
Anniston Army Depot

Restoration Advisory Board

September 11, 2006

Anniston City Meeting Center

Anniston, Alabama 36201

CO-CHAIR:   Ms. Ann Worrell (sitting in for COL Alexander B. Raulerson); Dr. Fred May (sitting in for Dr. Barry Cox)

MEMBERS PRESENT:  Mr. Lucius Burton (sitting in for Mr. David Baker); Dr. Thomas Baucom; Mr. Walter Frazier; Mr. Ronald Grant; Mr. Glenn Ray (sitting in for Dr. Mary Harrington); Mr. Ryan Kallem (sitting in for Ms. Dawn Landholm); Mrs. Helen Leatherwood; Mr. Keith Campbell (sitting in for Mr. Wayne Livingston); Dr. Fred May; Mr. Phillip Burgett (sitting in for Mr. Jim Miller); Mr. John-David Reaves; Mr. Garrett Smith; Dr. David Steffy

MEMBERS ABSENT:   Mr. Thomas Boydston; Mr. Pete Conroy; Mr. James Hall; Mr. Eli Henderson;  Mr. James Hall; Mr. Roosevelt Parker; Mr. Garrett Smith..  (These members did not have designated representatives.) 
CALL TO ORDER:

Dr. Fred May called the meeting to order shortly after 6:00 P.M.  After welcoming everyone to the quarterly meeting, he explained how the RAB conducts the meeting, i.e., the RAB formal business meeting and then the opportunity for audience concerns and questions.   The roll was called and members present and absent are listed above.   The visitors were then asked to introduce themselves. 


 Two different administrative issues were then addressed.  It was voted on and approved to have Ms. Denise Mims, ANAD, become a member. The next topic was to send a letter offering ex-officio status to those members who have not been in regular attendance, nor have sent a representative, to the RAB meetings within the past year.  These members would remain on the mailing list, and continue to receive meeting notification, but would not be able to vote. This process is in accordance with the RAB Charter. The motion to send the letter was approved.  The following members (Mr. Pete Conroy, Mr. James Hall & Mr. Roosevelt Parker) will be sent letters before the next meeting.  The minutes for December 05 and March 06 were approved and the program continued.  


Using slides and handouts, Mr. Patrick Smith, ANAD, was introduced and discussed the items that would be presented.  He then proceeded to provide the sampling 

update.  He reported that at the end of April, forty-one private sole source drinking water wells were sampled for Volatile Organic Contaminants (VOC), which include TCE and all of its breakdown products, as well as the semi-volatile bis-2-ethulhexyl phthalate, 

which is also a chemical concern.  There were no concentrations related to activities at the Depot detected above regulatory standards. It was pointed out that since the program started in 2000, the number of sample wells had been reduced almost in half due to residents connecting to city water. The monthly TCE sample results at Coldwater Springs appeared to spike during May and June, but came back down in July. However, it was stated that after the water goes through the air strippers, there’s virtually no trace.  Sampling will remain on schedule and data will continue be studied to see if any determination can be made to identify factors that may influence these fluctuations. 


Mr. Smith then discussed the Feasibility Study (FS).  The draft was submitted to regulators in February.  Both EPA and ADEM provided comments that the Army is working to resolve.  He then explained the FS evaluation process and some of the decisions that have to be made.  He told the RAB that CERCLA has nine evaluation criteria and each technology that was looked at is evaluated against that criterion.  The first two criteria (called threshold criteria), have to be met to attain compliance with Federal and State regulations and cannot be ignored.  If the criteria cannot be met, then grounds must be provided for invoking a Technical Impracticality {TI) waiver, which states that no technology is available to attain compliance.  Criteria three through seven do not have to be met but must be considered.  He explained the various considerations. The last two criteria are state and community acceptability.  The community will have a chance to comment and the RAB is encouraged to provide input as well so those comments can be incorporated into the decision.   Mr. Smith briefly reviewed the methodology, costs and technologies that would be needed to achieve the first and second criteria of the study.  He then discussed the TI Waiver and explained the required factors for submission.  He reminded the RAB that the waiver does not change the approach of the Army and the restoration of the aquifer would still be aggressively approached, but the standard that is required would be waived.  The Army would still maintain liability.  The waiver would only be applicable to a certain zone that would be established by the TI guidelines. Mr. Smith then identified the various issues that must be reviewed and stated that many of them are going to be addressed within the community for comment and assist in some of the decision-making.  


He reiterated that it might be beneficial for the RAB to take advantage of the Technical Assistance for Public Participation (TAPP) program.  TAPP is a program that offers the option of obtaining a private contractor to provide objective independent technical assistance to a community. The funding, up to $25,000, and not to exceed $100,000, is provided by the DoD and is available to local small business.   The community, in this case, the RAB, identifies the need, such as reviewing documents or technologies; interpreting the potential health effects; or whatever part of a project where additional outside assistance might be needed. Mr Smith explained the application and acceptance process and offered to make the application available to the RAB.  


Dr. Steffy questioned the positioning of the boundaries for the TI waiver, and whether defining the boundaries was being done too early.  An extensive discussion ensued concerning the identification of boundaries and whether the EPA has specific guidelines for such boundaries.


Mr. Cox, ADEM, added that from the state’s point of view, the water that is going out to the public, including the private wells that continue to be sampled, is virtually non-detect, regardless of what’s coming into the springs or where ever it comes from. 


Responding to questions about the evaluation of the different technologies and the impact on the TI, Mr. Smith stated that the TI waiver would be reviewed every five years.    The Army initiates the review and ADEM and EPA partner in the process.  


Mr. Frazier stated that he was concerned at the fact that there was a spike during the months of May and June, and that there is no evidence of why.  Mr. LaGrone stated that there is no conclusive evidence of why this is happening, because there is no continuous trend. 


Mr. Frazier then asked about the possibility of strippers all going out at once, and Mr. Burgett, Anniston Water Works, stated that is highly unlikely. Citing redundancy, he stated that only three or four have to be used at any one time, so if two or three were to go out, then it would be possible to get by.  There is also another water source that could supply a portion of the water. In addition, the strippers go through a periodic inspection and are capable of being switched over for that time.  


Ms. Worrell questioned whether or not there could be any other sources of contaminants in the area other than ANAD.  A discussion ensued and several comments were made about other areas in the community where TCE had been detected. Mr. Reaves remarked that the area has been heavily industrialized for about a hundred and forty years with limited or no regulations and many of these plants went out of business more than 50 years ago.  He wondered if these businesses could have added to the present contamination and have an impact on the samples. 


Mr. Ron LaGrone, SAIC, was then introduced to discuss the Western Industrial Area, the scope of this investigation, and the schedule.  The area is approximately eight hundred and fifteen acres.  Components of this area include a warehouse area, a utility area, the defense utilization and marketing office, an old storage yard, the fishponds and Eastaboga Creek. Using slides, he pointed out the area where there have been persistent TCE levels in the sixteen to thirty three parts per billion ranges.  There are also soil gas points that have been monitored for volatile organic compounds.  Based on the testing that has already been done, there will be an installation of five new wells.  The site investigation should begin sometime in January or February of 2007.  Responding to a question from Ms Williams, ANAD, he stated that previous sampling was done in the Fish Pond Spring and the Eastaboga Spring, but the levels of TCE are practically non-detectable.  Mr Frazier asked the depth of the wells with the high levels and Mr. LaGrone 

responded that they are typically thirty to sixty feet underground.  He indicated that at 

this point, the source of the TCE has not been determined and that’s the purpose of this 

investigation.  A short discussion followed concerning soil samples.  There were no further questions.  


Dr. May called for agenda items for the December 11th meeting.  Mr. Keefer agreed to have a representative discuss the EPA’s perspective on the Feasibility Study (FS). Mr. Smith suggested having an ADEM representative discuss their understanding of the Feasibility Study.  That was tentatively set up depending on the receipt of the Army’s comments.  Dr. Steffy suggested having someone discuss the indoor air issue at the depot, i.e., the difference between the EPA’s indoor air standards and OSHA’s standards for industrial workers. Mr. Smith stated that he would be able to have a Risk Manager address EPA standards for worker safety and how they are integrated with OHSA standards.  

AUDIENCE COMMENTS:    

There were no audience comments.  

ADJOURNMENT:  


It was determined to hold the next meeting on December 11, 2006.

 The meeting was adjourned.
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