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|. Introduction

Authority Statement & Purpose. EPA Region |l conducted this review pursuant to CERCLA
Section 121 (c), NCP section 300.430 (f) (4) (ii), and OSWER Directives 9355.7-02 (May 23, 1991),
9355.7-02A (July 26, 1994), and 9355.7-03A (December 21, 1995). It isa Statutory review, and the
firg five-year review conducted for Plattsburgh Air Force Base (PAFB). The purpose of a five-year
review isto ensure that remedid actions remain protective of public hedlth and the environment and are
functioning asdesigned. This document will become a part of the Administrative Record for PAFB. This
review (Type 13) is applicable to a Site a which responseis fill ongoing.

Site Background.

Plattsburgh Air Force Base (PAFB) islocated within the Town and City of Plattsburgh, Clinton County,
New York, gpproximately 26 miles south of the Canadian border and 167 miles north of Albany, New
York. Thefacility isapproximately 3,449 acresin size with an additiona 1,292 acresin easements, and
isbordered inpart by the Saranac River and City of Plattsburgh to the north, the SAmon River to the south,
Lake Champlain to the east, and Interstate 87 and State Route 22 to the west. Landsto the east, west,
and south of the base are predominantly rural and resdentid. Approximately 2,000 people obtain drinking
water from private wells located within 3 miles of the base.

PAFB served asatactica (bombardment and air refueling) wing in the Air Force Strategic Air Command
(SAC) from 1955 t01991. In 1991, the bombardment wing was removed and in 1992 operations were
realigned to form the 380th Air Refuding Wing under the Air Mobility Command (AMC). PAFB was
dated for closure in 1993 under the Defense Base Closure and Redignment Act (BRAC), and the base
was closed on September 30, 1995. Reuse of PAFB is being administered by the Air Force Base
Converson Agency (AFBCA) in conjunction with the Plattsburgh Airbase Redevelopment Corporation
(PARC) and the Clinton County Industrid Development Agency (CCIDA).

The Air Force has conducted environmentd investigations at PAFB sincethe early 1980s. Thelngddlation
Restoration Program (IRP) at PAFB, whichinvolvesinvestigationand cleanup under CERCLA, currently
includesatotd of forty Sitesat various stages of investigationand/or cleanup (see Attachment |, Plattsburgh
AFB Location of IRP Sites). The IRP is beingimplemented according to a Federd Facilities Agreement
(Docket No.: 11-CERCLA-FFA-10201) signed between the Air Force, EPA, and the New Y ork State
Department of Environmental Conservation (NY SDEC) on July 10, 1991. PAFB was placed on the
Nationd Priorities List (NPL) on July 10, 1989.



Site Cleanup/Char acteristics.

As of the date of this Report, Records of Decison (RODs) have been sgned for nine Operable Units
(OUs) a PAFB. The nine OUs, covering eight of the forty IRP sites at PAFB, include:

. SS-011 (Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office (DRMO)) Soil Operable Unit
. Landfill LF-022 Source Control

. Landfill LF-023 Source Control

. Landfill LF-023 Groundwater Surface Water, Sediment

. Landfill LF-021 Soil and Groundwater

. Landfill LF-024 Soil and Groundwater

. SS-005 (Non-Destructive Inspection Facility) Soil Operable Unit

. SS-006 (Aeraspace Ground Equipment Facility) Soil Operable Unit

. ST-020 (Civil Engineering Squadron Pesticide Tank)

Asthe ST-020 ROD cdled for no further action, and did not requirethat afive-year review be conducted,

it is not discussed in this Report.  Descriptions of the remedies for the other eight OUs are provided
below.

SS-011 Soil Operable Unit:

Thisfacility condsted of severd smal buildings used for storage and offices and an adjacent, paved open
dorage area. Its function was to handle Air Force discarded materials (such as transformers and
refrigerators) that may have had reclamable components.  Soil a the Site was contaminated with DDT
from lesking storage drums. A Remova Action conssting of the excavation of gpproximately 600 cubic
yards of soil and offsite disposal was conducted in November 1991.

The ROD for thisste, Sgned in March 1993, states the following:

. Based on the Risk Assessmert, the Removal Action conducted in 1991 was fully effective in
achieving protection of human hedth and the environment. No further action will be taken to
reduce Ste contaminants beyond their current levels.

. Ingpections will be conducted to assessthe generd condition of the Site, including the progress of
revegetation in areas disturbed by the Remova Action and the potentid effects of runoff from or
onto theste. The firgt ingpection wascompletedin 1992. Future inspections are planned at five
year intervas. After each ingpection, an evauation will be undertaken to insure the continued
protection of human hedlth and the environment.

L F-021:




Thissx acre landfill was used from 1956 to 1959 for the disposal of municipa wastes, construction and
demolition debris, and dudge from the PAFB waste water trestment plant. Soil and fill are contaminated
with VOCs, SVOCs, PCBs, and pesticides.

The ROD for thisstewassgnedin March 1997. The remedy sdlected for the SteisNative Soil Cap and
Ingtitutiona Controls. According to the ROD, the 12 inchcap, constructed so as to control surface water
runoff and erosion, isto congst of anineinchborrow layer, threeinches of topsoil, and a vegetative cover.
The cap is to be inspected annudly, with repair/replacement of the cap as required. The indtitutional
controls congst of deed redtrictions that will be imposed to:

. Limit development of any structure on the landfill Ste which would adversdly affect human hedlth

and safety;

. Prevent any adverse action leading to the deterioration of the cap;

. Prohibit the ingtdlation of any wells which could result in use of the underlying groundweter;

. Prohibit any excavation of the landfill cap without prior gpprova of NY SDEC.

. Restrict groundwater use in the area encompassing the landfill, northward to the Saranac River
within the property boundaries.

The remedy dso includes the ingtdlation of one additiona groundwater monitoring well, monitoring of the
new well and five existing wellsfor aperiod of thirty years, Five-Y ear Reviews, and the development of
apost closure plan that will specify more detailed requirements for cap maintenance and ingpection, and
monitoring.

L F-024:

This one acre condruction / demalition landfill was used from 1980 to 1986. Soils at the dSite are
contaminated with metals.

The ROD for this site was signed in March 1997. The remedy selected for the site, based on EPA’s
Presumptive Remedy for Military Landfills, is “Containment with a Native Soil Cap and Ingtitutiona
Controls’. According to the ROD, the 12 inch cap, constructed so asto control surface water runoff and
eroson, isto conss of nineinches of inorganic soil, three inches of topsoil, and a vegetative cover. The
cap isto be inspected annudly, with repair/replacement of the cap asrequired. The inditutiona controls
cons st of deed/lease redtrictions that will be imposed to:

. Limit development of any structure on the landfill Ste which would adversdly affect human hedlth
and safety;

. Prevent any adverse action leading to the deterioration of the cap;

. Prohibit the ingtdlation of any wells which could result in use of the underlying groundweter;

. Prohibit any excavation of the landfill cap without prior gpprova of NY SDEC.

. Restrict groundwater useinthe area encompassing the landfill and groundwater pathway between
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the landfill and the SAmon River.

The remedy dso includes the ingtdlation of three groundwater monitoring wells near the locations of three
exisging wdl points, an additiona new wel downgradient of the landfill to serve as a sentry well to monitor
plume containment, monitoring of the four new wells and an exising upgradient well (for comparison to
background conditions) for a period of thirty years, Five-Year Reviews, and the development of a post
closure planthat specifiesmore detailed requirementsfor cap maintenance and ingpection, and monitoring.

L F-022:

This 500 by 1200 by 30 foot landfill received domestic wastes from 1959 to 1966. Contaminants are
metals and organics. The volume of fill is estimated to be 524,000 cubic yards.

The ROD for thisStewas signed in September 1992. The remedy selected for the Stewas“ Site Grading
and Vegetation Establishment For Closure’, and cadled for clearing and grubbing of the Site, managing
surface water runoff to minimize erosion of the find cover and minimize maintenance requirements,
establishing a 12 inch soil cover thickness, establishing vegetationto minimize erosion of the find cover and
enhance evapotranspiration, developing a post-closure plan to monitor, maintain, and inspect the Ste,
monitoring groundwater, and conducting five year Ste reviews. The ROD aso dtated that indtitutional
controlsfor thesitewould beincorporated into the PAFB Comprehensive Planto ensure that future owners
will be made aware of the landfill location and are informed that the integrity of the find cover or any other
component of the containment or monitoring system must not be compromised.

L F-023 Source Control:

This 500 by 800 by 30 ft landfill received domestic wastes and construction debris from 1966 to 1981.
Contaminants are metas, organics, and PCBs. The maximum volume of fill is estimated to be 406,000
cubic yards.

The ROD for this OU was signed in September 1992. The remedy sdlected was “Ingtallation of aLow
Permesbility Barrier Cover System”, calling for ingtdlation of alandfill cap meeting the requirements of 6
NYCRR Part 360. The ROD cdled for clearing and grubbing of the Site, remova of existing vegetation,
regrading to control rainwater runoff and minimize erosion, ingtalation of a gas detection systemto monitor
for the presence or migration of methane and other landfill gases, ingtalation of a gas management system
(induding venting pi pes between a gas-venting soil layer and the cover system surface), and ingtdlationof
the cover itsdf. The cover’ sbarrier layer wasto be constructed of a synthetic liner to keep rainwater and
snowmdt frominfiltrating the landfill. The barrier layer wasto be covered by asoil barrier protection layer
to protect the barrier layer from frost and root penetration. Six inches of topsoil was to be placed on top
of the barrier protection layer, with the establishment of grass and smdl plants having only limited root
gysems. A post closure plan was to be developed specifying ingpection, monitoring and maintenance



programs to be carried out over a30 year period. . The ROD dso dtated that five year Ste reviewswould
be conducted and that inditutiond controls for the site would be incorporated into the PAFB
Comprehendve Plan to ensure that future owners will be made aware of the landfill location and are
informed that the integrity of the find covers, liners, or any other component of the containment or
monitoring system must not be compromised.

L F-023 Groundwater, Surface Water, and Sediment:

The ROD for this OU was signed in March 1995. The remedy sdlected was “Indtitutiond Action”, and
it calsfor deed redtrictions prohibiting withdrawa of groundwater for potable useinthe area, dl dements
of the Source Control ROD, indalation of additiona sdeand down gradient monitoring wels, long-term
environmenta monitoring of groundwater, action criteria for sdegradient wellsto protect drinking water,
action criteria for downgradient wels to protect surface water resources, and five-year reviews.” The
action criteria for the new sdegradient wells were set in the ROD as groundwater ARARS. The action
criteria for the downgradient wells were to be set after “basdling’ levels for the contaminants of concern
were established. The “basding’ levels were to be determined by initidly sampling each of the two new
down gradient wells twice, with the highest level detected for each contaminant of concernto be set asthe
basdline leve for that particular contaminant. |f either set of action criteria are exceeded, a focused
feadbility study isto be conducted. The feasihility study for the Sdegradient welswould include an initid
phase addressing immediate measures that could be taken to protect human health, such asthe provison
of potable water to affected residences.

SS-005 Soil Operable Unit:

Site SS-005 isthe Non-Destructive Inspection Fecility and is located on gpproximately 750 square yards
in the industrid area of the base, approximately 1200 feet east of theflightline. The facility was used for
the non-destructive x-ray inspectionof arcraft parts. A waste accumulation areawas formerly located at
the ste, handling various deaning solvents and petroleum products.  Although there was evidence of
soillage and/or disposal of hazardous substances at the site, chlorinated hydrocarbons and fuel-related
compoundswere detected inste soils and groundwater during the RI at levels only dightly above ARARS
and guidance vaues, and the minor groundwater contamination detected was shown to be unrated to soil
contamination &t the Ste. The Risk Assessment for the Site, which did not include evauation of afuture
resdentia use scenario, concluded that risks to human hedth and the environment, given the current and
planned future use of the site (industrid/commercid), were within acceptable levels.

The ROD for the Soil OU at this Site was sgned in April 1998. The remedy selected for the Ste was
“Inditutiond Controls’, and cdled for restrictions limiting development of the Ste to non-residential uses,
prohibition of the ingalaion of any wels that could result inthe use of groundweter underlying the site, and
evauationof the inditutiond controls during five-year reviewsof the remedy. The ROD specified that the
inditutiona controls would be implemented through lease and deed restrictions, and that groundwater



remedid actions, induding monitoring, would be specified in the preferred dternative for the Fire Traning
Aredindugtrid Area (FTA/IA)Groundwater OU. The FTA/IA Groundwater OU currently includes
groundwater at site SS-005.

SS-006 Soil Operable Unit:

Site SS-006 isthe former Aerospace Ground Equipment (AGE) Facility, and is located on gpproximately
1.6 acresin theindustria area of the base, approximately 600 feet east of the flightline. The Site conssts
of the AGE Building (# 2815), at whichpower carts utilized on the flightline weremaintained and repaired,
and Building 2801, which housed the Precison Measurement Equipment Laboratory, The Wegpons
Systems Management and Maintenance Facility, and other flightline-related offices. A hazardous waste
accumulationpoint was also located within the Site, in addition to two underground storage tanks (USTS)
for diesd storage and anoil/water separator. Although there was evidence of spillage and/or disposal of
hazardous substances at the site, chlorinated hydrocarbons and fudl-related compoundswere detected in
stesoilsand groundwater duringthe RI at levels only dightly above ARARS and guidance vaues, and the
minor groundwater contamination detected was shown to be unrelated to soil contamination at the Site.
The Risk Assessment for the Site, which did not include evauation of a future resdentia use scenario,
concluded that risks to human hedth and the environment, giventhe current and planned future use of the
gte (indudtrid/commercia), were within acceptable levels.

The ROD for the Soil OU at this gte was signed in April 1998. The remedy selected for the Site was
“Inditutiond Controls’, and caled for restrictions limiting development of the Ste to non-residential uses,
prohibition of the ingalationof any welsthat could result inthe use of groundwater underlying the Site, and
evauationof the inditutiond controls during five-year reviewsof the remedy. The ROD specified that the
ingtitutional controls would be implemented through lease and deed redtrictions, and that groundwater
remedia actions, including monitoring, would be specified in the preferred aternative for the FTA/IA
Groundwater OU. The FTA/IA Groundwater OU currently includes groundwater at Site SS-006.

More complete descriptions of the history and characteristics of the seven sites (eight OUs) that are the
focus of thisreview are contained inthe RODs and in Appendix D of the Basewide Environmenta Basdline
Survey (EBS).

Status of Other IRP Sites

Brief discussons on the 32 other dtesin the IRP at various stages of the CERCLA process are presented
below. Complete descriptions of al 40 IRP sites are contained in Appendix D of the Basewide EBS. A
schedule for completion of ongoing studies and cleanup for the Sites not currently covered by RODs or
regulator-approved Decison Documentsis provided in Attachment 11 to this Report.



No Further Action (NFA):

Preliminary Assessments (PA): EPA has concurred on Air Force NFA decisonsfor five Stes (ST-
032, SS-035, SS-036, SS-037, and SS-038) which, based on PAs conducted for each site, have been
determined not to be of environmental concern.

Site Investigations (SI): EPA hasconcurred on Air Force NFA decisionsfor five stes (SD-001, SS

007, and SS-029, SS-034, and SS-040) which, based on SIs conducted for each site, have been
determined not to be of environmenta concern.

Pending I nvestigations:

Site Investigations (Sl): Three Sites (S5-026, SS-027, and SS-033). A Remova Action was
conducted at Ste SS-033 inNovember and December 1997 to remove additional |ead-contaminated soils
fromthedite (soils, bullets, and shell casings were excavated fromthe firing range backstop duringanearlier
Remova Action conducted in 1993). Regulator comments on the draft Closure Report for site SS-033
are currently under review by the Air Force. Chemica agent identification kits (CAIS) were discovered
at Ste SS-026 (Explosve Ordnance DemoalitionRange) inlate1997. TheU.S. Army Corpsof Engineers,
acting as contractor to the Air Force, conducted “sdfing” operations at the site during 1998 and 1999.
“Safing” congdts of the location of ordnance and its remova from Ste soils. AFBCA has stated that the
intended outcome of the safing operations is to obtain a certificate of unrestricted occupancy from the
USACOE. A number of drums containing atar-like substance believed to be waste heating oil were dso
discovered at the Ste in late 1997. The drums were removed from the site in April 1998. Additiond
investigationof the gteis planned. The Site SS-027 S| Report iscurrently being finalized by the Air Force.

Remedial Investigations (RI):

FT-002: A revised Soil/Source Control OU Proposed Plan was submitted to the regulatorsin April 1998.
AFBCA iscurrently revisng the document in response to comments submitted by EPA and NY SDEC.
A Remova Action conggting of Bioventing, Soil Vapor Extraction (SVE), and free product remova is
currently in progress for the Source OU. The RI/FS for the FT-002/Industrial Area Groundwater
Operable Unit is currently being revised by the Air Force based on comments provided by the regulators.
Sentry wells were ingtdled during 1997 to address potentid offbase migration of the TCE plume.

SS-004: NY SDEC is currently reviewing Closure Reports for remova of the Aircraft Refuding System
and contaminated soil.

SS-010: A Remova Action conggting of the excavation of 8,670 cubic yards of soil contaminated with
fuel-related compounds and T CE (and backfilling with clean fill) was conducted from December 5, 1996
to March 27, 1997. Soils with contaminant concentrations that exceeded cleanup levels contained in



NY SDEC's Technicd and Adminigrative Guidance Memorandum (TAGM) were removed. Regulator
comments on the draft Closure Report, which recommended no further action for Site soils, are currently
under review by the Air Force.

SS-013: A Removd Action condsting of the excavation of gpproximately 100 cubic yards of soil
contaminated withV OCsand SV OCswas conducted at the Former Waste AccumulationArea(FWAA)
of the ste on November 3, 1997. Soils at the FWAA with contaminant concentrations that exceeded
cleanup leves contained inNY SDEC' sTAGM wereremoved. The excavation was backfilled withclean
fill in May 1998. Removd of the underground storage tank (UST), piping, and septic systems a the Site
has aso been completed. Regulator comments on the Remova Action Report, which recommends no
further action for soils at the FWVAA, are currently under review by the Air Force.

SS-016: A Treatability Study conssting of the ingtalation and operation of a groundwater extraction and
trestment systemwas conducted during 1997 and 1998. Regulator commentson thedraft fina Engineering
Evduation/Cogt Andyss (EE/CA) are currently under review by the Air Force. Additiond Rl sampling
was conducted in mid 1999, and a Focused Feasibilitiy Study, containing the sampling results, is planned
by the Air Force.

SS-017: A Removd Actionincorporating Soil Vapor Extraction, beguninlate 1997, is currently underway
at the gte. Prior to the Removd Action, ddinegation sampling of Ste soils was conducted to determine
placement of the SVE system components. Additiona groundwater sampling was conducted near the Ste
during 1999 as part of the investigation of EBS Factor Building 2612. This data is also to be used to
address a datagap near SS-017 and SS-011 (the DRMO), which was identified by EPA in the FT-002
/ Industrid Area Groundwater RI/FS. A draft Site Progress Evaluation Report, incorporating the soil
ddinestionand groundwater sampling results, aswel as performance dataonthe SV E system, isscheduled
to be submitted by the Air Forcein late Fall 1999.

SS-028: Although the draft SI Report recommended no further action, PCE had been detected in
groundweter at the Site at levels dightly above groundwater sandards. After submittal of the SI Report,
it was determined that an Rl would be conducted for this Site in an attempt to | ocate the source of the PCE
contaminationinthe groundwater. Initia resultsof groundwater sampling conducted during the RI reveded
additiona (athough minor) PCE contamination. A Remova Action to excavate a small area of PCE-
contaminated soil (believed to be the source of groundwater contamination at the site) was conducted in
1998, and the excavation was backfilled after approva by the regulators. Soils with volatile organic
contaminant (VOC) concentrations that exceeded cleanup levels contained in NY SDEC's TAGM were
removed. Regulatory comments on the dréft find RI for the Ste are currently under review by the Air
Force. A dteclosure report is scheduled for submission in early 2000.

NYSDEC Fuel Sites: PAswere done a these ten Sites. Seven Sites have been designated by the Air
Force as No Further Action, and three are being addressed by the NY SDEC Region 5 Spill Response
Divison. The Air Force has not yet requested forma concurrence on any of these sites from EPA.



Other Potential Areas of Concern

Fourteen additiond areasof potentia environmenta concern, known as“EBS Factors’, are currently under
investigationat PAFB. TheAir Force selected thefourteen “Factors’, or areas of potential concern, based
on record searches, interviews, and research performed as part of the 1997 PAFB Basewide EBS, and
potential concerns related to CERCLA 120 (h) (3) requirements for future property transfer. EPA
submitted comments to the Air Force on the Work Plan for the EBS Factor Investigation and field work
has been completed at the sites. EPA will review the Investigation Report upon its submittd, which is
scheduled for the fall of 1999.

Additiona areas of environmenta concern may be discovered inthe future during investigations conducted
as part of parce-specific Environmental Baseline Surveys (EBSs) that are required by the Finding of
Suitahilityto Lease (FOSL) and Finding of Suitability to Transfer (FOST) Base Closure processes. Both
EPA and NY SDEC provide commentsto AFBCA on the SEBSs, FOSL s, and FOST s, aswdl asonany
work plans and reports devel oped for these investigations.

II. Compliance with Remedial Action Objectives.

SS-011 Soil Operable Unit:

Remedia Action Objectives (RAOs) were not established for the Soil OU at thissteas it was determined
that the cleanup levels atained by the Remova Action were ARAR compliant and no further action was
required to protect human health and the environment.

As required by the ROD, however, aningpection of the Stewas conducted by EPA and the Air Force on
September 17, 1998. Adequate revegetation has occurred and no negative effects due to runoff from or
onto the Ste were noted. No problems were noted with the general condition of the Site.

Although TCE and DCE were detected in Site groundwater at leves dightly above ARARS during the
origind SS-011 RI, wdls upgradient of the site showed sgnificantly higher levels of TCE and DCE and the
contamination was thought to be due to an upgradient source. SS-011, at which groundwater
contamination has been found to be margindly within EPA’ s acceptabl e risk range, appearsto be at the
downgradient edge of this upgradient source. Contamination detected in Site groundwater was
subsequently investigated as part of IRP Site SS-017 (Building 2774), and is currently being further
investigated as part of the FT-002/Industrial Area (FT-002/1A) Groundwater OU RI/FS. SS-011 itself
is not believed to have contributed to underlying groundwater contamination, but nevertheless, as aresult
of soil Remova Action, has been removed as a potentia future source of groundwater contamination.

The area encompassing thissteis designated as “light indugtrid” in the PAFB Reuse Plan. Site SS-011
lieswithin the Railroad Spurs, Industria Area, and Vacant Land FOSL property. The FOSL dtates that
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notice will be given in the lease documents of the typeand quantity of hazardous substances and the time
at which storage and release took place, and that the lessee will be restricted from conducting any
subsurface excavation, digging, drilling, withdrawd of groundwater, or other ground-disturbing activities
at the stewithout prior writtenapproval fromthe Air Force. The FOSL aso statesthat provisonswill be
placed inthe lease to dlow the Air Force and regulatory agencies unrestricted accessto the Site to conduct
any necessay investigation and/or cleanup activities.

Thusfar, the RAOs gppear to have beenmet and no areasof non-compliance have been noted, athough
deed restrictions need to be addressed before any property located at the Steis transferred.
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LF-021

According to the Proposed Plan for LF-021, the RAO for the site is to prevent direct contact withongte
soil/fill by humanor ecologica receptors. An RAO was not established for groundwater because the low
level contamination detected in this medium does not pose asignificant risk to human hedlth.

Congtruction of the cap was completed in the Fall of 1997. The vegetative cover was established in the
Spring of 1998 and the grass was mowed for the firg time in July 1998. Ingdlation of the additiond
groundwater monitoring well was completed in August 1998. No areas of non-compliance were noted
by the Air Force during congtruction. Air Force and EPA personnd conducted an ingpection of the landfill
on September 17, 1998, and found the remedia constructionto be satisfactorily completed. A Remedid
Action Construction Completion Report was written and signed by EPA in September, 1998. Quarterly
monitoring of Site groundwater began in November 1998. Results of that monitoring and monitoring
conducted in February 1999 have been submitted to EPA. Thus far, there have been no significant
exceedances of groundwater ARARs duringmonitoring. ThePost-Closure Planfor thislandfill iscontained
inVolume | of the July 1997 PAFB Basewide Operation and Maintenance Plan.

The area encompassing this Ste is designated as* open space/recreation” inthe PAFB Reuse Plan. As of
the date of this Report, no portion of the stehasbeenincdudedinany of the proposed |eases received by
EPA. According to the Air Force, Site access has been redtricted by fencing since the landfill wasin use,
and appropriate hedth and safety measures were followed during congtruction.

Thusfar, the RAOsappear to have beenmet and no areas of non-compliance have been noted, athough
deed and lease redtrictions need to be addressed before any property located at the site istransferred or
leased.

LF-024

According to the Proposed Plan for LF-024, the RAO for soilffill at the Ste is to prevent construction
workers from inhding contaminated fugitive dust resulting from earth-moving activities during Ste
remediation and post-closure maintenance operations. The RAO for groundwater is to prevent human
ingestion of contaminated groundwater on and immediately downgradient of the Ste.

Congtruction of the cap was completed inthe Fall of 1997. The vegetative cover was established in the
Spring of 1998 and the grass was mowed for the first time in July 1998. Ingtalation of the additiona
groundwater monitoring well was completed in August 1998. No areas of non-compliance were noted
by the Air Force during congtruction. Air Force and EPA personnd conducted an ingpection of the landfill
on September 17, 1998, and found the remedia congtruction to be satisfactorily completed. A Remedid
ActionCongtructionCompl etionReport waswrittenand Sgned by EPA in September, 1998. Semi-annua
monitoring of Site groundwater began in November, 1998. Results from that sampling event revealed
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exceedances of groundwater ARARs for five metas (cadmium, iron, manganese, selenium, and thallium).
Bothfiltered and unfiltered sampleswereto be collected during the next sampling event, scheduled for May
1999, to ad in evauation of the results. Resultsfromthe May event have not yet been received by EPA.
The Post-Closure Planfor this landfill is contained inVVolume | of the July 1997 PA FB BasewideOperation
and Maintenance Plan.

The area encompassing this Ste is designated as* open space/recreation” inthe PAFB Reuse Plan. As of
the date of this Report, no portion of the stehasbeenincdudedinany of the proposed |eases received by
EPA. According to the Air Force, Site access has been restricted by fencing since the landfill wasin use,
and appropriate hedth and safety measures were followed during congtruction.

Although lease and deed redtrictions are specified in the ROD, it should be noted that the Proposed Plan
for the dte did not specifically mention leases. Thusfar, the RA Osappear to have beenmet and no areas
of non-compliance have been noted, athough deed and |ease restrictions need to be addressed before any
property located at the Site istransferred or leased.

LF-022

Accordingto the LF-022 ROD, the RAO for the Site is to minimize potentia current and future ecological
risksassociated withexposure to pesticidesinsurface soil. An RAO was not established for groundwater
because contaminants were not found at levels warranting remedid action.

Congtruction of the landfill cover was completed in the Spring of 1995. Air Force and EPA personnel
conducted aninspection of the constructionon May 17, 1995. TheAir Force conducted afind inspection
of the landfill cap congtruction on July 20, 1995 and notified EPA that the project was completed on July
24, 1995. A Remedid Action Construction Completion Report was sSgned by EPA on September 27,
1995. The Post-Closure Plan for this landfill is contained in Volume | of the July 1997 PAFB Basewide
Operation and Maintenance Plan.

Post-closure groundwater monitoring at the ste began in December 1995, and has been conducted
quarterly since that time. Groundwater monitoring appears to have been conducted in accordance with
the LF-022 ROD and L F-022 Post-Closure Monitoring and Maintenance Operations Manua (contained
in Volume | of the July 1997 PAFB Basewide Operation and Maintenance Plan) with no sgnificant
changes. Ingenerd, concentrationsof chemicalshave decreased since December 1995 and do not appear
sgnificantly elevated. During thelast sampling event for which EPA hasreceived results (December 1998),
ARARswere exceeded for 3 andytes (iron, manganese, and sodium). These and other metals have been
detected above ARARSs in past sampling at the Site. Iron and manganese concentrations have decreased
snce the origind December 1995 sampling event. Sodium concentrations have remained steady, with the
wells closest to Route 22, including the upgradient well, showing the highest concentrations. Thismay be
due to road sdting
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Air Force and EPA personnd conducted an inspection of the cap on September 17, 1998. Subsequent
to completion of remedia actionconstruction, inspections of the landfill cap have been conducted quarterly.
The most recent inspection of the cap conducted by AFBCA’ s contractor and reported to EPA was on
December 14, 1998. The integrity of the landfill soil cap, drainage system, access road, and monitoring
wdlls thus far has been found to be acceptable.
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The areaencompassing thisSteisdesignated as “light industrid” in the PAFB Reuse Plan. As of the date
of this Report, no portion of the site has been included in any of the proposed leases received by EPA.
According to the Air Force, Site access has been restricted by fencing since the landfill wasin use, and
gopropriate hedth and safety measures were followed during construction.

Thus far, the RAOs appear to have beenmet and no areas of non-compliance have been noted, athough
deed and lease restrictions need to be addressed before any property located at the Siteis transferred or
leased.

L F-023 Sour ce Contral:

According to the LF-023 Source Control ROD, the RAOs for the Site are to minimize potentid future
human hedlth and current and future ecological risks associated with exposure to polynuclear arométic
hydrocarbons (PAHS) insurface soil, minimize potential futurehumanhea thrisks associ ated withexposure
to PAHs in dust emissons, minimize infiltration of precipitation into landfilled waste materias, minimize
potential for contaminant migration from waste materias, and minimize eroson of existing cover soils.
Additional RAOs established for site groundwater are addressed in a separate ROD (see LF-023
Groundwater, Surface Water, and Sediment below).

Congtruction of the landfill cover began in the Fal of 1992 and was completed inthe Spring of 1994. Air
Force and EPA personnel conducted an ingpection of the construction on July 21, 1994. The Air Force
conducted afind ingpection of the landfill cap constructionon September 19, 1994 and notified EPA that
the project was completed on September 27, 1994. A Remedid Acction Construction Compl etion Report
was signed by EPA on September 30, 1994.

Although groundwater monitoring was included in the LF-023 Source Control ROD, it was morefully
addressed in the LF-023 Groundwater, Surface Water, and Sediment ROD (see below).

The Pogt-Closure Monitoring and Maintenance Plan for this landfill is contained in Volume | of the July
1997 PAFB Basewide Operation and Maintenance Plan. Air Force and EPA personnel conducted an
ingpection of the cap on September 17, 1998. Subsequent to completion of remedia action construction,
ingpections of the landfill cap have been conducted quarterly. The most recent inspection of the cap
conducted by AFBCA’ s contractor and reported to EPA was on December 15, 1998. The integrity of
the landfill soil cap, drainage system, access road, and monitoring wells thus far has been found to be
acceptable.

The area encompassing this OU is designated as “ open space/recreation” in the PAFB Reuse Plan. As
of the date of this Report, no portion of this OU hasbeenincluded inany of the proposed |eases received
by EPA. According to the Air Force, Site access has been redtricted by fencing since the landfill wasin
use, and appropriate hedth and safety measures were followed during construction.

Thusfar, the RAOsappear to have beenmet and no areas of non-compliance have been noted, athough
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deed and lease redtrictions need to be addressed before any property located at the Siteis transferred or
leased.

L F-023 Groundwater, Surface Water, and Sediment:

According to the LF-023 Groundwater, Surface Water, and Sediment ROD, the RAOs for groundwater
at the Ste are to prevent ingestionof water having carcinogens inexcessof ARARsand atotal cancer risk
of greater than1 X 10-4 and to prevent ingestionof water having noncarcinogens inexcess of groundwater
ARARsor havingatotal Hazard Index greater thanone. RAOswere not devel oped for cleanup of surface
water and sediment at the Site because, based upon cal culations performed usng data collected during the
RI and a supplementd investigationto the RI, those media appear to pose no unacceptable risk to human
receptors or the environment.

Post-closure groundwater monitoring at the ste began in December 1995 and has been conducted
quarterly since that time. The four new wels caled for inthe Groundwater ROD (* Group B wells’) were
monitored for the firgt ime in April 1996. Of these four, the two down gradient welswere sampled twice
in June 1996 to establish the basdline levels. The Air Force presented the basdline results and proposed
actioncriteriafor the two down gradient wells in a February 10, 1997 letter to the regulators. Theaction
criteriaweretakenfromaNY SDEC Divisonof Fish, Wildife and Marine Resources memorandum dated
December 9, 1996. EPA and NY SDEC concurred with the basdlinelevelsand action criteria. Theaction
criteria for the two down gradient wells are as follows. benzene 60 ppb, chlorobenzene 50 ppb, other
V OCsat ten times the exising groundwater standard, bis (2-ethylhexyl) phthalate 6 ppb, nagphthadene 100
ppb, arsenic 380 ppb, chromium 412 ppb, nickel 190 ppb, and zinc 165 ppb.

Groundwater monitoring appears to have been conducted in accordance withthe L F-023 ROD and LF-
023 Post-Closure Monitoring and Maintenance Operations Manua (contained in Voume | of the duly
1997 PAFB Basaewide Operation and Maintenance Plan) with no significant changes. In generd,
concentrations of chemicas have remained the same or decreased dightly since December 1995.
Compounds detected during the April 1998 sampling in exceedance of groundwater standards in the
“Group A” wdls (wel ingdled around the perimeter of thelandfill duringthe RI) include ammonia, chloride,
iron, manganese, and sodium.  The ammonia, iron, and manganese detections are highest in the
downgradient wels and are likdy landfill-derived. The sodium and chloride exceedances occurred
primarily in sdegradient wels and are probably not atributable to the landfill. With respect to the “Group
B” wdls (the 4 wels required by the ROD) the only action criteria exceedance in any of the samples
collected thus far was of chloroform in one of the side gradient wels during the April and June 1996
sampling events (actioncriteriafor the Sdegradient wdlsare MCLs). Chloroform was not detected when
the wel was resampled in July 1996, however, or in any samples collected through December 1998. The
action criteria have not been exceeded in the downgradient wells during any of the sampling events
conducted through December 1998.

Methane has not beendetectedinany of the seven perimeter landfill gas monitoring wells. Iron and phenols
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have beendetected insurface water samplesinexceedance of NY SDEC Class D surfacewater standards,
but the concentrations have been smilar to background groundwater concentrations.

The area encompassing this OU is designated as “ open pacelrecreation” in the PAFB Reuse Plan. As
of the date of this Report, no portion of this OU hasbeenincluded inany of the proposed |eases received
by EPA. According to the Air Force, Site access has been redtricted by fencing snce the landfill wasin
use, and appropriate hedth and safety measures were followed during construction.

Thusfar, the RAOs gppear to have beenmet and no areasof non-compliance have been noted, athough
deed and lease redtrictions, which were the main components of the ROD, need to be addressed before
any property located at the Siteis transferred or |eased.

SS-005

According to the ROD for the SS-005 Soil OU, based on the industriad use human health and ecologica
risk assessment results, chemica contaminants present at relatively low levelsin soils at Ste SS-005 at the
time the ROD was sgned did not pose a sgnificant threet to humanhedthor theenvironment. Thepurpose
of the inditutiond controls isto address potential futurethreatsthat could result fromincreased contaminant
concentrations in Ste groundwater (due to possble migration of the FT-002/Industrial Area plume
underneaththe site) and froman uneva uated potential risk from surface soil under land useconditions other
than the current and planned non-residential use.

The area encompassing this OU isdesignated as * Aviation Support” inthe PAFB Reuse Plan. During the
summer of 1998, EPA and NY SDEC requested that AFBCA submit for review draft copies of the text
that will be utilized in future deeds for property at the dSte to implement the deed notifications and
redrictions specified in the ROD. Site SS-005 lies within the Hightline, Indudtrid, and Administrative
Buldings FOSL property. One of the inditutional controls specified in the SS-005 ROD (well
indallation/groundwater use prohibition) is contained in the FOSL. However, the ROD redriction limiting
dte development to non-resdentia useisonly discussed as a possihility in the FOSL. Thisisdueto the
fact that the FOSL was findized in the Fal of 1997 and the ROD was not signed until April of 1998.
Redtriction of Site development to non-residentia uses needs to be added to the Hightline, Industrid and
Adminidrative Buildings FOSL, and to any leases that include part of site SS-005. The FOSL datesthat
notice will begiven in the lease documents of the type and quantity of hazardous substances and the time
at whichstorage or rel ease took place, and that the lessee will be restricted from conducting any subsurface
excavation, digging, drilling, withdrawa of groundwater, or other ground-disturbing activities at the Ste
without prior written gpprova from the Air Force and Air Force coordinationwithapplicable federd and
state regulatory agencies as necessary. The FOSL adso states that provisons will be placed in the lease
to alow the Air Force and regulatory agencies unrestricted access to the dte to conduct any necessary
investigation and/or cleanup activities.

Thusfar, the RA Osappear to have beenmet and no areas of non-compliance have been noted, although
deed and lease restrictions need to be addressed before any property located at the Siteis transferred or
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leased.

006

According to the ROD for the SS-006 Soil OU, based on the industrial use human health and ecological
risk assessment results, chemical contaminants present at relaively low levelsinsoils at site SS-006 at the
time the ROD was sgned did not posea sgnificant threat to humanhedlthor the environment. The purpose
of the inditutiond controlsisto address potentia futurethreatsthat could result fromincreased contaminant
concentrations in Ste groundwater (due to possble migration of the FT-002/Indudtrid Area plume
underneaththe site) and fromanunevauated potentia risk from surface soil under land use conditions other
than the current and planned non-residential use.

The area encompassing this OU is designated as*“ Aviation Support” inthe PAFB Reuse Plan. During the
summer of 1998, EPA and NY SDEC requested that AFBCA submit for review draft copies of the text
that will be utilized in future deeds for property at the dSte to implement the deed notifications and
regtrictions gpecified in the ROD. Site SS-006 lieswithin the Building 2815 FOSL property. One of the
inditutiond controls specified in the SS-006 ROD (well ingalation/groundwater use prohibition) is
contained in the FOSL. However, the ROD restrictionlimiting Site development to non-residentid useis
not discussed inthe FOSL. Thisis dueto the fact that the FOSL was findized in January 1997 and the
ROD was not signed until April of 1998. Redtriction of Site development to non-residential usesneeds to
be added to the Building 2815 FOSL, and toany leasesthat include part of Ste SS-006. The FOSL states
that notice will be given in the lease documents of the type and quantity of hazardous substances and the
time at which storage or release took place, and that the lessee will be restricted from conducting any
subsurface excavation, digging, drilling, withdrawa of groundwater, or other ground-disturbing activities
at the dte without prior written gpprova from the Air Force and Air Force coordination with gpplicable
federal and Sate regulatory agencies as necessary. The FOSL dso States that provisons will be placed
inthe lease to dlow the Air Force and regulatory agencies unrestricted access to the Site to conduct any
necessary investigation and/or cleanup activities.

RAOs have not been met in that deed and |ease redrictions need to be addressed before any property
located at the Site istransferred or leased (see page 27 of this report, Section 111 Recommendations, Site
SS-006). Although not yet added to any deed or lease, the ROD requirement, limiting Site devel opment
to non-residentia use, has not been violated as current use remains non-residential.

Reuse Consider ations

Reuseof PAFB fdls under the requirements of CERCLA 120 (h), the Community Environmental Response
Facilitation Act (CERFA), which amended portions of CERCLA 120 (h), Department of Defense
Regulations 32 CFR Parts90 and 91 (Revitdizing Base Closure Communitiesand Community Assistance),
the National Defense Authorization Act of 1994 and subsequent years, the Defense Base Closure and
Redignment Act of 1990, various Base Closure and Redignment Act (BRAC) guidance, the National
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Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and regulations of the President’ s Council on Environmenta Qudity.

CERCLA 120 (h) addresses the transfer of federa property. The mgor requirements for an NPL Ste
include:

. 120(h) (3) (A) requirementsfor deed natificationregarding hazardous substances, and a covenant
in dl deeds warranting that dl remedid action necessary to protect human hedth and the
environment has been taken prior to the date of transfer and that any additional remedid action
found to be necessary after the date of transfer shall be conducted by the United States,

. 120 (h) (3) (B) option to the covenant requirement which alows for demondration to EPA’s
Adminigrator that a remedy is operating properly and successfully and a covenant exclusion for
property that isleased whenthe Air Force determines that a property is suitable to lease, the uses
contemplated for the lease are cond stent withprotection of humanhealthand the environment, and
there are adequate assurancesthat the United Stateswill take dl necessary remedia actionthat has
not been taken on the date of the lease; and

. 120 (h) (3) (C) option for a federa agency trandferring property to request that EPA’s
Adminigrator (withthe concurrence of the State Governor) defer the firg part of the covenant that
dl necessary remedial action has been taken prior to the date of the transfer. The
Adminigrator/Governor must determine that the property is suitable for transfer based onafinding
thet:

- the property issuitablefor transfer for the use intended by the transferee and the intended
use is conggtent with the protection of human health and the environment;

- the deed contains the assurance that any additiona remedid actionfound to be necessary
after the date of transfer shal be conducted by the United States;

- the public has been given the opportunity to comment on the suitability of the property
for transfer with a least 30 days notice; and

- the deferra and transfer will not substantialy delay any necessary response actionat the

property.
In addition, the deed for transfer shal contain assurances that:

- provide for any necessary property use restrictions that will be necessary to protect
human hedlth and the environment;

- provide that there will be restrictions on the use necessary to ensure that required
investigations, response, and oversight will not be disrupted;

- provide that al necessary response action will be taken and identify the schedule
(approved by the appropriate regulatory agency) for completion of investigation and
response actions; and

- provide that the responsible federd agency will submit abudget request to the Director
of OMB that adequately addresses the investigation and response schedule.
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The Air Force has informed EPA that the Clinton County Industrid Development Agency (CCIDA)
gpplied for designation asthe locd reuse authority (LRA) for disposal of PAFB, and that CCIDA has
aready been gpproved as a property receiving entity by the Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) and
the Air Force. PARC would continue to be responsible for caretaker activities at the base.

A reuse plan, entitled, Comprehensive Reuse Plan for Plattsburgh Air Force Base (Champlain Valley
Internationa TradeParc), dated September 15, 1995, was developed by the Plattsburgh Intermunicipd
Development Corporation (PIDC) for PARC. The PIDC isno longer in existence. Figure 8B (Proposed
Comprehensive Land Use Plan) of the PAFB Reuse Plan isincluded as Attachment I11 to this Report.

A draft Environmenta Impact Statement (EIS) for the Disposd and Reuse of PAFB was presented at a
public hearing on July 26, 1995, with a 45 day public comment period hed from July 7 to August 22,
1995. EPA Region Il reviewed the EIS and submitted comments to the Air Force. TheFind EIS, dated
November 1995, wasfiled with EPA and notice of itsavailability was published inthe Federal Register on
November 9, 1995. The Proposed Action presented in the EIS is based on the PAFB Reuse Plan and
conssts of the development of acommercid arport combined with anumber of other uses.

According to the Air Force, no real property within the former Plattsburgh Air Force Base has been
transferred as of the date of this Report. Transfersof five parcels, however, have been proposed, and EPA
and NY SDEC reviewed and provided comments to the Air Force on the SEBSs and FOST s for these
parcds, which include:

. Pacd “E’: This24.681 acre parcel isto be transferred to a private developer for extenson of an
off-baseindudtrid park. The developer submitted the winning bid in apublic sdle administered by
the GSA. The FOST included hazardous substance notification and a  restriction requiring the
transferee to coordinate with NY SDEC prior to developing any structure over two aress of the
parcel where solid waste was knownto be located. The two areastogether compriselessthanan
acre where a pre-base dump containing non-industriad waste was located. Soil and groundwater
sampling was conducted during the FOST process. There were asmall number of exceedances
of State soil guidelines and EPA Soil Screening Levels (SSLs) and sporadic, minor groundwater
exceedances that could not be duplicated over four rounds of sampling. Although the risk
assessment conducted indicated an acceptable degree of risk, it did not indudeafutureresidentia
exposure scenario, and both EPA and NY SDEC requested that part or al of the parcel be
restricted to non-residentid use. Although the Air Forceinitialy refused to implement any land use
restrictions during 1996 and 1997, it subsequently agreed to do so at this and a number of other
dtes a PAFB. AFBCA dated that the deed for this parce would include this restriction.
According to recent statements by PAFB taff, the proposed transfer may not take place.

. The Northside School: This 18 acre parcel wasto be conveyed to the Peru School Didrict for
educational purposes by means of a*“ sponsored” transfer inwhichthe property would be assigned
to the U.S. Department of Education and then trandferred via Public Benefit Conveyance (PBC)
to the didrict. The FOST dated that hazardous substance natification would be included in the
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transfer documents due to the presence of lead and lead bullet fragments in soil. Soils on the
property were sampled as part of the IRP investigationof SiteSS-040 (Abandoned Army Range),
a gte that was used by the Army prior to World War |l as a firing range. The range was
demolished during the congtructionof PAFB. Both EPA and NY SDEC concurredwithAFBCA’s
recommendation of no further action for Ste SS-040 aslead concentrations inthe soil werewithin
acceptable levels. Didrrict officias and the school principa and gaff were natified regarding the
investigationand findings, induding alimited potential for ingestion of bullet fragments by students.
As a precaution, school children were screened for blood lead levels. Results of the screening
showed that blood lead levds were not elevated. Additional redtrictions were included in the
FOST to dlowthe United States access to the school and adjacent property to conduct any future
investigations and response actions needed and to protect the integrity of a piezometer located on
the property. According to PAFB gaff, the Peru School Didtrict recently stated that it was no
longer interested inobtaining the property by deed transfer. 1t isEPA’ sunderstanding that although
the Air Force till owns the property, the Peru School didtrict is currently inoperationat the school
under the origind agreement initiated betweenthe didtrict, the Air Force, and the U.S. Department
of Education in 1959, and the terms of the FOST.

The Southside School: This 9.3 acre parcel was to be conveyed to the Champlain Valley
Educationd Services for educationa purposes by means of a“sponsored” transfer in which the
property would be assigned to the U.S. Department of Education and then transferred via Public
Bendfit Conveyance (PBC) to Champlain Vdley. The FOST sated that hazardous substance
natification would be included in the transfer documents due to the storage of hazardous materids
on the property. No other restrictions were listed. According to PAFB staff, Champlain Valey
Educationa Services recently stated that it was no longer interested in obtaining the property by
deed transfer.

The Lakefront Area (Parcels K-1 and K-3): AFBCA submitted adraft SEBS and FOSL to the
regulatorsfor this property in July 1999. The proposed transfer isto be aPublic Bendfit Transfer
(PBT) to the City of Pattsburgh for anticipated recreationd reuse. The property consists of
approximately 37 acres |located aong the shore of Lake Champlain, separated inthe middle by a
3" parcel (K-2), whichisnot part of the property currently proposed for transfer. Parcel K-2 was
not included in the proposa due to its proximity to IRP Site SS-028, located just upgradient of it.
A Removal Actionconducted at SS-028 in December 1998 is discussed above. Based on asite
vigt conducted by the BCT on April 20, 1999, the SS-028 excavation appears to be located
agpproximately 20' west of the parcel boundary.

EPA and NY SDEC submitted commentson“informd” draft reports reportsfor sampling activities
conducted at two EBS Factor sStes located on the Lakefront property. AFBCA conducted
additiond sediment sampling at one of the Sites (SPL-406) in response to regulator comments.
Elevated levdsof PAHs had been detected indrainage swa eslocated near two storm sewer pipes
that previoudy discharged from Building 406. AFBCA suggested that the high PAH levels were
dueto higtoric (pre-Air Force) railroad and coa operations, as well as current railroad operations
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located at the Site. Additional sampling conducted by AFBCA appears to have verified this
conclusion. Sampling by the Air Force at the 2" EBS Factor, ORD-951, showed the presence
of lead in surface soils, but at concentrations below the 400 ppm screening level used by EPA.
ThisEBS factor congsted of a machine gun firing range used by the Army prior to construction of
PAFB (1955). Thefiring line gppearsto have been located on the shordine of Lake Champlain,
with the firing direction toward the lake.

EPA and NY SDEC submitted comments to AFBCA on the draft Lakefront SEBS and FOST in
August 1999, and submitta of draft find trandfer documents by AFBCA is expected during late
September, 1999. AFBCA recently stated that the City of Plattsburgh was considering aleasein
furtherance of conveyance to expediteitsreuse. It is not known whether thisis dtill the case.

New Base Capehart Housing (6000 and 7000 Ared): AFBCA submitted draft and draft fina

FOSTs and SEBSs for this parcel during the summer of 1999. The property consists of 158
housing buildings Stuated on approximately 118 acres. The transfer to PARC isinanticipation of
resale to Select Group, ared estate development corporation, and projected reuseisresdentid.

EPA and NY SDEC submitted comments to AFBCA on the transfer documents, expressing a
number of concerns. EPA’ smgjor concernwiththe Capehart FOST isrel ated to anapparent lack
of compliance with the Residentia Lead-Based Paint Hazard Reduction Act, commonly known
as Title X (of the Housng and Community Development Act of 1992, 42 U.S.C. 4822). The
FOST statesthat the transferee will be respongble for complying with al gpplicable laws, and that
many non-renovated houses had extensve pedingpaint inbothinterior and exterior areas, yet Title
X is not mentioned in the FOST. EPA requested that the FOST state that the Air Force will

comply with Title X, and informed the Air Force that EPA and HUD jointly issued regulations
governing disclosure of known lead-based paint and lead-based paint hazardsuponsae or lease
of residentia property (24 CFRPart 35 subpart H; 40 CFR Part 745, subpart F) under authority
of section 1018 of Title X. EPA dso stated that it is the responsibility of the Air Force to ensure
that the above-mentioned disclosure requirementsare carried through from CCIDA to PARC, the
Select Group, and any additiond transferees. EPA dso informed the Air Force that if the Air Force
chooses to transfer this parcel, and if a some time sampling dataestablishesthat remedid action,

including action relaing to LBP risks, is found to be necessary after the date of property transfer,

EPA believes that such action isthe respongbility of the Department of Defense.

AFBCA cut out fromthe proposed transfer property aportionof land that overliesagroundwater
contaminant plume caused by IRP site SS-030 (the BX Gas Station), aNY SDEC fud site, and
included some additiona down gradient property to be cut out as a margin of safety/error as
requested by EPA. NY SDEC requested additiond timeto conduct discussionswithitspetroleum
soill office regarding Site SS-030 and its impact on the proposed property. EPA deferred
comment onthe adequacy of the area deleted duetothe SS-030 plume, as not dl of the supporting
documentationwasavallableto EPA, NY SDEC sspill response officewas dtill evaluaing thesite,
and additiona evauation of ste SS-030 may be necessary as the transfer documents stated that
solvent soills may have ocurred at the Site. In addition, the results of indoor air sampling conducted

22



a one of the buildings located over the plume have not yet been made avalable to EPA as
requested, and dthough AFBCA agreed to omit the building from the proposed transfer, EPA
stated that it could not concur prior to seeing the monitoring results. AFBCA’sresponseto EPA’s
comments on the FOST dtated that the property would be transferred to PARC through the
CCIDA. EPA requested that additiond information on the nature of this trandfer (i.e, type,
mechanisms, etc.) be provided. Ascomments provided by EPA and NY SDEC have not been
adequately addressed, neither agency has provided concurrence onthe suitability of this property
for trandfer. Additiona research and discussion are planned.

As of the date of this Report, PARC has beenthe proposed lessee ondl but two of the 39 FOSL s sgned
for PAFB, with the remaining two leases signed by private entities. EPA provided comments to the Air
Forceondl 39 FOSLs. NY SDEC did not comment on anumber of the earliest FOSLs but has provided
commentson FOSL s submitted since1997. Land useredtrictionsat the various siteshaveincluded digging
excavating, and ground disturbing activity restrictions, groundwater withdrawa restrictions, resdentid use
regtrictions, provisonsto be placed in leases to allow the Air Force and regulatory agencies unrestricted
access to Stesto conduct any necessary investigation and/or cleanup activities, and notices in the lease
documents of the type and quantity of hazardous substances and the time at whichstorage or release took
place. According tothe Air Force, land usage by lessees and sublesseesthusfar has been consistent with
the PAFB Reuse Planand EIS. FOSLs have been signed for property at three IRP Sites discussed in this
Report (SS-011, SS-005, and SS-006), and land usage at occupied areas within these sites has thus far
been non-residentia. EPA isnot aware of any violations of lease redtrictions as of the date of this Report,
and this has been gtated by the Air Force aswell.

Attachment IV to this Report consists of amap submitted to EPA by AFBCA displaying the locations of
FOSLS and FOSTs at PAFB as of August 1998.

A Nationd Environmenta Policy Act (NEPA) Record of Decision (ROD) for the Disposal and Reuse of
PAFB was signed by the Assstant Secretary of the Air Force, Rodney Coleman, on October 2, 1997.
The disposal ROD divides the base into two mgjor parcels:

. “A-1", conggting of gpproximately 3,070 acres of dl land and improvements|ocated west of U.S.
Route 9 (i.e., the “new baseg”), excepting 11 smaler parcels located within the A-1 parcel
boundaries. It includes the arfidd improvements, indudtria and office facilities, former family
housing, open space, and related infrastructure. The Digposd ROD ligts “ Airport Public Benefit
Conveyance (PBC)” as the disposal method for this parcel, and AFBCA has stated that CCIDA
would likely be the receiving entity. The 11 smaller parcdls located within Parcel A-1 include the
two schoals, Parcel E, a 40 acre offbase radar Ste (to be retained by the Air Force), a 4 acre
parcel containing housing unitsand adormitory for transfer to the home essthrough the Department
of Hedlthand Human Services, and 6 parcels containing state and interstate roadway's that would
be donated to the City of Plattsburgh and the New Y ork State Department of Trangportation; and
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. “A-2', congging of gpproximately 250 acres of dl land and improvements located east of U.S.
Route 9 (i.e, the old base). It incdudesindustrid and office fadilities, former family housing, open
pace, and related infrastructure. This parcel was to be made avalable to andigible gpplicant for
an economic development conveyance (EDC).

The Air Force recently informed EPA that the dividing line between the two mgor parcels of the baseis
no longer U.S. Route 9 but now followsarail line recently ingtalled on base by Bombardier Corporation.
The Air Force dso stated that a Public Bendfit Transfer (PBT) application was recently submitted by
PARC to CCIDA for Parcd A-1 and that submission of the application to the Air Force wasimminent.
The gtatus of the EDC for Parcel A-2 is not currently known. It is EPA’s understanding that transfer of
ownership of the entire base could be proposed prior to the next five-year review. The Air Force hasnot
provided EPA withspecific datesor rdative order for any of the transfers, and no FOST s (other thanthose
discussed above) have been submitted to EPA as of the date of this Report.

Site Access and Security

Accessto the entirebase prior to itsclosure (September 30, 1995) was heavily restricted asthe base was
under the tight security of a SAC ingdlation. Thisincluded fencing of the entire base and use of heavily
armed guards at dations at al three entrancesto the base as well as other areas. Subsequent to closure
of the base, security guardswere posted a the two entrances to the “new basg’, which contains dl of the
arport operations and nearly dl of the IRP stes. Although security guards are no longer present at the
base entrances, the entire base is il fenced. Accessto IRP stesundergoing investigations and Removd
and Remedia Actionsis restricted through the use of fencing and appropriate signage.

Drinking Water Supplies

There are currently no drinking water wells located on PAFB as the baseis provided withwater fromthe
City of Plattsburgh.

As of the date of this Report, no contamination is known to have migrated offbase via surface or
groundwater. Groundwater flow across most of the baseis from west to east, toward Lake Champlain,
with some areas having a more southeasterly flow direction. Nearby off-base water supplies have been
identified over the course of severa environmentd investigationsconducted at PAFB. Off-baseuserswere
once again identified during mail and house to house surveys conducted during 1997 as part of the FT-
002/Industriad AreaRI/FS. Someminor contamination (acetone, TCE, and chloroform) hasbeen detected
gporadically over timeinloca off-base drinking water wells located within afew hundred feet of the north
central base boundary at Kemp Lane. Studies performed by the Air Force and reviewed by theregulators
did not link Air Force activitiesto the contamination, and repeated retesting of groundwater at an adjacent
onbase parcel of land proposed for transfer (Parcel E) ultimatey showed no exceedances of drinking water
standards. Furthermore, anumber of industriesare | ocated immediatdly adjacent to the groundwater users,

24



and these indudtries could have contributed to the sporadic acetone and TCE contamination. Migration
of the FT-002 groundwater contaminant plumeis currently being addressed with respect to a number of
groundwater users located downgradient of the plume, southeast of the base on Route 9. A Removd
Action conggting of Bioventing, Soil Vapor Extraction (SVE), and free product remova is currently in
progress under the FT-002 Source OU. In addition, sentry wells have dready been ingtaled to protect
those users and additiond wells may be ingtdled as part of the FT-002/Industrial Area Remedy. Based
on the draft FT-002/1A RI/FS, the leading edge of the FT-002 plume currently only extends to within
gpproximately amile of theseusers. A smal, third group of groundwater usersislocated on Runway Drive
just west of the western base boundary near the area between landfills LF-022 and LF-023. Although
sporadic contamination has been detected over time in some of these wells, the suspected source is a
nearby off-base gas gation. The Air Force believes that a contaminant plume emanating from the gas
gtation may have migrated onto the base. Groundwater flow at the western base boundary isto the east
toward Lake Champlan. Groundwater monitoring data from LF-022 and LF-023 will be examined in
conjunction with any studies to be conducted should the contamination impact these off-base wells.

Community Concerns

EPA is not aware of any concerns expressed by the public regarding the eéght OUs discussed in this
Report. Appropriate public comment periods and meetings were held for presentation of and comment
on the Proposed Plans for the eight OUs. Public comment periods and meetings have also been held for
al of the Remova Actions conducted thus far by the Air Force at PAFB.

A Restoration Advisory Board (RAB) was established for PAFB and the surrounding community in 1994
to provide a forum for interested stakeholders to express concerns regarding cleanup of the base and to
obtain information regarding the cleanup. The RAB is composed of representatives of environmental
groups, a nearby housing development, locd utilities, locd officids, PARC, concerned citizens, EPA,
NY SDEC, and the New Y ork State Department of Health (NY SDOH), and meets on aquarterly basis
(or more frequently if needed). The RAB has 2 co-chairs, one from the Air Force (the BRAC
Environmenta Coordinator) and one from the community. A BRAC Community Relations Plan was
submitted by the Air Force in August 1995, supplementing the origind PAFB Community Relaions Plan.
The RAB replaced the former Technica Review Committee (TRC), which fulfilled a Smilar function at
PAFB prior to formation of the RAB.

Although few, if any, concerns were expressed by the public or membersof the RAB prior to 1999, RAB
memberscong stently expressed concerns regarding the draft FT-002 / Industrid AreaGroundwater RI/FS
during 1999. A sub or working group of the RAB was formed to discuss concernsrelated to the FT-002
RI/FS in January 1999, and the group, which consists of representatives from EPA, the Air Force,
NY SDEC, the Lake Champlain Committee, and other members of the RAB, has met monthly since that
time. The mgority of concerns expressed have been related to the preliminary preference expressed by
the Air Force of monitored naturd atenuation (MNA) as the remedid dternative for the FT-002
Groundwater OU, and the inditutiond controls that would be part of the MNA remedy (or any other
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remedy selected). The FT-002 plume is composed largely of TCE and other chlorinated hydrocarbons,
aswadl astheir breakdown products, and extends acrossthe base over ahdf mile, fromthe FT-002 source
totheflightline. The MNA dternative is based largdy on moddling which predicts that contaminantsfrom
the plume are not expected to migrate offbase. A mgor assumption of the modd is that leeking drains
located near the runway and flightline ramp intercept most of the contaminated groundwater, directing it
to onbase streams. TheRI concludes that thereis currently no sgnificant impact from contaminant loading
to the ecosystem of the Golf Course or Wespons Storage Area streams, which drain the flightline. The
Golf Course streamwas sampled at several locations during 1990 and 1991, and TCE was only detected
sporadicdly. Additiona onbase stream sampling was conducted during 1998 and the results show that
some loading to both streams is occuring.  Letters commenting on the FT-002 RI/FS were submitted to
the Air Force by EPA, NY SDEC, the Lake Champlain Committee and the Town of Plattsburgh during
1999, and the Air Force provided response letters to the comment letters.  Additional groundwater
sampling to fill data gagpsin the FT-002 RI in the indudtrid area of the base was conducted during 1999
at the request of EPA, and the resultsof this sampling are scheduled to be submitted to EPA in the fdl of
1999. EPA has dso requested revisions to the MNA Alternative and proposed three additiona remedia
dternatives, with very rough initid estimates of the codts, for inclusion in the revised FS.  These included
ar sparging and anintegrated dternative whichincludesar sparging, pump and treat, and passive trestment
wal components. NY SDEC requested that similar technologiesbeevauated. The Air Forcehasindicated
that it will indlude the additional technologies proposed by EPA and NY SDEC inthedternativesevauated
in the revised RI/FS.

[1l. Recommendations.

SS-011:

The Risk Assessment conducted for the site states that the Removal Action conducted in 1991 was fully
effective in achieving protection of human health and the environment. Furthermore, cleanup levels for
DDT have not changed suffidently to necessitate changesin the agreed-upon target cleanup leve for DDT
insoilsat thisste. Thetarget cleanup levels set in the ROD for site SS-011 soils are ill considered to be
protective of human hedlth and the environment. It is recommended, therefore, thet five-year reviewsfor
the SS-011 Soil OU be discontinued until suchtime asdl remedia constructionis completed at PAFB and
the find Type | Five-Year Review is conducted for the entire base. 1t must be noted, however, that
groundwater contamination at the site till needs to be addressed. As of the date of thisreport, thisissue
isunder discussonby the BCT. It should aso be noted that any future leases, FOSLs, deedsfor transfer,
and FOST s that include real property located at this Site will need to include the same restrictions found
in the Railroad Spurs, Industrid Area, and Vacant Land FOSL.

LF-021

Although deed redtrictions are specified in the Proposed Plan and ROD, lease redrictions are not. Al
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future leases (as well asFOSL s, deedsfor trandfer, and FOSTs) that will include red property located at
this dte will need to indude dl of the redtrictions specified in the ROD (see Section I, Ste
Cleanup/Characterigtics, of this Report). Also, theresultsof groundwater monitoring conducted at thisste
will need to be reviewed asthey are recelved, as well as during the next five-year review.

LF-024

All future leases, FOSLs, deeds for transfer, and FOSTs that will includereal property located at thisSite
will need to include dl of the restrictions specified inthe ROD (see Section|, Site Cleanup/Characterigtics,
of this Report). Also, the results of groundwater monitoring conducted at thissitewill need to bereviewed
asthey are received, aswell as during the next five-year review.

LF-022

The indtitutiona controls specified in the ROD for this Ste (notification of future owners regarding the
landfill’ slocationand protection of the containment/monitoring system) will need to be included indl future
leases, FOSLs, deeds for transfer, and FOSTs for read property located at this Ste. It is suggested that
the restrictions go beyond protection of the cap to specificaly include the same restrictions as L F-021 and
LF-024,i.e,

. Limit development of any structure on the landfill Ste which would adversdly affect human hedlth

and safety;

. Prevent any adverse action leading to the deterioration of the cap;

. Prohibit the ingdlation of any wdlswhichcould result in use of the underlying groundweter a the
gte

. Prohibit any excavation of the landfill cap without prior approva of NY SDEC.

Also, groundwater monitoring needs to be continued until the thirty year period specified in the ROD has
been completed.

L F-023 Source Control:

The inditutiona controls specified in the ROD for this OU (natification of future owners regarding the
landfill’ slocationand protection of the containment/monitoring system) will need to be included indl future
leases, FOSL s, deedsfor transfer, and FOST s for real property located at the site. 1t is suggested that the
restrictions go beyond protection of the cap to spedificdly incdludethe same restrictions as L F-021 and LF-
024, i.e,

. Limit development of any structure on the landfill site which would adversdy affect human hedlth
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and sfety;

. Prevent any adverse action leading to the deterioration of the cap;
. Prohibit the ingdlation of any wellswhich could result inuse of the underlying groundweter a the
gte

. Prohibit any excavation of the landfill cap without prior gpprova of NY SDEC.

L F-023 Groundwater, Surface Water, and Sediment:

Although the ROD for this OU cdled for deed redrictions prohibiting withdrawa of groundwater for
potable use in the area, lease redtrictions were not specified. Any future leases (as wdl as dl FOSLS,
deedsfor transfer, and FOSTs) for real property located at this site will need to includethisrestrictionand
the other redrictions specified in the ROD (see Section |, Site Cleanup/Characterigtics, of this Report).
Also, groundwater monitoring needs to be continued until the thirty year period specified in the ROD has
been completed

SS-005 Sail

Theredtrictionrequired by the ROD for this Site, that future use of the Site be limited to non-residentia uses,
needs to be added to the Hightline, Indugtrid, and Administrative Building lease. Also, dl future leases,
FOSL s, deedsfor transfer, and FOST s that will indludereal property located at this Stewill needtoindude
al of the redrictions specified in the ROD (see Section |, Site Cleanup/Characterigtics, of this Report).

SS-006 Soil

Theredtrictionrequired by the ROD for this Site, that future use of the Site be limited to non-residential uses,
needs to be added to the Building 2815 lease. Also, all future leases, FOSLS, deeds for transfer, and
FOSTSs that will include red property located e this Site will need to includedl of the restrictions specified
in the ROD (see Section |, Site Cleanup/Characteristics, of this Report).

Reuse Recommendations
EPA concerns with the Capehart FOST reated to lead-based paint and the BX Gas Station plume need
to be addressed by the BRAC Cleanup Team. Also, EPA will need to see copies of the deeds for any

parcdstrandferred in the future, to verify that the appropriate notifications, restrictions and covenants are
present.
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V. Statement on Protectiveness.

Based upon the review of this Site conducted by Robert Morse, and information provided by the
Air Force, it has been determined that the remedies selected for this Ste remain protective of humanhedth

and the environment.
V. Next Five-Year Review

The next five-year review will be conducted prior to September 30, 2004.
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ATTACHMENT |

PLATTSBURGH AFB LOCATION OF IRP SITES

(Taken from Figure 3-7 of the PAFB Basawide Environmenta Baseline Survey, May 1997)
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ATTACHMENT II

SCHEDULE OF REMAINING IRP WORK

(Taken from Air Force Submission of Current Milestones to EPA, August 1999)
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FT-002(S)
POC: DaveFamsworth
Status. Draft Final Proposed Plan submitted March 1998, regulatory comments have
been received, BCT discussion/resolution of issuesisin progress (to include limited

sampling of Bio-Venting Area).

Milestones:

Limited Sampling of FT-002 Bio-Venting Area August 20-26, 1999

Sampling Results September 24, 1999
(Revised) Draft Final Proposed Plan October 28, 1999
Regulatory Comment/Review November 30,1999
Final Proposed Plan/Draft ROD December 15, 1999
Public Meeting January 6,2000
PublicComment January 22,2000
Regulatory Comment/Review January 31,2000
Draft Final ROD February 15, 2000
Regulatory Review/Comment March 15,2000
Final ROD March 22,2000

ROD Signing March 31, 2000



FT-002 (GW)
POC: Dave Farnsworth

Status: Draft RI/FS submitted April 1998, regulatory comments and community
comments have been received. Response to USEPA comments were provided March
1999, responseto NY SDEC comments (received May 1999) arein progress. Additional
Field Work and Draft Final RI/FS arein Progress. Follow-up/additional USEPA
comments were provided July 1999 and are under review.

Milestones:

Response to NY SDEC Comments August 20,1999"
Additional Groundwater Sampling August 6, 1999*
Groundwater Sampling Results August 20,1999*
Review/Evaluate/Provide Sample Results September 16, 1999*
Draft/Final RI/FS Report October 20, 1999
Regulatory Review/Comment December 20,1999
Review of Regulatory Comments January 14,2000
Begin Proposed Plan/Record of Decision January 17,2000
Final RI/FSReport & Draft Proposed Plan March 31, 2000
Sign ROD September 29,2000
Implementation of Remedy (LRIP) September 30,2001

* changes/inserts made since presentation to June 1999 RAB meeting

note: Impact of July 29, 1999 USEPA |etter have not been determined (response to
USEPA letter to be done by mid Sep.).



S5-004
POC: Dave Farnsworth
Status: Regulatory commentsto the Draft RI/FS have been submitted, response to

comments will be done after finalization of the Aircraft Refueling System Closure
Report.

Milestones:

Finalize Aircraft Refueling System Report October 15, 1999
Submit Response to Comments December 15, 1999
Regulatory Review February 15,2000
Proposed Plan/Record of Decision September 29,2000

note: Groundwater portion of thissiteis being addressed under FT-002 (GW); impact of
July 29, 1999 USEPA letter (regards FT-002) have not been determined (response to
USEPA letter to be done by mid Sep.).



55-010
POC: Steve Gagnier
Status: Supplementa Rl is being performed (Workplan has been submitted and

regulatory comments have been received) to eval uate the groundwater (groundwater
component was previoudly part of FT-002 (GW)).

Milestones:

Revised Workplan August 13, 1999
Install New Monitoring Wells August 20,1999
Sampling September 3, 1999
Sampling Results October 8, 1999

Draft Supplementa RI October 29, 1999
Regulatory Review/Comment December 31, 1999
Draft Final Supplementa RI January 28,2000
Regulatory Review/Comment March 31, 2000
Proposed Plan/Record of Decision September 29,2000

Note: Milestone could be expedited depending on the sampling results.



POC: Steve Gagnier

Status: Supplemental RI is needed to pull together previous (multiple) actions and fill

data gaps.

Milestones:

Project Funding/Contract Award
Supplemental R Workplan
Regulatory Review/Comment
Revised Workplan

Field Work

Results

Draft Supplemental Rl
Regulatory Review/Comment
Draft Final Supplemental R
Regulatory Comment

Proposed Plan/Record of Decision

September 30, 1999
October 29, 1999
November 30,1999
January 15,2000
April 1-15,2000
May 15,2000

July 15,2000
September 15,2000
November 15,2000
February 15,2001

September 30,2001



55-016
POC: Steve Gagnier

Status: Regulatory Commentsto the EE/CA, Treatiblity Study, and ITIR have been
received.

Milestones:

Draft Focused FS November 15, 1999
(will include revised Treatibility Study as an attachment)

Regulatory Review/Comment December 31, 1999
Draft Final FFS February 28,2000
Regulatory Review/Comment April 30,2000
Proposed Plan/Record of Decision September 29,2000

Note: BCT discussion of finalization of the EE/CA - Treatibility Study is needed ASAP.



S55-017
POC: Steve Gagnier
Status: Soil Contamination Delineation performed (1996) and SV E system installed

(April 1997) subsequent to the RI. Evaluation of work done to date needed prior to doing
Proposed Plan/Record of Decision.

Milestones:

Draft Site Progress Evaluation Report October 29, 1999
Regulatory Review/Comment December 31, 1999
Draft Final Report January 31,2000
Regulatory Review/Comment March 31, 2000
Proposed Plan/Record of Decision September 29,2000

note: Groundwater portion of thissite is being addressed under FT-002 (GW); impact of
July 29, 1999 USEPA letter (regards FT-002) have not been determined (response to
USEPA letter to be done by mid Sep.).



S5-018/D28
POC: Dave Farnsworth

Status. Regulatory comments to the SS-018 Revised Drafi Final Rl Report; however,
SS-018 data has been incorporated into ongoing RI for SS-028 which isimmediately
adjacent. SS-028 soil removal action (150 CY) was performed December 1998 (closure
report in progress); Draft Final Rl Report has been submitted for regulatory review.

Milestones:

Drafi Closure Report August 27,1999
Drafi Final RI Regulatory Review/Comment September 30, 1999
Draft Closure Report Regulatory Review/Comment September 30, 1999
Draft Final Closure Report (if required) October 29, 1999

Proposed Plan/Record of Decision March 31, 2000



SS-026
POC: Steve Gagnier

Status: EOD Range Clearing/Safing completed. Supplemental Sampling in progress.

Milestones:

Supplemental Sampling September 10, 1999
Sampling Results October 8, 1999
Draft Fina S| Report December 15, 1999
Regulatory Review/Comment February 15,2000
Response to Regulatory Comments March 31,2000

(and Final S| if needed)

No Further Action Decision Document April 30, 2000
(USAF Requirement)



55-033
POC: Steve Gagnier

Status: Soil Removal action is complete; Draft Final SI Report isin progress.

Milestones:

Draft Final SI Report December 1,1999
Regulatory Review/Comment February 28,2000
Response to Regulatory Comments March 31,2000

(Final Sl if needed)

Proposed Plan/Record of Decision September 29, 2000



85-019
POC: Dave Farnsworth
Status. Regulatory comments to Draft Final Sl indicated concurrence with No Further

Action Recommendation; however, closeout of site is awaiting completion of RI
activities at Site SS-028 which isimmediately adjacent.

Milestones:
Completion of SS-028 RI activities September30, 1999
No Further Action Decision Document October 29, 1999

S&-007/029/034
POC: Steve Gagnier
Status. Draft Final SI Report has been completed and regul atory comments received for

each site indicating that no further action isnecessary. A No Further Action Decision
Document (NFA/DD) isrequired per USAF regulationsto close out the site.

Milestones:

SS-034 NFA DD August 20,1999
§8-029 NFA DD September 3, 1999
SS-007 NFA DD September 17, 1999

58-027
POC: Steve Gagnier
Status: Draft Final Sl Report has been completed and regulatory comment have been

received. Response to USEPA commentsin progress (NY SDEC comments indicated no
further action needed)

Milestones:
Response to USEPA comments December 15, 1999
USEPA Review/Comment January 31,2000

§8-027 NFA/DD February 28,2000



ATTACHMENT I

FUTURE LAND USE AT PAFB

(Taken from PAFB Comprehensive Reuse Plan, September 1995)
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ATTACHMENT IV

PLATTSBURGH AIR FORCE BASE

FINDINGS OF SUITABILITY TO LEASE (FOSL)
and

FINDINGS OF SUITABILITY TO TRANSFER (FOST)

(Taken from AFBCA Map dated August 1998)
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