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BCT = Base Reuse Authority Act (BRAC) Clean Up Team, Responsible for clean up in
accordance with Federal Facilities Agreement and Superfund/CERCLA requirements.

Fort Ord CAG = The Fort Ord Citizens Advisory Group, formed to protect the present and future

stakeholders of the property.

Historical Research
1) Archival Research
2) EOD Incident Report
2) Aerial Photos

4} Base/Community Interviewd
5) Surface Observation

CQualitative Assessment of
Uncertainties--Weight of Evidence
Consider: How many sources of data
are available, are there
inconsistencies in the data, is
information available over ime?

BCT appears to be using this "Weight of Evidence"
method to justify a geophysical clean up. , By this
method the parcels may require more Deed
Restrictions then would normally be required.

Geophysical ordnance detection
studies

Studies to detect potential presence,
type, depth and boundaries of OE.
May include detection, anomaly
clearance, QAMQC, statistical
sampling {gee Chapter 7.0)

Geophysical studies of potential
movement and migration {may be
conducted simultaneoushy with

v detection studies)

Studies to examing factors that may
cause ordnance to move (e.g., frost
line, stratigraphy, depth fo
groundwater, etc ) (See Chapter 3.0)

Qualitative Assessment of
Uncertainties--Weight of Evidence
Consider: Are measurement quality

objectives set at a level that
supports & high level of certainty?

Yes,the Fort Ord CAG believes
more geophysical sampling and
testing is economical and
practicle given the current toxic
and unsafe state of the Fort Ord
Land. If the State and Federal
Toxicity Limits are not adhered
to then the land does not meet
the Superfund/CERCLA
requirements.
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Historical Research

should not replace an
empirical approach to
eophysical sampling,
testing and cleaning..

Conduct Historical
Ressarch

availability and
quality of historical
information suggest
moderate 1o high
levels of
ncertainty

BCT RI/FS reports appear
anecdotal rather then empirical.
Path 1 is cost effective for the Army.
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been used or
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CAG demands many
more geophysical
studies.
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known?
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results of the
geophyeical
studies?
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Are
additional
geophysical studies
technically and
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practical ?,
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Potentially change
PRG/and use.
Implement appropriate
institutional contrals.
Use regulatory decision
process to make risk
managment decision.

Mo action or limited action
(2.q., institutional conirols
and monitoring).

Use regulatory decision
process (e.g., CERCLA
nine criteria, RCRA,
DODESE, DERP) fo make
risk management decision

Y es —

Conduct additonal
geophysical
Yee —p| studies as required
by gaps!
unceriainties

The Fort Ord CAG does not have
a high level of confidence in the
BRAC's Cleanup Attempts.
Sample areas and depths do not
meet the DoD specifications for
Commercial and Residential
Use. A depth of 14 feet should
be achieved. A depth of 4 feet.
elevates the risk to human health
and the environment to a level
that is unacceptable.



BCT Path from
page 1, not safe

CAG's desired flow path
to insure safety. Less then
3% of the land has been
sampled. Less then 1%
has been excavated. After
approx. 800 Million
Dollars or more. Lead
Levels 90% higher then
CalEPA requirements and
the aquifers remain
contaminated.

CAG LEVEL OF
CONFIDENCE VERY
LOW

CAG Requires more
Physical Geophysical
Studies, Sampling,
Digging, Inspecting.

Conduct additicnal

The BRAC's Cleanup

flow

path curcumvents the

following Superfund
Clean up steps.

Mo action or imited acfion
{e.g., institutional controlz
and monitoring).

U=z requlatory decision
process (2.g., CERCLA
nine criteria, RCRA,
CDESS, DERF) to make
rizk management decizion

Remedy Selection,
Record of Decision,
Remedial Design
Remedial Action (The

actual physical clean up

and Operation &
Maintenance.
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Conduct
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cause ordnance to
migrate toward arsas
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activity 7
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Qualitative Assessment of
Uncertainties—-Weight of Evidence
Consider: Are measurement quality

objectives set at a level that
supports a high level of certainty?

Cenduct clearance activities or
changs land use. Use regulatory
decizgion process (e.g., CERCLA

nine criteria, RCRA, DDESB,
DERF) to make risk management
decizion. Implement approgriats
deed restrictions and other
contrals.

BCT has not agree with the Fort Ord CAG or
the former RAB members on the depth the
BCT has inspected, 4 feet. The Detectors
used were good for about 2 feet. The
Department of Defence recommends 14
feet. This may be found in the Handbook for
Closed, Transferring, and Transferred
Military bases. We have the technology to
go 14 feet.

Qualitative Assessment of
Uncertainties-—-Weight of Evidence
Cansider: Are measurement quality

supports a high level of cerfainty?

BCT appears to be using this "Weight of
Evidence" method to justify a
geophysical clean up. , By this method
the parcels may require more Deed

and monitoring).
U=z requlatory decision
process (2.5., CERCLA
nine criteria, RCRA,
DDESS, DERF) to make

Mo action or limited acfion
{e.g., institutional controlz

rizk management decizion

Restrictions then would normally be
required.

BCT is taking this step to Transfer
the Land. It could release them
from completing a cleanup. FORA

Potentially change PRG/
land use. Implement

appropriate institutional
contrals. Use reguiatory

decision process to make
risk managment decision.

is acquiring Insurance, first time
that a Primary Responsible Group
(PRG) has done this.

Potential for ordnance exposure to human activity
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