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DISTRICT DEPARTMENT
OF THE ENVIRONMENT

SPRING VALLEY FORMERLY USED DEFENSE SITE PROJECT
RAB Meeting

July 14, 2015 UNDERCROFT MEETING ROOM

7:00 -8:30 p.m. ST. DAVID’S EPISCOPAL CHURCH
5150 MACOMB ST. NW, WASHINGTON, DC

Agenda

7:00 p.m. l. Administrative Items

Co-Chair Updates
= Introductions, Announcements
Task Group Updates

7:10 p.m. 1. USACE Program Updates

Groundwater Study

Glenbrook Road

Fordham Road Soil Removal

Final Site-Wide Remedial Investigation (RI) Document
= Response to Public Comments Summary
= Next Steps

8:00 p.m. I1. Community Items

8:10 p.m. v. Open Discussion & Future RAB Agenda Development

Upcoming Meeting Topics:
= Suggestions?
= Introduction to the Groundwater RI Document
= Site-Wide Feasibility Study
= 4825 Glenbrook Road Health Consultation Update (ATSDR)

*Next meeting: September 15, 2015
8:20 p.m. V. Public Comments

8:30 p.m. VI. Adjourn

*Note: The RAB meets every odd month.



Spring Valley

Formerly Used Defense Site

Restoration Advisory

Board Meeting

“The USACE Mission

July 14, 2015 in Spring Valley is to
identify, investigate and

remove or remediate

threats to human

health, safety or to the

environment resulting

from past Department
m of Defense activities in
the area.”

®
US Army Corps of Engineers
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Agenda Review

% Co-Chair Updates
> Introductions, Announcements
+ USACE Updates

» Groundwater Study
> Glenbrook Road
> Fordham Road

» Final Site-Wide Remedial Investigation
= Response to Public Comments Summary
= Next Steps

<« Community Items

<« Open Discussion & Future RAB Agenda Development

% Public Comments
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Co-Chair Updates

Introductions

BUILDING STRONGg,

®




Co-Chair Updates

Announcements

» Website Updates:
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Final Remedial Investigation Report *
May & June Monthly Site-Wide Project Updates

Weekly 4825 Glenbrook Rd Project Updates with
photos

April Partnering meeting minutes

May RAB meeting minutes

* The Final Remedial Investigation Report can also be

found in the Information Repository at the Tenley
Friendship Library
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Task Group Updates
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Groundwater

Groundwater Investigation Results: Perchlorate

Current Previous Maximum
monitoring well Number of times detections of APRIL 2015
locations Location sampled Perchlorate (ppb) | Perchlorate (ppb)
PZ-4S Kreeger Hall 15 146 4.49
PZ-4D Kreeger Hall 15 45 16.1
Sibley Sump Sibley Hospital 14 25.2 9.1
MW-21 Sibley Hospital 12 48 1.72
MW-22 Sibley Hospital 12 25 20.2
MW-24 Glenbrook Road 12 70 2.13
MW-25 Glenbrook Road 12 124 2.87
MW-44 Kreeger Hall, AU 7 49.8 39.2
MW-45S Kreeger Hall, AU 6 31.1 2.42
MW-45D Kreeger Hall, AU 6 54.3 ND
Glenbrogk Road 7 27 o_gx
MP-2 (*8 sampling ports)
MW-46S
Sibley Hospital 2 11.2 4.34
(shallow) yHosp
MW-46D
Sibley Hospital 2 ND ND
(deep) Y

The yellow highlighted boxes indicate detection above the EPA Drinking Water Advisory Level
of 15 ppb.




Groundwater

Groundwater Remedial Investigation Report

The Draft Groundwater
Remedial Investigation
Report is being internally
reviewed by the Army.

Once this internal review is
completed, the Draft Final
Groundwater RI Report will
be provided to the Partners
for regulatory review.

Sampling the Rockwood Pkwy

‘multi-port’ monitoring well,
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4825 Glenbrook Road
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4825 Glenbrook Road
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4825 Glenbrook Road
High Probability

The crews completed excavating
soil from underneath the back patio
concrete pad, and began removing
the soil along the footer of the
adjacent concrete basement wall, as
well as demolishing the wall.

BUILDING STRONGg,



4825 Glenbrook Road
High Probability
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Prior to demolition, the crew took several samples of the
concrete basement wall, using a grid pattern, adjacent to
the patio for analysis, due to the wall’s proximity to
contaminants found in nearby soil. All samples were clear
of contamination.



4825 Glenbrook Road
High Probability

The concrete rubble from the demolished wall, like all the
concrete we remove from the site, was then broken into 6x6x6-
Inch pieces before it was placed it into drums for transport and
disposal. The crews also began demolishing the concrete walls
surrounding the crawlspace near the back patio.

oio2015%! .
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4825 Glenbrook Road
High Probability
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Additionally, some American
University Experiment
Station-related broken
glassware was recovered
since the last RAB meeting.
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All soil and rubble are tested for contamination prior to disposal. We received
sample results from soil removed a few weeks ago, indicating very low levels
of Mustard and 1, 4-Dithiane (a degradation product of Mustard) in some soill
removed from the back patio area where contaminated debris was recovered
during the prior investigation. The results were below guantitation limits, and

were not detected by air monitors during excavation.

®
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4825 Glenbrook Road
High Probability

One of the holes drilled into the
munition for sample removal.

The 75mm shrapnel round found January 13, 2014,
containing magnesium arsenide fill, was shipped for

disposal to Port Arthur, Texas on June 5, 2015.

®
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4825 Glenbrook Road

Summary of Findings Recovered Under Tent 2

For the high probability excavation operation under the second tent, as
of last week :

= Roll-offs and Drums: 68 roll-offs of soil, 421 soil drums, 9 roll-offs of
rubble, and 226 rubble drums have been removed.

= Soil Removed: ~597 yds3.

= 52 1bs. of glass: Cleared headspace analysis.

= No intact glass containers, three intact 75mm munitions debris
(MD) items, one open cavity 75mm MD, and two 4.7” projectiles
material deemed as safe (empty).

» No intact containers found since March 3, 2015.

» There have been no readings for chemical agent on the MINICAMS
(near real time continuous air monitoring system) at the pre-filter

(inlet to the Chemical Agent Filtration System, or CAFS) under
the second tent.
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4825 Glenbrook Road
Schedule Update

v' December 2012 through May 2013
Site Preparation/ Initial Low Probability Work

> Test pits in backyard and re-locating utilities
> Install soldier piles to support embankments

v' May 2013 through September 2013
ECS Set Up, High Probability training, and Pre-Operational Exercises

— September 2013 through Winter 2016/2017
High Probability Excavation

Winter 2017 through Spring 2017
Final Low Probability Excavation

Spring 2017 through Summer 2017

Site Restoration

®
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Arsenic Soil Removal and
Site Restoration
on
3700 Block of Fordham Road



Arsenic Contaminated Soil Grid Removal
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USACE Updates

Final Site-Wide
emedial Investigation

Figure 1-2
American University Experiment Station
(AUES) and Camp Leach Boundaries

Document

...........

Spring Valley FUDS

Washington, D(

DUR.CNG STRONG November 2014




Spring Valley FUDS
Response to Public Comments Summary

» USACE received comment submissions from 11 individuals, including
the RAB Technical Consultant, Dr. Peter deFur. A total of 32
comments were included in these submissions.

A total of 9 comments were in reference to the projected schedule
and timelines.

A total of 9 comments were submitted requesting clarifications or
additions to the Site-Wide RI Report.

A total of 11 comments were submitted regarding
recommendations for more research and investigations than what
the Draft-Final Rl recommends for Spring Valley.

A total of 3 comments were submitted related to requesting
dialogue with USACE or contacts with other entities/agencies

related to the Spring Valley project.
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Spring Valley FUDS
Response to Public Comments Summary

» The Public Comment
Responsiveness Summary is located
In the Final Remedial Investigation
(RI) Report in Appendix H.

m US Army Corps of Engineers

» The RI Report was finalized at the Koo
end of June and placed online under
Project Efforts/Remedial -
Investigation

(http://www.nab.usace.army.mil/Hom (BeredalifFesceyon)
e/SpringValley/Remediallnvestigatio (_The Corps'pondent |
n.as X) and in the Information gl alretiis

Repository at the Tenley-Friendship
Branch Library, located at

4450 Wisconsin Ave. N.W.,
Washington, DC.
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Spring Valley FUDS
Final Site-Wide RI

» One of the Site-Wide Remedial Action Objectives (RAOSs)
presented in the Final Rl Report is:

“On a site-wide basis, reduce the probability of residents,
contractor/maintenance workers, and visitors/passers-by
from handling MEC encountered during residential or
construction/maintenance activities conducted within the
SVFUDS.”

» This will apply to all properties within the SVFUDS. The intent
Is to acknowledge that there will always be a possibility of
encountering MEC within the SVFUDS.

» The Feasibility Study will describe that this RAO will be
achieved through institutional controls, for example,
education (such as mailings addressing the 3Rs), and
5 year reviews.

®
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Spring Valley FUDS
Final Site-Wide RI

» According to USACE guidance, an Institutional Analysis (1A)
should be conducted at any site where an institutional
control program is being considered. The IA is an additional
document that will be prepared and finalized before the
Decision Document.

= Institutional analysis identifies opportunities to implement
an institutional control program at a specific site;
Identifies government agencies having jurisdiction over
MEC contaminated lands; and assesses the capability and
willingness of government agencies to assert their control
over MEC contaminated lands.

« Local and state government agencies can assist in the
development and implementation of the institutional
control program.

®
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The CERCLA Process

(The Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act)

Preliminary
Assessment

y

Site
Inspection

—/

Decision Document

General Purpose: Select
the alternative as well
as provide an overview
of the project. This
would include site
history, previous and
current investigations,
and characterization of
contamination.

Remedial
Investigation

General Purpose: Collect data to
characterize site conditions:
Determine the nature of the waste;
Assess risk to human health and the

Feasibility
Study

General Purpose: To
develop, screen, and
evaluate alternatives for
clean-up.

environment; & Evaluate treatment options.

Information gathered as part of the

RI influences the development of the FS

which, in turn, may require further data collection and field investigations.

Plan

Proposed

General Purpose: Presents
the evaluation of clean-up
alternatives and provides a
recommendation for the
preferred alternative.

This document is made available for
public review and comment.

Removal
Action

General Purpose: If
prompt action is deemed
appropriate prior to the
completion of the RI/FS
process, USACE will
begin removal of the
contaminants of concern.

Remedial Design/
Remedial Action

General Purpose:
Implementation of the
action determined in the
Decision Document.

Long Term
Monitoring

General Purpose: To conduct
any long term monitoring
necessary and conduct five year
reviews of the Formerly Used
Defense Site.




Spring Valley FUDS
Next Steps: Feasibility Study

The purpose of the Feasibility Study is to develop, screen, and evaluate
alternatives to achieve possible remedial action objectives.

Viable alternatives will be presented for public review in the Proposed Plan.

EPA’s Screening Criterion for clean-up alternatives:

Balancing Threshold

Modifying
Criteria

Overall Protection of Human Health and Environment;

Compliance with Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirements (ARARS);
Long-term Effectiveness;

Reduction of Toxicity, Mobility and Volume Through Treatment;

Short-term Effectiveness;

Implementability (Technical Feasibility, Administrative Feasibility, & Availability of
Materials and Services);

Cost;
Regulator Acceptance; and
Community Acceptance.

®
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Spring Valley FUDS
Tentative Schedule

June 2015 USACE finalizes the RI report.

*Feasibility Study to be finalized to evaluate alternatives for
Fall 2015 addressing any unacceptable risks or hazards identified in
the Final Rl Report.

Winter 2015/16 |Prepare the Proposed Plan and start public comment period.

Summer 2016 | Prepare and sign the Decision Document in Summer 2016.

Begin remedial design/remedial action plan/conduct clean-up

~2017-2020 ;
action.

*The FS has been drafted and reviewed internally by the USACE team. The
updated Draft FS will be reviewed by the USACE Center of Expertise (CX).
Once the CX concludes their review, the Draft Final FS will be reviewed by
our Partners (EPA and DDOE) and Dr. Peter deFur.



Spring Valley FUDS
Restoration Advisory Board

Community Iltems

®
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Spring Valley FUDS
Restoration Advisory Board

> Reminders:

» The next RAB meeting will be
Tuesday, September 15t

» Upcoming Agenda Items

= Suggestions?

» Introduction to the Groundwater Rl Document
= 4825 Glenbrook Road Health Consultation Update (ATSDR) — TBD
= Site-Wide Feasibility Study
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Spring Valley FUDS
Restoration Advisory Board

= Public Comments

= Wrap-Up

®
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