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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

HAMPTON FIELD OFFICE, ARMY BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE
102 MCNAIR DRIVE

tu ~~~~~~~~FORT MONROE VIRGINIA 23651

MEMORANDUM FOR Assistant Chief of Staff for Installation Management, 600 Army
Pentragon, Washington, DC 0 000

SUBJEC'r: Finding Of Suitability to Transfer at Former Memphisi Depot - Dunn Field

1. Enclosed for your records: Findi~ng of Suitabihty to Transfer 41.17 acres at the Former
Memrphis Depot. The document received Installation. Reguilatory, Public, and Hampton Field
Office (H-lEO) legal and environmentald revieWV. It is signrld by the Director of the BRAG -

Harnpton Field Qffice.

2. Hamipton -BRPAGfield office point of contact isMis. RobinMil~ils, DSN 680- 3846 or
commercial (757) 188 - 3846.

THOMAS E. LEDERLE
Director, Base Realignment and Clostire

Hfam-pton Field Office

CF: (w/cncls)
HQDA (DAltv-BD/ Lariy Beach)
£YLA BRAG Office, (DSS-DBlicanne Master)
CESAMV-RE-MD (H-arold G. Duck)
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FINDING OF SUITABILITY TO TRANSFER
(FOST)

Memphis Depot - Dunn F'ield
Subparcels 36.12,36.13,36.14,36.24,36).25,, 36.26, 36~27, 36.30, 336.1 and 36.32

March 2005

I. PURPOSE

The purpose of this Finding of Suitability to Transfer (POST) is~to doctiment~the
environmiientaltsuitability of certailn.properiy (Su'ibparcd~s,36112. 36.13. 3)6.14,3~6'24;,36.25,
316.2~6, 36.27. 36.3)0,36.3 Ianid 316.)2) at Form-ier Defense Distribution Depot( M~empnhis,
Tennessee (Depot). durrently known as the Defense Distribution Center (tMerrphis), for transfer
as a public benefit cdnveyancc (PBC) through the Department of Interior to the Memphis Depot
Redevelopment Cooperation for recreational use ahd through the Department of Transporiation
to the Memphis Depot Redevelopment Cooperation for light industrial and commercial use
consistent with tie Comp~reiieisive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Linbility Act
(CERCLA) Section 120(h), Department of Defense policy andi the Depot Redevelop ment
Corporation's Memphis Depot Redevelopment Plan. In addition, the FOST includes the
CERCLA Notice, Covenant, and Access Provisions and other Deed Provisions anti the
Environincntal Protection Provisions (EPPs) necessary to protect human health or the
environmient after such transfer (Enclosure 1)

2. PROPERT'Y DESCRIPTION

'Ile proposed property proposed for transfer consists of approximately 41.17 acres, which
includes open grassed areas, paved and gravel roads, and railroad tracks.
Low level residuial c ontamination of herbicides, pesticides, and pentachioropheniol renmains in
surface and suibsurface soils at the property proposed for transf&r. Residual soil contamination
levels do not~lresetit unacceptable risk to human health or the environment for the prdposed light
industr~ial, commerciai and redcration uses: The Dunn Field ROD (April 2004) designated the
property as. available for unrestricted'use with no fnrtber action required. Overall hutinan health
risks and non-carcinogenic hazards to potenhial residents, recreational users and industrial or
commercial workers are within acceptable limits fdr car-cinogenic and non-carciriogenic end
porats

The natitral h~iiiiat ai-irDn Field~is veiv limiited to non-&xistent. Oc~asi6na1d terrestrial animnals
iztyq ivigneaY ubetosignificant threat froifTh,~ s6ite ni~dhi.

screening levef-Ecologidhi Rhisk, Assessment conducted acros's Durnn Field indicated little
potential for signifibant ecological imp acts or adverse effects to wildlife. N\o ecological
contaminants of concern vvere'idntifi~ed at the facility. The land use's on Dunn Field arce xpected
to remnain unchanged in the fuature; therefore, the potential for wildlife exposure is low. the,

prpryis intended to be tnserdaaPuicBnfit ConVe~anche through theDepattmient of

FOST44 I ~ Final
Formier Memphis iDepot -Pfunn Fild March 4, 2005
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Interior, National Park Service and the Department of Transportation, and is consistent with the
intended reuse of the property as set forth in the Memphis Depot Redevelopment Corporation's
Reuse Plan. A site map of the property is attached (Enclosure 2).

.3. ENVI1RONMTENTAL DOCUME-NT-ATION

A determinaition of the envirornmental condition of thefacilitieshais been inadetbased on
the following!:

* -Dunn Field Record of Decision RCH2N Hill, Apdil 2004)
• Dunn Field Remedial Investigation Report (CH12MV Hill, July 2002)
* Rev. 2 BRAC Cleanup Plan Version 7 (Labat-Anderson, Inc., December 2003)

*Reniediation Report Former Plistol Rangoe Site 60 Dunn Field (Jacob s Federal Prog ramns,
April 2003)

* final Report Chemical Warfare Materiel Investigation and Removal Action at Defense
Depot Dunn Field (UXE International. 200 1)

* Final Environmental Assessment for BRAG\ 95 Disposal and Reuse of Defense Depot
M~emnphis. Tennessee (Tetra Tech, September 1 998)

* Ordnance and Explosive Waste Chemical Warfare Materiels Archives Search Report for
lernipbis Defense Depot - Findiags (U. S..Army Corps of Engineers - St- Louis, 1995)

The information provided herein is a result of' a complete search ot'agency files during the
development of these enivironmental surveys.

A complete lisr of documents providing information on environmental conditions of the
property is attached (Enclosure .3 ).

4. Environmental Condition of Property Categories

The DOD Environmnental Condition of' Property (ECP) Categories for the property are as
foIlI ows:

ECP Categopry 3: 36.12-7 Site 62 (Bauxite Storage removed in 1998)
I%-36 1 ) itk 62 (Bauxit& Stbrfigerernoved inf098).

-0.4Sit& 19 (Faniner Tear Gas Canister Burn Sire)
3 )6.25 - Sii&'20 (Asphalt.Burial Site4
36.26 - Site 21 (XXCC3 B'urial1 Site)
36.27 - Site 50 (Concrete-linied Drainage Ditch).
36. 30- Sute 63) (Flitorspar Storage removed in 1999) and the open land

) . &~~~~~~~6ea easto th anrilodsu ithough Ddpn Field~ and

POST #4 . . 2 . Final
Former Mern~olisDe"o-,Dunhn Field March 4,2005'
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3 6.3 I - 75-foot strip along Hays Rd. from Person Ave. to Dunn Ave for
road. widening project

-36.3)2 - Open land area in northeast cornier excluding existing subparceis

ECP Category 4: 36.14 - Site 60 (Pistol Range removed in 2003)) and Site 85 (Building
11 84 removed in 2003)

A suniniary 6ffthe ECP categories foi specific btiildings. partels, or operable units aid the BCP
categoify definitions is provided in Table I - Description of Properry (Enclosure 4).

4.1 Environmental Remediation Sites

Solid 'Waste Management Units (SWMNUs

There a~re 8 Solid Waste Management Units (SWMvUs) located within the boundaries of
the propertiv.incIude d in this FOST. The SWMUs.are also designated I RP sites as described in'
Section 3. 1 above and are identified as subparcels on Enclosure 2, Environ mental Condition of
Property Map5: 3 6.12 and 36.13 - Site/S WM.-U 62, Bauxite Storage; 316.14 - Sitc/SWIMU 60,
Pistol Rznge and Site/SWVMU 85, Building I1184 ; 3 6.24 -Site/SWMU` 19, [oriner'Tear Gas
Canister Burn S ite: 36.25 - Site!SWMU[L 20, Asphalt Burial Site; 36.26 - Site/S WMU 2 1,
XXC'C-3 BuH-al Site: 36.271- - Site/1SWM1.-, 50, Concrete-lined Drainage Ditch; 3 6.30)-
Site/S WM\U 63, Fluorspar Storage. The S\VMUs have been addressed under CERCLA, asa ~~required by the Federal Facilities Agreement. A non-time critical removal action of lead in soil atV ) ~SWMU` 60 (Pistol Range),was completed in March 2003. This action. also included removal of
Building 1 184 (S.WMU 85). The Dunn Field ROD (April 2004) specifies no further action for
SWIMUs 60 and 85.
Enclosure 4 provides a summary of the remedial actions at each of the SWN4Us, as well as a
description o fthe activities conducted to date at each site. The Dunn Field ROD (April 2 004)
speci~fies no remedial actions are necessary at the SWMUs included in the property proposed for
transfer.

Ground Water Contamination

Nione'of the property proposed for transfer is situated above areas of groundwater contamination.

4.2. Storalge; Release or Disposal of Hazardous Substances

No hazardous substances were stored at the property proposed for transfer. A sumnmary of the
areas in wvhich haiardous subsfances were rele~sed or disposed is~provided lb En'closures 4 and 5.
In the past;:

aAll grassed areas within subparcels 36.14, 36.24, 36.25, 36.26, 36.30, 36.3) I and
36.32 were sprayed wvith pesticides and herbicides and were investigated as, pail of thle
Duinn FiledRI.

POST #4 1Fiiial,

FormierMemphi Deo-Dn~edMarch 4,2605
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* Railroad tracks within Subparcel 26.30 Owere sprayed witlipesticides, herbicides and
waste oil containing pentachlorophienol (PCP) andl were investigated as part of the
Dunn Field RI.

Existing records do not support a conclusion that releases in those areas exceeded the 40
CFR Part 373 repbrtable quantities unless otherwise noted in the Notification of Hazardous
Substance Storage. Release, or Disposal (Enclosure 5). The release of hazardous substances was
either remediated at the time of rclease or evaluated as part of the Installation Restoration
Programn (1IRP). The Durnn Field ROD (April,2004) states remedial action is notbnicecssary at the
property proposed for transfer.

4.3. Petro ku in anrd Petroleum P rod ucts

4.3.1. Storage, Release and Disposal of Petroleum Products (not in
underground or above-grounid storage tanks)

Based on a review of records there is not evidence that any petroleum or petroleum
products in -excess of 55 gallons were stored, released, or disposed at one time on) the property.
Accordingly, there is no nced for any notific ation of petroleum product storage, release, or
disposal.

4.3.2. USTs and ASTs

* ~~~~Based on a review of records there is not evidence that petroleum or petroleum products
were stored ini underground or above-,-round storage tanks on the property.

4.4 I'olychilorinated Biphenvis (PCB)

Based on a reyiew of records and visual inspection, there are no PCB containin"
LransfornerS. tluorescent light ballasts or other PCB containing equipment located on rho
property anid no evidence-of unremediated releases from PCB equipment.

4.5 Asbestos

There are nio buildinss or structures with asbestos-containing material located on the property.

4.6 Lead Based Lajin (LBfl)

There are nio buildings or structures, with LBP. located on the property

4.7 Rdidiologica] Materiails

Based on a rcview of records, there is no indication that radioactive material or sources
were ever used- or stored on fhempropertv. 

Foriner Memnphis Depet+-DUnn Field- Ma4h.4- 200
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4.3 Radon

There are no buildings or structures onl this property; therefore, a radon surVeY is unnecessary.

4.9 Mun itions and Explosives of Concern (MEC)

Based on a reviewv of existing records and ayailable information, none of the land
proposed for transfer9a&eknowni to contain Munitibns and Explosives of ConcernI (MEG). Two
sites oh the land proposed for'transf& r(Subparcels 36.14.- Forim'er:PistoI Range and 36.24 -
P-~rmcr Teat Oa'Cz'aijste+BfimnSit~) were idcnti'fled aspossibly containing MEC in the
Ordnance and Explosive Waste Chemical Warfare Materials Archives Search R~eport for
Memphis Defense Depot. The'se~sites N-ere investigated during the Dunn Field Engineering
Evaluation and Cost Analysis RE/,CA')for Rem-,ovali of Chemical Warfare Materie-land fie Dunn
Field R.I. No MEC was discovered.

5. ADJACENT PROPERTY CONDITIONS

The followvingl are ongoing environmental investigations/renmediations or other hazardous
conditions adjacent to the property proposed for transfer: Disposal Sites remedial design and
remedial actioni; Permieable Reacti.ve Barrier (PRD) remedial design and remedial action;- and
Source -Aea (Soil Vapor Extraction [SVEV"Zero-Valcnt Iron [ZVIJ) remedial desliu and
remedial action. Tennessee Departm'rent of Environment and Conservation (TDEC) has initiated a

pr-CER.CLA screening- of the suspected groundwater contamination source upgradienri of Dunn
Field, which affects the area along thle northern fence line, named the Wabash Avenue
Investigation. In 2004, the BGT concurred to change the subpareel boundaries to omit thle area
situated above groundwater contaminiation along thle northern fence line. Boundaties of the
northern subparcels now end about 225 feet south of thle northern fence Htie. The presence of
these hazardous conditionis and the &cpected remedial activities adjacent to the property foi
transfer do not present an unacceptable risk to human health aned the en~vironment.

6. ENVIRONMIENTA-L REMEDIATION AGREEPMENTS

The fiollowkine environmental ordersiagrcemnents are applicable to the property: Federal
1`cilities Agreementbetw'een Uinited States Env'ironmental Protection Agencoy Region IV,
Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation, and United States Defensc Logistics
Agency at the.,Def&Ais~ Dis'tributidnDepdt iMemphis (Mach67 1995) and Dunti Fieid ROD.
(April 2004). Ehvironmehtdl &opditidns of the property described in this FOST'do not pr~sArt a
]ha adr lioht indutil omitial ~n eciieationaIl isu5the Pi-u5 Field ROD, (A~lln 2004)
designated the property'is availablk fdr unrestricted use wyith no further actiohl tu~uircd.
Nevertheless. the pronertvywill be subject to zoninnŽ requirernents and the uses identified in tile
terns of tlie transfer. The Transferee MUSt also adhere to the Eiivitonimental Protection
Provisions (Enclosure 1). Environmental conditions on adjacent ifclcrat government property do
notpreseiit a hazard to the transfer of the property. Te, Qscrptionwof Property (Enclosure 4)
anidNotifi~atioa of Hazardotus:SuibstaiceeStorage, Relea~e,*or.Dispo~al (Enclbsure 5) provide

FOST #4. ) * Faina
Former Memphis Depot Dflunn Feled~ ~March 4,2005
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details re-arding- environmental conditions for each individuai-subparcei contained within this
FOST.

7. REGULATORY? PUBLIC COORDIN-ATrION

The U.S. Efivironmental Protection Agency Region [V. the Tennessee Department of
Environment ard' Conservation (TDEC) and the Restoiation Advisory Board (RABD) were
notified of the initiation of this POST at the October 16, 2003 RAB meeting. The publid review
period was fromn January 24, 2005 through February 23 , 2005. N~o public comments were
received during this period. Regulatory comments received during the POST developmenrr have
been reviewed and incorporated, as tippropriate. A copy'of regulatory comttents and r~s'porises
alre included at Enclosure 7.

S. NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT (NE~PA) C'OMPLIANICE

1'hc environmental impacts associated with proposed transfer of the property have been
analyzed in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), The results Of this
analysis have been documented in the Final Envirornmental Assessment for BRAC 95 Disposal
and Reuse of Defense Depot Memphis, Tennessee (Tetra Tech. September 1998). Any
e~nCLtlnbr-anccs or cond-itions identified in such analysis as necessary to proiccir human health Or
the e~nvironmiental have been incorporated into the FOST. In addition, the proposed transfer is
cnsistent with the intended reuse of the property as set forth in the Depot Redevelopment

Cororaion, Memphis Depot Redevelopment Plan,

9.1 FINDING OF SUITABILITY TO TRANSFER

Based on the above information, I conclude that Department of Derense requirements t~o
reach a rinding of suitability to transfer the property have beeIn met, subject t the termisand
conditions set forth int the attached Environmential Protection Provisions (Enclosure 1). All
removal or remied ial actions necessary to protect humran health and the environment have been
taken and the property is transfrimible~under CERCLA Section 120(h) (3); In addition to the
Environmental Protection Provisions, the deed for this transdction will also contain:

* The covenant under CERCLA § 120(h)(3)(A)(ii)(i) warranting that at! remedial action
under CECLA necessary to' protect humanr health and the environment with respect to
hazardous sub~tancessreinainhing on the Property has betn taken before the date of
transfer.I

* The covenant under CERCLA § 120(h)(3)(A)(ii)(11) warranting that any remedial action
tinder CERCLA found to be necessary after the date of transfer wvith respect to suchl
hazardous substances remaining on die Property shall be conducted by dhe United States.

* Thieclause~as required by CERCLA§~120®(3))(A)(iii) graniting thieUnited Stateslaccess
to the Pidp5ertj in any case in which rena~dial a tonor corrective acini ~tou to ~'

FOSTIA1 6, Final
Former Memphis Depot -Dunn Field March 4;' 2005
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necessary after the date of transfer. As required under the CERCLA Section 120(h) and
) ~~DOD FOST Guidance, notification of~hazardous substance activities and petroleum

product activities shall be provided in the deed. See the Notification of Hazardous
Sdbstan~e Storage. Reieahe, or Disposal (Enclosure-5)-and Notification of Petroleum
Product Storag-e;. Release, or Disposal (Enclosure 6)

Ct.. AtUPO e~0 S

Thomas E. Lederle
Director, Base Realignmenft and Closure,

Hampton Field Office

Date of S ignarute

7 Enclosures

* ) ~Enclosure I - Environmental Protection Provisions
Enclosure 2 - Environmental Condition of Property Map
E~nclosure 3 -- Environmental Documnentation
Enclosure 4 -Table I - Description of Property
Enclosure 5 - Table 2 - Notification of Hazardous Substance Storage. Release, or Disposal
Enclosure 6 -T'able 3 - Notification of Petroleum Product Stora~ge. Release, or Disposal
Enclosure 7 - Regulatory/Public Comments

FOST #4 % 7. 'ihI
Forni~r Menphis D~pqi- Diinn Field, March 42005



* ~~~~~~~~~~~~~E nclosurelI

IEnvironmentiI -Protection Provisions

K FOST#41 SFitti ed- EcosrI 



8 25 1 2

* ~~~~~~~~~~~~EnclosurelI

Environmental Protection Provisions

The following conditions, restrictions. and notificatidns will be placed in the deed to ensure
protection of human health and the enviioumebut and to~preclide any, iriterference~with ongding
or completed remediation activirtiesat former Defense Depot Merriphis, Tennessee' -

1. INCLUSION OF PROVISIONS

The person or entity to w'horn the property is transferred shall neither transfer the
property, lease the property, nor grant. any interest, privilege, or license whatsoever in connection
with the property without the inclusion of the environmental protection provisions contained
herein, and shall require the inclusion of such enviroh mental protection provisions~in all fulrther
deeds/easemrents, transfers, leases, or grant of any interest, prik'ilege. or license.

2. NPL PROPERTY

Thae United States acknowledges that Defense Depot Mlemphis, Tennessee, has been
* ~~identified as a National Priority List (NPL) site under the Comprehensive Environmrental

Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA) of 1980, as; amended. The
Transferee/Grantee acknowledees that the United States hans provided it with a copy of the
Defense Depot Memphis, Tennessee Federal Facility Agreement (FFA) entered into by the
United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Region 4, the Tennessee Department of
Environment and Conservation, and the Defense Logistis Agency, effective on March 6, 1995
and will provide the Transf"ercee/Grantee withl a copy of any amendments thereto. The person or-
entity to whom the property is transferred agrees that should any conflict arise betwveen the terms
of the [FA as they presently exist or may be amended, and The provisions of this property
transfer, the terms ofTthe F.FA will take precedence. The person or entity to whom the property is
transferred further agrees that notwithstanding any other provisions of the property transfers thle
United States assumes no liability to the persounor entity to whom the property' is transferred
should implementation of the [FA intcrferc with their use of tlhe property. The person or entity
to whon the property is transferred or any subsequent transferee, shall have'no claim on account
of any such interference against the Unired States or any officer, agent, employee or contractor
thereof.

3. INDEMNIFICATION OF TRANSFEERS OF CLOSING DEFENSE PROPERTY

respo'nsibi-lities under section 330, National Defense Authorization Act of Fiscal Year 1993.
Public Law 102-484, Oct. 23, 1992, 106 Stat. 2371, as amended by sectiony 1002, INational
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year [994, Public Law l03-i1 60, NoV. .3 0. 1993, 107 Stat.O ~~17451 (see 1 0 U.S §2687,,not&)

rosr #4 F F - ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~Final
Former Meinphis Depoti- Dudnn'ieddMrh,20 
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*~~~4. CERCLA ACCES&'CLAUSE

A. Consistent Wkrih CERCLA §120(h)(3)(A)Ciii) [42 U.S C. §9620(h)(3)(A)(iii)], the
United Sttes.ab9 ctrouhh&5to a5ditsaients, rseh',ebs a fuiture iight oBfacc'ess inth&i

event that any response aeticih coffectiveactionCirremfedial action is fournddtb~ n' eessarjon9
the Property after transfer, or if suchf access to tb&~Pidp~r&~ is necessary to ca ry out a epbhse
action. corrective action, ot mcnedil1 actioh on adjdninrn property. Such acceissta be~
ne~essatv to tarry ou rso~aion or corrective action oit adjoining property inqludink;, but
not limited, to, the Ibilowingpurposes:

B. Tht~ertjy oduntinued-compliance witlihtlieand use. restrictioffs that have been selected
yb die. RecMdof'Decisio,½ for the hidjoirnifgprojieity; 

C. To condudt investigniticdns and sifrveys~jncluding, where necessary,'dtilling; sail and
groundwater sainpling, test-pit excavation, soil bt'rings and other actijvides..

D. To construct, operate, maintain ot undertake any' other response or remhedial actioris'ds
required o~r necessary including, but not limited to monitoriiigwells, pumping wells and
treatment facilities.

5. NO LIABILITY FOR NON-ARMY CONTAMINATION

a ~~~~The Army shall not incur liability otb additional response action or corrective action,
V ~~~Found to be necessary after the date of trarnsrer, in any case in which the person or entity to wvhomn

the property is transferred, or other non-Army entilie s. is idcnti fi'cd:as the party responsible for
contamination of [he property.

E-i
LjOST.#4 7 . ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~Final,

Formu& Mnnm~his eptP'kDWnI4Fieid ½ March 4.-2005
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Enclosure 2

Environ mental Condition of Property Map

FOST #4 -Endlosu-e2 FinalFormer Memphis Depot - butin Field March 4;2005
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Enclosure 3
Environmental Documentation

•CH2M11 HILL. 2002. Dunn Field Remedial Investigation Report. Volumes I through IlL.
*2003a. Duiin Field 5-Year Review - Final.

*2003b. Dun~n Field .Feastibility Study'Rhport.- Finai.

*2004. ~Dunn Field Record of Decision.

* Defense Di,~ribution Region East (DDRE). 1996a. Environmental Baseline Study
Radiological Survey for Defense Distribution Depot Memnphis.

* Jacobs Federai'Programs. 2003. Remediation Report Former Pistol RangeSite 60 Dunn
Fiel[d.

*Labat-A~ndcrson, Inc. 2003 . BRAC Cleanup Plan Version 7, Revision 2.

* Parsons Environmental Science. 1999. Final Engineering Evaluation) and Cost Analysis
(B-E/CA) for the Removal of Chemical Warfare Matleriel, Former Defense Distribution
Depor Memphis, Tennessee.

* The Pickering Firm. Incorporatcd. 1993 . ~Storage Tank Survey.
* Prewitt & Associates, Inc. 1997. Archeological Surv'ey of Two Parcels at Defense

Distribution Depot Memphis, Tennessee.
* Tetra Tech, inc. 1998. Fijial Environmental Assessment for BRAG 95 Disposal and

Reuse for Defense Distribution Depot Memphis, Tennessee.
* TRC M4ariah Associates. Inc. 1997. A Cultural Resources Inventory and Assessment at

the Defense Distribution Depot M'vemphis, Tennessee.

* U.S. Armyv Corps of Engineers - St. Louis. 1 995. Ordnance and Explosive Waste
Chemical Warfare Mvateriels Archives Search Report for IMemphis Defense Depot -
Findings.

* U.S. Army Cotps of Engineers - St, Loiis.j 995. Orduiance anid Explosi¾-e Waste
Chemiual Watiifare Materiles Archives Scarcb Report got Menmpfll"efdnse DepotL -
Conclusionis and Recommuendlations.

UNJX Inerntional, Inc. 2001. Final Report CheA-hical Warfard Materiel Investigationi and
Removal Act'ion at Dcfense Depot Dunn FielId.

* Woodward-Clyde. inc. 1996. Environmental Baseline Surv&ev (EBS') of Defense
Distributioh Dep'ot Menmphis, Tenliessuc.

FO.ST#4 Fr
Former Memnphis Depdt - Dunn Field March 4, 200:5
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Enclosure 4

Table 1.- Description of Property

F~ornnirMemphis Depot- Dunn. Fied Eiiios'4
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Enclosure 5

Table 2 - Notification of Hazardous Substance Storage, Release, or Disposal

FOST P-4 Erc~u5Final
Former Memphis Depot - Dwirn Field Mlirch4. 20605
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Enclosure 5

Table 2 - Notification of Hazardous Substances Storage, Release or
Disposal

The information contained in this notice is required vunder the authority of regulitions ptomulgzited under section 1290(h)
of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Liability, and Compensation Act (CERCLA or 'Supcrfund') 42 U.S.'C.
section 9620(h). This cable provides informastion on the storage of hazardous substances for one year or mOye in quan~t~itis
"reater than or equal Lo 14100 kilograms or ithe hazardous Substance's CERCLA reportable quandtit (which eiver is
gren~er). In addition, it Oronvi des informati on onf the known release of 'hazardous SubstaInces inl qu antities greater dian or
equal Ito t he .ubstinces CE RC LA.reportab le quantity. See,40 CFR Pat3

Subparcel Nasmiw of Hazardous Date of SioiraaecVRelb-ast o r Reniedial Actions
Numbeir and Substanc6,hnd" usposal
D eseciption CA R>4_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Subparcel 36.26 Disposal: XXCCS' Exact disposal dat& unknown The Dunn Fied RI1 indicated no,
(chloroforn 67-66-3, assumed in the 1950s during migration of zinc or SVOCs (by,-

Site 21 ~chlorihe77S82-50-5) use o~flunh Field for dispo~al products orXXCC-3)fTromnihis 
by Army Quartermaster subphrcel. Dunn11 Field ROD (Apjril
Corps. 2004) indicutes no remcdiation

tiecessary for th is subparcel.

@1~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-

. ) ~~FOST#4 -14~u.tpdi

Former Memphis Depot Dunn FieldMrh42O
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Enclo sure 6

Table 3 - Notification of Petroleum Product Storage, Release, or
Disposal

0'~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~nlsr i 

Former lkemphis Depot - Dunn Field March. 4 2005
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Enclosure 6

Table 3 - Notification of' Petroleum Product Stora~ge, Release. or Disposal

- Sisbparcel I Namneof J Dare of Storage, Release, or 'Rmda cin
Numrber and Petroleum IDisposal ReeilIcin

Location Produts I

There is no evidence that any petroleum or Petroleum products in excess of 55~ gallIons weret stored, released, ordisposed at oine time on the property. Accordiii-gly. there is no need for any noitifca~crn of petroleum product
storaze. cclease, or disposal.

W ~~F-OST#4 E--rinal
Former Mernph is Depot - Dunn FiclId Marcc) 4, 2005
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Enclosu re 7

Regulatory ~iiqrnmebts an d Responses

FOST#4' Eicbu&'-Final
Former Meh ir eo Dn id l 'ac 4,005
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. Comnmeritcrs. Taupin Ballard and ryartha Brock, SPA _____________________

~c"tion /t Comment Response
1I Section 1.0. The last sentence states that there are us6 Agree that statement is inconsistent. Will strike

restrietionsificecgsanr~,'o~ensure protecti on of the sentence in~its entirety.
human hetilth and Idii environment specified in
Enclosure I. First, the POST elsewhere (see
Section 3.0_,page 3-I)~ states that residual
contamination dues not exceed action levels for
residential, recteational, cormnerchialor
industriukuse. -So-use resirictions appearto be
unnecessary., Second; diere aon't appear wo6

Iuse restrictions designedl to pmotect~human health4
or the envirohmenr in Endl. 1. Please reconicile
the inconsistency.

2.Section 3.1. Former Pistol Range described ais Cat 4 on pae Agree. Enclosure 4 (not Table 3) wvill be revised
3-2 and as Cat 3 in Table 3. Cat 4 appearo be to show Pormer Pistol Range,- a's Category 4.

____ ____ ____ ____ ___ correct.
Section 3.10. iPlease confirmo that the statement in Section Statement in Section 3. I0 ofilhe 7ORT is

3.1 0 re.-arding- suspected upgradient correct. The parclel boundary was shifted to
groundwater contaminintiontnot presenting an remove the area of groundwater contamination,
unaccteptable risk to hurnan heaith arid the as stated in the Property Descriptions in
environment. Is this the possible dry-cleaning Enclosure 4 Will insert similar language at the
sire? end of the highlighted sentence. "In 2004, the

BCT concurred to change the subparcel
boULdar ies to eliminate the area situated above
groundwater contamination along the northern
fence line (botundaries of northern subparcels
now ends about 225 feet south of the northern
lence- line)."
Based on my discussion with Jim Morr ison on
12t2W0i4. the investigation into the otfsite
source indicated that the as-yet unidenttifited
source was upgradient of the dry cleaning sire.

4. PatreC-1I-i Would like Enclosure I "`No Liab-ility for Ariiiy rThis text was taken fi'or previously appro~vedj
IContairination" to i-cad: "The obligation of the FOSTs. Any changes will have to be -

IUnited States to conduct additiontil response coordinated with BR~AG office. Do not
action or corrective action- does not include agree: that change is necessary.
response action dr corrective action required by
an act or omission of the transferee, or'its
successors and assigns, which either a)
introduces new or adlditional~contariinarion or b)
increases~the cost of the required response action
by improperly managing any CERCLA
contamnlfation. present on the propei-y at thetiinie
~of initiat trajifer by the Ufhited States." The" -. 

exstfi wrdngmniy inappropriately narr6w the, 
scoe otheCE7RCLA ccdveariat totonrduc't

additional remedial action' die progbsed
reword ing should protect the Armyv against
conducting remedial action for which it is iiot
liable, but not limit its liabiliry for existing
contamination should a future' transferee become

-a "parry responsible for contamination" in thle _______________________

-Formermv~phis Depbi' Durnn Field -. K 7I- March 4;2005
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~.Section 46. Se e comment I. This kind of text that the Agree Will revise as follows: "The following
property does not pose a risk "so long as the envrronmental ordervagreements are ajpplicable
Transferee adheres to~ the Enivironrneht to the propeity: Federal Facilities Agreement
Protection 'Previsions" appears to be inconsistent between United States Environimental Protection
with ihe staItem'ent in Section 3,0 that the Agency Reg~ioit IV Tenwessee Department of
residual dontamination is not preisent-at levels Environme n onevn nd adUnitedl
tiat pose a risk to human healib &r the StirtesD c~tgsc gncart th Defense
environment fioranduse. PI iectoncile: Distribuineo MmhI(arh6 95

arid DunFed O Arl '0) 
Environrm tlcodtos fteproperty
decdcrbeiitliPSTdno prsnt a baz2.rd
for l ight ijidiitria

reu6. he unnField Rb (Ari 2004)
designaeddihe prdpetv as available for

unrestricted use with no further action required.
Nevernleless~the property will be subject to

the ternms.of the tr-atisifr. The Transfereeiriust
also adtirc' tid~the En6roirnmental Prortecdori
Provisions (Enclosure. 1). jEnvromnmenta~l
conditions on adjnctnat'fedenl govertnment
property do not present a hazard to the transfer
of the property. The Description of Property
(Enclosure 4) and Notification of Hazardous
Substance Stora~ge, Release, or Disposal
(Enclosure 5) provide details regarding
environmental conditions for each individual0 ) ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~subparcel contained within this FOST.

InI addition will revise sentence in Section 3.0 to:
"'Rcsidual soil contaanination levels do ndt
present unacceptable risk to human health~or the
environment for 
the proposed lightn industrial, commercial hnd
recreational uses. The Dunn Field ROD (April
2004) designated the property as available for
unrestricted use with no further action reI~fuired.`

Fanrner MefrInhi.iDjpOt - 6urn HFeld -. March 4,20
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