 30

feet).Materialsarc storedin the manufacturer'scontainers,on palletsor shelves

throughout the unit, until transported or disposed. Figure 2-10 illustrates the site
location.

shulf-lith medical supplies in their original ctJntainer_.

normally is sent to the sanitary sewer (with permission o

solid material normally is crushed and

incineration or other proper disposal

indicating that the

or evidence of uneoRtlolled leaks or s

liquid material

:d in 1990, with the results

There was no history

_1 to be in good condition,
this site has been listed for

Because of the lack of hazardous or

the site, there is no source area of contamination at

$ou[¢c or contaminants in a media, there

2.10.4 Description of the Preferred Alternative. From an allalysis of all

available and pertinent thfermatiotl for Site 49, the Medical Waste Storage Area, it is

concluded that no remedial actions are necessary for the protection of human health or

the environment. Therefore, the selected remedial alternative for the site is No Action

under CERCLA. This alternative will comsist of leaving the site as is. No additional

sampling or monitoring will be necessary, because the eonditior_ at the site are protective
of human health and the environtaent. This remedial ahutnative will have no costs
associated with it.



Rgure 2.10
Site 49

Expired Medical Supplies Storage Area
Defense Depot, Memphis, Tennessee
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2.11 Site 53--X-25 Flammable Solvents Storage Area. The paragraphs below

present a discussionof Site 53.

2.11.1 Site Description. The X25 Flammable Solvents Storage Area Site

is the result of a product storage area spill. The 36,000-gagon spill occurred on .lanuary
19, 1988, in the northernmost petroleum, oil, and lubricants (POL) eoncrete-bermed

storage area, located in the northwest section of the main installation. The area measures

approximately 175 feet by 125 feet. The unit is designed with a concrete floor that

slopes to the south to retain material. The site location is illustrated in Figure 2-11.

2.11.2 General Information. The spill occurred
unit and consisted of a mixture of h

toluene. The spill was cleaned up, with malerial recovered

occurred. The unit was specifically designed to contain

in the storage area. Memorandums documenting the

cleanup actions are presented in Appendix C

mtainmem

and

at the time it

indicating that the potential for release fr

site visit, the unit appeared to be in

stressed vegetation near the unit.

history, the site
this site.

990, with the results

At the time of the

of soil staitling or
the recorded

No analytical data are available for

2.11.3

designed to contain
of th_

the envi_nment.

this site.

B_use the release was in the unit

taken at the time

m material, there is no indication of a release to
the envirortment from

2.11.4 Description of the Preferred Alternative. From an analysis of all

available and pertinent information for Site 53. the X 25 Flammable Solvents Storage

Area, it is concluded that no remedial actions are necessary for the protectioa of human

health or the environment. Therefore, the selected remedial alternative for the size is No

Action under CERCLA. This alternative will consist of leaving the site as is. No

additional sampling or monitoring will be necessary, because the conditions at the site are

protective of human health and the environment. This remedial alternative will have no
costs associated with it.
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Site 53

;(-25 FlammableSolventsStorageArea
Defense Depot,Memphis,Tennessee
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2.12 Site 63--Fhiorspar Storage: Southeast Quadrant OU-1.

Fluorspar Storage. is covered below.

74 58
Sim 63,

2.12.1 Site Description. Site 63 is comprised of nin_ fluorspar stockpiles
hicatcd in the southe.asrern quadrant of Dunn Field. The nine areas combined cover

approximately 5.2 acres, The location of the fluorspar stockpiles is illusLrated in Figut_
2-12.

2.12.2 General Information. The storage areas contain only fluorspar, a

nonhazardous commodlty. Fluorspar (commercial fluodm) is a naturally occurring

mineral composed of calcium and fluoride (CaF 0.

U.S. are located in Illinois and Kentucky. Fluorspax is used
production industry. Material has been stored contSnuousl

present, Currently, the nine Ilnorspar :polyvinyl
chloride (PVC) membrane that is solvent welded at th

No analytical data am available

2.12.3 Summar 3

toxic ma_erlals disposed or released at i

is no risk to human health and

lack of hazardous or

ofcon_minat_n at

nedia, there

From an analysis of all

e: Southeast Quadrant of

Dunn Field Area, it ecessary for the protection

pplicable to the site because it is

and historically for a nonhazardous commodity¸ Therefore, the

will consist of leaving No additional sampling or monitoring will be

necessary, because the conditions at the site arc protective of human health and the

environment. This remedial nhcmative will have no costs associated with it.
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Figure Z12
Site 63

Fluorspar Storage: Southeast Quedrant OU-1
Defense Depot, Memphis, Tennessee



Field



74 6J

2.13 Site 86-Food Supplles: Dunn FieId. The following is a description of
Si_c 86.

2.13.1 Site Description. Food supplies are a commodity that the Depot

distributes in significant quantities. Food _upplies include field ratiox_ for military

personnel As a result of handling large volumes of food supplie_, many of these may
reach or exceed the recommended shelf life, Site 86 at Duma field resulted from the

burial of food supplies that exceeded shelf life and were no longer suitable for

distribution. The site is presented in Figure 2-13.

2.13.2 General Informalion. A magnetic and el

was conducted of the Dunn Field area in April 1993. Resug

the buried material location was generally accurate on the

Additionagy. art interview with a retired employee of th

and date of the disposed of food supplies.

not support the disposed records¸ pefsonngl

2.13.3 Summary

toxic materials disposed

nedia, there

_1 Alternative. From an analysis of all

_6, Food Supplies: Dunn Field Area, it is

t for the protection of human health or

the environment, historically has been a storage area for a

the selected remedial alternative for the site is NO

_n_ist of leaving the site as is. No

additional smnpling will be necessary, because the conditions at the site are
protective of human healLh and the environment. This remedial alternative will have no

costs associated with it.
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Figure 2.13
Site 86

Food Supplies: Dunn Field
Defense Depot, Memphis, Tennessee
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3.0 Statutory Determinations.

3.1 Summary. A summary of the statutorydeterminationsisoutlinedbclow

3.1.1 Protection of Human Health and the Environment. The selected

remedy for the sites is protective of human health and the environment as presented in

Section 2.0. No unacceptable short-term risks or cross-media effects will be caused by

this remedy.

3.1.2 Attainment of A

Requirements (ARARs). A review of, and compliance with, y the
Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act (SARA). _'"

applicable to identified sites was conducted and is The selected

alternative cf No Further Action will attain all ARARs

3.1.3 Use of Permanent

Practicable. No alternatives

human health or the envitonmem, effective,

attains ARARs, and is the Therefore, treatment

at this site is not appropriate.

m,_ nffI:IDIV301DDMq_NFARtD DMT.WP5 3-1
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4.0 Regulatory Agency/Public Involvement.

4.1 Decision Document. Copies of the Decision Document were made available

to the EPA, Region IV. and TDEC, The public will be notified of the availability ef the

Decision Document through the local press announcement to the Remedial Action Board,

to Technical Review Committees, or to beth. This document will be made available to

the public, as defined in the Communication Relations Plan, in the Memphls/Shelby

County Public Library Main Branch, and at the Cherokee Branch Public Library.

mgraEl:kD [V30XDDMT_ N PARID D MT Wp5 4-1
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STATEMENT

SUBJECT: CoLlapse of Span Dome at Burro Ar_ (X25)

TO: Whom it may concern . . ..:,

I CharLes Wallis, as Chief Fire Inspee(or of Defense Depot Memphis, make these statem=nts,

Irue to the best of my knowledge.

check of Ihe Depot,

_he brum are_, I was

metal ca_s. At this time

e of the dome, Mr. BlaI_char_

I notified Security again to



CITY OF MEMPHIS

INTER-OFFICE

MEMORANDUM

7_



P_go 2

ChLef J. C. Fle_ing

_nnua_y 25, 198a
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