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I. Project Description 

A. Introduction 

Seneca Dairy Systems LLC ("SDS") proposes to redevelop a poliion of an approximately 

75 acre parcel ofland bounded on the n01ih by West Romulus Road ("Parcel") located on the 

former Seneca Army Depot ("SEDA" or "Depot") in the Town of Romulus ("Town"), in Seneca 

County, New York. The redevelopment entails revitalizing a poliion of the Parcel by 

constructing and operating the Seneca Dairy Systems Agricultural Manufacturing Facility 

("Project"), a state-of-the-mi galvaniz1ng mill and related operations to allow SDS to expand 

existing operations and meet growing demand for the company' s products. The Project will 

result in the development of approximately 18 acres of the Parcel and will be sited at the 

southwest comer of West Romulus Road and Fayette Road ("Site"). Appendix A contains 

survey maps indicating the precise location of the Parcel within the Depot. 

SDS is owned and operated by Earl Maiiin, who was unanimously selected by the Seneca 

County Industiial Development Agency ("SENIDA") as the winning bidder of an RFP process to 

sell approximately 6,800 acres of Depot propeliy in June 2016. Mr. Maiiin's bid was selected 

from a pool of 16 competitive bids because his bid showed the strongest economic, environmental, 

ai1d financial viability after SENIDA's comprehensive evaluation. Mr. Maiiin now seeks to 

develop a poliion of the Depot property for the Project. 

SDS manufactures steel products, including a mix of sheet metal, bai· stock, round and 

square tubing, and specialty steels that ai·e used to make equipment for vaiious farm and dairy 

operations across the United States and other select regions worldwide. SDS ' product offerings 

for lai·ge-scale dairy and farming operations include: ventilation systems and controls for 

regulating temperature inside barns and maintaining air quality; fans and evaporative cooling 
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systems for additional temperature control inside barns; stalls and beds designed for animal 

comfort; feeding rails, panels, and lockups to assist with animal feeding and herd management; 

livestock watering systems and steel tank waterers; steel gates and panels for livestock and herd 

management; and associated hardware, clamps, brackets, latches, hinges, and specialty fasteners 

for mounting and installing equipment. 

SDS is a long-time member of Seneca County's business community, and cunently 

employs approximately 35 people at its existing facility at 3236 Hoster Road, Seneca Falls, New 

York 13148 ("Hoster Road Facility"). SDS' day-to-day operations presently include both 

manufacturing and galvanizing processes that are expected to continue, but expand considerably, 

in connection with the Project. The Project is a key component of SDS' strategic initiative to meet 

growing demand for the company' s products, and reduce the company' s reliance on foreign 

imported steel and iron products. The Project is a major proposed investment to relocate SDS ' 

manufacturing and galvanizing operations from the existing Hoster Road Facility to the Site within 

the Depot. SDS intends for the Hoster Road Facility to remain open and operational to provide 

support for SDS' business operations. 

B. Project Background 

Mr. Mai.tin's acquisition of approximately 6,800 acres of Depot prope1ty provides the 

backdrop for a long-tenn, wide-ranging effort to revitalize the Depot and promote local and 

regional economic development consistent with connnunity objectives. Mr. Martin's long-term 

plans for the Depot property, as set fmth in his bid proposal to SENIDA, include an approxin1ately 

$13 million dollar proposed investment in the Project, but also include multiple other proposed 

components for repurposing different portions of the Depot property. Mr. Martin's future 

conceptual plans for other portions of the Depot property include: 
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• Development of approximately 20 homesteads that will be available to Seneca County' s 

Amish and Mennonite community members who wish to settle there and farm the land. 

• Proposed reuse of fonner ammunition bunkers on Depot property for hay and grain storage 

by Amish and Mennonite community members. 

• Dedication of approximately 1,500 acres of Depot land for wildlife preservation including, 

a coordinated effort between Deer Haven Park LLC and Seneca White Deer, Inc. to 

promote conservation of habitat and food sources for the Depot's unique herd of white 

deer. 

• Promotion of local tourism and eco-tourism with an emphasis on Seneca White Deer, Inc,' s 

White Deer Tours, as well as tourism associated with the local Amish and Mennonite 

communities. 

• Commitment to retaining existing land uses and business leases in connection with the 

Depot property. 

• Conveyance of approximately 25 acres of Depot land to Seneca County to allow existing 

police and fire training facilities to continue operations that are essential to the surrounding 

communities' safety. 

• Continued use, preservation, and increased public access to Kendaia Baptist Cemetery, 

which is a historic cemetery that pre-dates the Revolutionary War. 

Accordingly, the Project is one component of a comprehensive strategy to revitalize the bulk of the 

Depot property acquired by Mr. Martin. The Project will anchor and enhance future Depot 

redevelopment efforts, provide measurable economic benefits to the sunounding community, and 

expand growth opportunities for SDS ' business and operations. 
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C. Project Details 

The Project features a multi-phase development that will occur over an approximate ten 

year period on the 18+/- acre Site. Attached as Appendix Bis a concept plan depicting the tlu·ee 

phases of development on the approximately 18 acre Site. After all proposed phases of 

development are complete, the Project will be composed of utility buildings, a galvanizing plant, 

office space, warehouse buildings, and mill and welding facilities that will occupy a total of 

approximately 220,000 sq. ft. in addition to associated parking areas, installation of required 

utilities, and a stormwater retention pond (see, Appendix B) . 

The primary feature of the Project will be the construction of an approximately 48,600 sq. 

ft. galvanizing plant (the "Galvanizing Plant"). In short, galvanizing is the process of dipping 

fabricated steel parts into a large kettle containing molten zinc, which produces a chemical reaction 

that forms a tight bond between the steel and the zinc. Additional details regarding the galvanizing 

process are addressed more fully below. Galvanizing provides superior corrosion protection for 

steel pmis and increases the longevity, durability, and sustainability of steel products. In fact, 

galvanized steel is so durable that it generally requires no maintenance (such as sandblasting, 

repainting etc.) during the products' service life. Because SDS' customers and product-offerings 

are concentrated in the agricultural sector, it is crucial for SDS to offer galvmlized steel products 

and equipment that require minimal upkeep and that each product is manufactured to meet the 

challenges of year-round, all-weather, agricultural and livestock management processes. 

Galvanizing methods and galvanizing facilities are commonplace in the United States and 

around the world. Galvanized steel is made from two naturally occmring elements--nan1ely, zinc 

and iron ore (i.e. steel)--and accordingly the galvanizing process does not introduce disruptive 

chemicals into the ecosystem. Galvanized steel is long-lasting and requires little upkeep after the 
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finished product is installed by the end user. Moreover, galvanized steel can be recycled, and both 

steel and zinc feature high reclamation and recycling rates according to the Ame1ican Galvanizers 

Association. Accordingly, principles of sustainability and re-use are fundamental to the 

galvanizing process and the life cycle of galvanized steel products. 

1. Project Phase 1 

Phase 1 of the Project contemplates the development of approximately 56,000 sq. ft. of 

building space, consisting of the Galvanizing Plant referenced above, and office space to support 

the Project's manufacturing operations. Phase 1 will also include the construction of a 

stormwater management system, utilities (including water, sewer, gas, electric, and fiber optics), 

and paved and gravel parking areas and access roadways. In addition, repairs will be made to 

West Romulus Road to provide access to the Site from Route 96A to the west and Route 96 to 

the east. Phase 1 is anticipated to generate 12 new employees after year one of operation and 

generate another 23 employees after year two of operation. 

2. Project Phase 2 

Phase 2 of the Project is anticipated to begin within four years after Phase 1 is operational 

and stabilized. Phase 2 contemplates the development of up to 90,000 sq. ft. of additional 

building space, which will consist of at least two 30,000 sq. ft. mill and welding facilities, and 

another 30,000 sq. ft. building that will be used for either a warehouse area, or a third mill and 

welding facility, to be determined based on the Project's needs at that time. Phase 2 may also 

include the potential for an addition to the warehouse area depending on the Project's needs 

throughout Phase 2. Additional utility construction will be completed as needed to service the 

Phase 2 developments. At the completion of Phase 2, it is anticipated that the Project will 

employ an additional 25 employees. 
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3. Project Phase 3 

Phase 3 of the Project is expected to begin within four years after Phase 2 is operational. 

Phase 3 contemplates the development of up to another 77,000 sq. ft. of additional building 

space, which will consist of another 30,000 sq. ft. mill and welding facility, a 17,000 sq. ft. 

warehouse area, and an additional 30,000 sq. ft. building that will be used for either additional 

warehouse area or an additional mill and welding facility, to be determined based on the 

Project's then existing needs. Additional utility construction will be completed as needed to 

service the Phase 3 developments. The Project's total number of employees is expected to 

increase to 125 employees after Phase 3 is fully operational. 

4. Project Operations 

When the Project begins to operate, the bulk of the products and materials SDS uses to 

supply its manufacturing and galvanizing operations will be delivered to the Project by tractor 

trailer trucks throughout the week from Monday through Friday. SDS anticipates 3-5 semi­

trailer trucks per day, 4-5 small flatbed trailers pulled by pickup trucks per day, and 1 scrap 

metal truck per week. Additionally, SDS anticipates daily small package delivery via UPS 

and/or Fed-Ex. Once materials anive at the Project, they will be unloaded, and the different 

types of steel will be placed into inventory in different locations inside the Project' s facilities. 

Raw steel received by SDS will be treated and fabricated into a final product according to the 

processes described below. 

Level one process includes fabrication, which is the process of forging a raw piece of 

steel into a discrete component part that is the conect size and shape to fit into an end product. 

The fabrication process involves cutting and shearing steel sheet metal, bar stock and tubing to 
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the correct lengths and sizes as needed to produce SDS' end products for use by dairy operations 

and other fanning operations. 

Level two processes include the secondary stages of preparing materials for use in SDS ' 

end products. Level two processes include bending, coping ( a specialized method of joining 

metal paiis together), and drilling the newly fabricated parts to suit later assembly needs. Level 

three processes include welding, fitting, and racking parts. This is the final prepai·atory step 

before the paiis go to the galvanizing stage. 

The galvanizing process begins with a degreaser bath. Degreasing is a method of 

removing grease, oil, and dirt from steel parts by submerging the parts in a tank of degreaser bath 

solution. The Project will use a phosphoric acid-based degreaser bath solution to clean the steel 

parts. The degreaser bath solution will be composed of approximately 90% water to 10% 

phosphoric acid-based degreaser, and will have a pH value ranging between 2.5pH to 1.8pH. 

For a frame of reference, this is approximately the saine pH as Coca-Cola. The degreaser bath 

solution will be heated to a maintained temperature between 90°F-100°F. 

By comparison, other alternative degreasing methods generally require a higher heat 

between 140°F-180°F and carry a higher pH between 11 pH to 13pH, in addition to using tank 

agitation methods to speed the degreasing process. A high heat, high pH, caustic solution can 

attack fatty tissue and cause bums to unprotected skin. SDS specifically selected its proposed 

degreasing method because of its more benign bath solution, which promotes safety for 

employees and the environment. An additional benefit of the degreasing method SDS has 

selected is that a lower temperature bath solution means there will be fewer vapors as compared 

to a higher heat, more caustic bath solution. 
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The phosphoric acid-based degreaser bath solution used by SDS will be placed directly 

into the degreaser tank from a delivery truck. The degreaser bath stage does not generate waste 

streams or byproducts, and generally yields only minimal vapors. Any vapors that come off the 

surface of the degreaser bath solution tank will be captured by a fume capturing system and 

scrubbed. Scrubbing is an air pollution control method that removes unwanted pollutants and 

prevents their escape into the atmosphere. The scrubbing process pulls the phosphoric acid from 

the fumes and separates it from the air. The scrubber then discharges the clean air and returns 

the acid back to the tank which prevents the formation of any waste stream. 

After the products move through the degreasing bath, the products are then placed into a 

rinse tank and any residual degreaser is rinsed off of the products. The rinse tank step is repeated 

two times to ensure no grease remains on the steel products. The rinse tanks will also provide 

make up water that can be reused to prepare the degreasing bath solution described above. When 

the levels of degreasing bath solution in the degreasing tank begin to drop from the formation of 

·· the slight vapors described above, it is necessary to add make up water from the rinse tanks into 

the degreaser tank, and the rinse tanks are then refilled with fresh water. 

After the second rinse process, the product is then put into an acid solution which will 

remove any oxidation from the surface of the metal. This process is known as pickling. Pickling 

is the process in which the raw steel is cleaned of rust and oxidization. It creates a surface 

quality that is capable of bonding with zinc. To pickle steel, the steel must be submerged into a 

tank of hydrochloric acid and water, and then left to sit for a ce1iain period of time that varies 

depending on the surface quality and surface area of the particular product. There will be four 

pickling tanks, each of which will contain a solution made of 85% water and 15% hydrochloric 

acid. This mixture will be kept between 75°F-90°F. An additive called anti-vapor is added to 
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the pickling tank to reduce the acid fumes by 70%, and any existing fumes will be collected 

using the same system as in the degreasing stage of production described above. Next, the 

product is lowered into a third rinse bath and all traces of the hydrochloric acid mixture are 

rinsed from the steel. The product is then treated again with a fomih and final rinse bath for 

added assurance that the product is clean and ready for additional processes. 

The next step in the galvanizing process is to dip the steel into flux. Flux is a chemical 

compound that helps bond two metals together, in this case zinc and steel. The flux serves two 

purposes. The first is to coat the steel with a sealant that keeps the metal from re-oxidizing. The 

second purpose for this flux dip is to prepare the steel material so that it can form a strong bond 

with the zinc material. The flux is a mixture of ammonium chloride and zinc chloride. It is 

heated to 140°F. The steel is dipped into the flux to allow a full coating to cover the steel. Just 

as in the degreasing stage and the pickling stage, this flux stage will also feature a fume hood 

system that collects any vapors and scrubs them to prevent unwanted dispersal of fumes. 

After the flux stage, the next step in the galvanizing process is the dry heat chamber. The 

dry heat chamber is designed to dry the metal product after the rinse and flux bath before it is 

lowered into a molten zinc bath. The dry heat chamber uses the excess gas from the furnace to 

preheat the steel, which reduces the amount of heat leaving the plant, reduces the amount of heat 

necessary to maintain the molten zinc bath, and allows the steel to move through the system 

faster. The net results are an increase in throughput and an overall reduction of energy 

consumption. Additionally, when the steel is submerged in the molten zinc bath, any moisture 

on the steel immediately turns to steam, which can cause the zinc to splatter. While the system 

has a completely enclosed hood to prevent emissions, the steam could create a safety hazard for 
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the operators. Heating the steel in a dry heat chamber will reduce moisture, thereby reducing the 

amount of steam and significantly reducing safety hazards. 

After the dry heat chamber stage, the steel emerges perfectly dry, and the next phase of 

production is a zinc bath. The zinc bath is heated to 840°F and the zinc is then suspended in a 

molten state. The steel parts are lowered into the kettle containing the molten zinc bath and a 

bonding action takes place. The zinc is drawn towards the steel and fusion occurs between the 

steel and the zinc. This fusion between the zinc and steel is the critical stage in the galvanizing 

process that ensures that end products have excellent protection against conosion, as described 

above. 

The final step in the galvanizing process is the cooling bath. When the steel emerges 

from the molten zinc after fusion, it retains the high heat from the zinc bath. Accordingly, it 

must be cooled before it can be handled, stored, packaged, or assembled. The steel is lowered 

into a cooling bath composed of plain water, which quickly and safely lowers the steel ' s 

temperature and prepares it for packaging and assembly. 

After the galvanizing process is complete, the next step is to assemble and package the 

steel palis into appropriate boxes and containers for storage and distribution. The packaged 

materials are then moved to a designated warehouse area to be stored until the parts are 

needed for sale to Seneca Dairy Systems' end users and customers. Upon receiving an order, 

SDS employees will enter the designated warehouse area and pull the required products, and 

load them on to trucks for delivery to the customer. 

Due the nature of SDS ' production and galvanizing processes, a comprehensive health 

and safety plan is critical and SDS has extensive experience maintaining a safe facility. Among 

other safety protocols, SDS plans to conduct daily walk through inspections and implement 
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standard safety protocols, as well as certain drills to ensure employees' safety. All equipment in 

the Galvanizing Plant, and every facility within the Project, will have a rigorous maintenance 

schedule and will be monitored on a routine basis for any and all potential issues. SDS will also 

run regular tests on all chemicals used in the galvanizing process to ensure conect ratios and safe 

and reliable use of these materials. 

In the modem manufacturing sector, where SDS cunently operates and thrives, it is 

essential to address and conect practices that are detrimental to the environment and the health 

and safety of employees. Accordingly, SDS is committed to meeting or exceeding all 

environmental standards, including those for testing the chemical composition of the galvanizing 

processes' byproducts prior to appropriate disposal. This will ensure that no hazardous materials 

are released from the production and galvanizing process, and minimize the potential for creation 

of hazardous waste from the Project. Additionally, SDS will implement a comprehensive air 

quality management system in the facility, composed of air scrubbers and baghouse filters. 

These systems will be designed to remove any dust paiiiculates from the air in the facility and 

ensure no excessive pollutants emerge from the facility. While the Project will produce some 

waste material, the majority of the waste material will be sent for recycling, so that a minimal 

amount of waste ends up in traditional landfills. As described above, steel is readily recyclable. 

SDS intends to use a company such as Safety Clean to advise and dispose of the more sensitive 

ai1d potentially hazardous waste that may be produced during the galvaiuzing processes. 

D. SEQRA 

Under the State Environmental Quality Review Act ("SEQRA"), prior to ai1 agency 

unde1iaking or approving a project, it must consider the potential environmental impacts of a 

proposed project. As such, SENIDA cannot act on SDS ' application for financial assistance until 
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a SEQRA process has been completed. Because of the size of the Project (more than 10 acres), a 

coordinated SEQRA process is mandatory. Thus, it is suggested that the SENIDA act as lead 

agency and conduct a coordinated SEQ RA process with interested and involved agencies. A 

copy of Part 1 of the Full Environmental Assessment F01m is attached hereto as Appendix C. 

The SEQ RA process would be commenced upon the adoption of a resolution by 

SENIDA declaring its intent to act as lead agency. A Notice oflntent to proceed as lead agency 

would then be sent to all interested and involved agencies which would formally staii the 

coordinated review. Interested and involved agencies would then have 30 days to contest 

SENIDA's lead agency status. Assuming that no agency does so, the SENIDA would be 

established as the lead agency and is charged with making the SEQ RA dete1mination of 

significance for all interested and involved agencies. 

There will be a number of interested and involved agencies because the Project will 

require multiple reviews, pe1mits and approvals. On a preliminary basis, we have developed the 

following list of interested and involved agencies: 

• Seneca County Industrial Development Agency 
• New York State Homes and Community Renewal 
• New York State Department of Environmental Conservation 
• Town of Romulus Planning Board 
• Town of Romulus Town Board 
• Town of Romulus Zoning Board of Appeals 
• Empire State Development 
• United States Army Corps of Engineers 
• New York State Department of Transportation, Region 3 
• New York State Department of Transp01iation, Cayuga/Seneca Residency 
• Seneca County Planning Boai·d 
• Seneca County Board of Supervisors 
• Seneca County Public Works 
• Seneca County Office of Emergency Management 
• Village of Ovid Fire Department 
• Romulus Volunteer Fire Dept. , Inc. 
• Varick Volunteer Fire Co. , Inc. 
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II. Site Description 

A. The SEDA/ Depot Property 

In 1941, the U.S. Government acquired 10,587 acres in Romulus and Varick, New York, 

an area that became known as the Seneca Anny Depot Activity ("SEDA" or the "Depot"). The 

U.S. Almy ("Al·my") operated SEDA and began its primary mission of receipt, maintenance, and 

supply of military explosives in 1943. After the end of World War II, SEDA' s mission shifted 

from supply to storage, maintenance and disposal of anmrnnition. 

The Anny operated 927 structures at the Depot including maintenance shops, a machine 

shop, two sewage treatment plants, a water treatment plant, an uncontaminated trash incinerator, 

soldier support facilities (including living quarters, and dining and recreational facilities) , 

munitions storage facilities, facilities for the demilitarization/disposal of munitions, warehouses 

for the storage of hazardous and non-hazardous materials, and training facilities for the U.S . 

Almy Reserves and National Guard. The munitions storage facilities, which encompassed 

approximately 4,000 acres of the Depot, were comprised of 519 earth covered igloo magazines, 8 

standard magazines, 2 ine1t warehouses, 2 small aims warehouses, and 3 maintenance facilities . 

SEDA also has an airfield with a 7,000 foot runway and refueling services. 

From inception until its mission was terminated in 1999, the demilitarization of 

munitions was perfonned by openly burning, directly on the ground surface, and incinerating in 

deactivation furnaces. Explosives that could not be incinerated were dismantled and the powder 

and/or propellant was removed by steam cleaning and disposed of onsite in pits. During the 

1950s and 1960s, wastewater generated from washing radioactive contaminated clothing was 

stored in a 5,000-gallon tank. In 1987, SEDA attempted to remove the tank, but then backfilled 
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it in place. During the 1950s and 1960s, "classified" metallic paiis were buried onsite ai1d the 

exact nature of the buried material has not been disclosed. 

Industrial activities, including, among others, degreasing, spray painting and paint 

removal, alkaline washing, boiler plant maintenance, welding and soldering, woodworking, and 

metal-coating, occmTed at the Depot. Effluents from these operations- including solvents, 

preservatives, grease, metal dusts, acids, alkalis, and propellant and explosive dusts- were 

disposed of onsite by burning/incinerating, storm drain discharge, or directly to the ground. In 

addition, stockpiles of various ores were stored at several locations within the Depot. 

SEDA operated several landfills onsite for the disposal of various materials including 

non-combustible materials, materials that were too bulky to be incinerated, fly ash, metals 

including crushed heavy gauge metal drums, construction debris, scrap wood, and garbage. In 

addition, waste oil was stored in underground and above-ground storage tanks, aircraft were re­

fueled from tanker trunks onsite, metal and other materials with resale value were stockpiled 

until accumulated and sold, and it is rumored that there was a paint and solvent disposal pit. 

Fmihermore, the Army operated several Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 

("RCRA") treatment, storage, and disposal ("TSD") facilities to manage its hazardous waste. 

These facilities consisted of a 55-gallon drum storage area; a PCB-contaminated storage area; a 

mixed waste storage area; and ai·eas for the storage and demilitarization of explosives. All of 

these facilities operated under interim status until September 2005 when the New York State 

Department ofEnviromnental Conservation ("NYSDEC") accepted the Army' s Closure 

Ce1iifi cate. 

In 1989, the EPA proposed SEDA for the National Priorities List ("NPL") as a site with 

known releases or threatened releases of hazardous substances, pollutants, or contaminants. In 
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1990, SEDA was listed on the NPL. As a federal NPL facility, provisions of the Comprehensive 

Envirom11ental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act ("CERCLA") required that the Army 

investigate and conduct remedial actions, as required by the findings of the investigations, at all 

sites required at the facility . Accordingly, in 1993, the Anny, the United States Enviromnental 

Protection Agency, Region II ("EPA") and the NYSDEC entered into a Federal Facilities 

Agreement ("FF A"), which outlined the administrative process and the procedures that would be 

followed to comply with the CERCLA. 

In 1994, the Army commissioned a Solid Waste Management Unit Classification Repo1i 

("SWMU Repo1i") to identify all of the sites where data or information suggested, or evidence 

existed to supp01i, that hazardous substances, hazardous wastes, or petroleum products had been 

handled and/or where releases to the enviromnent may have occurred. The SWMU Repmi 

identified 72 areas of concern ("AOC") labeled as SEAD-1 through SEAD-72. Based on 

additional investigations, three of these SWMUs were broken into multiple sites as follows: 

SEAD-44 was broken into SEAD44-A and SEAD-44B; SEAD-64 was broken into SEAD-64A, 

SEAD-64B, SEAD-64C, and SEAD-64D; and SEAD-65 was broken into SEAD-65A, SEAD-

65B and SEAD-65C, bringing the total number of AOCs to 78 sites. 

The Army ranked each of the SWMUs based on the projected risk and need for 

investigation into five categories - No Further Action, Low Priority, Moderately Low Priority, 

Moderate Priority, and High Priority. Once categorized, the Army conducted limited Site 

Inspections ("SI") and, if wananted based on the SI findings, Expanded Site Inspections ("ESI") 

and Remedial Investigations ("RI"). 

In October 1995, following recommendation by the Department of Defense, approval by 

the Base Closure Commission, the President and Congress, SEDA was approved for the 1995 
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Base Realignment and Closure ("BRAC") list. With SEDA's inclusion on the BRAC list, the 

Almy's emphasis expanded from investigation/remediation to include the release and reuse of 

non-affected portions of SEDA to the sunounding community for non-military purposes. BRAC 

required that the Almy finalize decisions and actions for SWMUs, regardless of ranking, so the 

sites may be released for non-military use. As part ofBRAC, the Army commissioned an 

Environmental Baseline Survey ("EBS") to assess the condition of the whole property. The EBS 

is annexed hereto as Appendix D. Based on the EBS, an additional four AOCs were identified 

and labeled SEAD-121C, SEAD-121I, SEAD-122B, and SEAD-122E. Additionally, per the 

requirements of BRAC, the Anny commissioned an Ordnance and Explosives Archives Search, 

which resulted in two additional AOCs labeled as SEAD-007-R-01 and SEAD-002-R-01. 

Accordingly, the total number of AOCs requiring investigations increased to 84 sites. 

SEDA' s military mission te1minated in September 1999 and the installation was closed in 

September 2000. The Army commissioned several Findings of Suitability to Transfer ("FOST") 

for the transfer of approximately 9,500 acres to the Seneca County Industrial Development 

Agency ("SENIDA"), which included 7,000 acres of conservation/recreation, 900 acres of 

Planned Industrial Development/Warehouse Area ("PID Area") and 500 acres of airfield parcel. 

The FOSTs were finalized in and around 2003 and the 9,500 acres was subsequently transferred 

to SENIDA. The Almy has also transfened an additional approximately 300 acres of the Prison 

Parcel to the New York State and for creation of a county jail. The Army has retained ownership 

of approximately 800 acres that includes nine AO Cs where unauthorized access is restricted . ...1 

1 SEADs 12, 23 , 45 , 46, 57, 70, 72, 002-R-01 and 007-R-01. 
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Per the requirements of CERCLA, a Record of Decision ("ROD") is prepared for each 

AOC to document the selection of remedial action by the Army and the EPA, chosen in 

accordance with the requirements of CERCLA and the National Oil and Hazardous Substances 

Pollution Contingency Plan, where applicable. The BRAC Environmental Coordinator, the 

Anny and the EPA have been delegated the authority to approve the RODs, and the NYSDEC 

and the New York State Depaiiment of Health ("NYSDOH") were consulted on the planned 

remedy. 

Between 1999 and present, a ROD has been signed for 83 of the 84 SWMUs. Pursuant to 

the RODs, extensive investigations, sainpling, testing, remediation, and removal and disposal of 

contaminated materials has occurred at the Depot. 

As a result, 9 SWMUs are retained by the Army, there is no unauthorized access 

permitted in these AOCs, and they are still under assessment.I 

Additionally, 39 SWMUs have signed RODs with a No Action or a No Further Action 

detennination because these sites do not pose a threat to the public health, welfare or the 

environment.1 A No Action or No Further Action is the final step in the CERCLA process and 

accordingly these 39 sites are not subject to further review. 

SEAD-53 (the Mwlitions Storage Igloos) is one of the sites with a No Action 

detem1ination because this site does not pose a significant threat to human health or the 

environment. SEAD-53 is located within the central portion of the prope1iy designated as 

z SEADs 12, 23, 45, 46, 57, 70, 72, 002-R-01 and 007-R-01 . 

J SEADs 4, 7, 9, 10, 11 , 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 28 , 29, 30, 31 , 32, 33 , 34, 35 , 36, 37, 38, 42, 47, 

48, 49, 50, 51 , 53 , 54, 55, 58, 60, 61 , 63 , 65A, 65B, 65C, and 68. 
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conservation/recreation area and measures roughly 2,900 acres. The Site is located within 

SEAD-53, in an area that allows for unlimited use and umestricted exposure and is no longer an 

AOC or subject to regulatory or use constraints. 

Finally, the remaining 36 AOCs have received signed RODs and are suitable for 

commercial and industrial uses.1 These sites are subject to certain Land Use Restrictions 

("LUR") that include a prohibition of development and use of the prope1iy for residential 

housing, elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds; prevention of 

access to or use of the groundwater; digging restrictions; and a prison parcel reversionary deed. 

The Airfield Parcel is subject to an environmental easement that prohibits development and use 

of the property for residential housing, elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and 

playgrounds. In addition, several of the sites are located in the PID Area and are subject to a 

PID-wide environmental easement that prohibits development and use of the property for 

residential housing, elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds; and 

prohibits access to or use of the groundwater. 

A portion of the Parcel is located within SEAD-66 (Pesticide Storage) within the PID 

Area-5.. This po1iion of the Parcel has LURs prohibiting the development and use of the prope1iy 

for residential housing, elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds; 

and prohibiting access to or use of the groundwater. 

1 SEADs 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 8, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 25, 26, 27, 39, 40, 41, 43, 56, 69, 44A, 44B, 52, 59, 

62, 64A, 64B, 64C, 64D, 66, 67, 71, 121C, 1211, 122B, 122E. 

2 While a portion of the Parcel is located within SEAD-66 (and the PID Area), the Site is 

entirely outside SEAD-66 and the PID Area. 
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Pursuant to CERCLA, reviews are required a minimum of every five years for any sites 

that do not allow for unlimited use and unrestricted exposure. Accordingly, the 36 sites 

referenced above were the subject of a five-year statutory review in 2011 and again in 2016. A 

copy of the 2016 five-year statutory review is annexed hereto as Appendix E. The 2011 and 

2016 five-year statutory reviews determined that with the LURs in place, the ASC's remain 

protective of human health and the environment. 

In June 2016, SENIDA transfe1Ted approximately 6,800 acres to SDS as the winning 

bidder of an RFP process. A majority of the Parcel is authorized for unlimited use and unrestricted 

exposure, including the Site, because there is no threat to the public health, welfare or the 

environment. The remaining pmiions of the Parcel (within SEAD-66) are suitable for commercial 

and indusuial uses and, with LURs in place, are protective of human health and the environment. 

B. The Site 

As described above, the Site is an approximate 18 acre pmiion of the Parcel located at the 

southwest comer of West Romulus Road and Fayette Road, within the greater Depot property. 

See Appendix B. 

1. Physical Description 

The Site' s physical character is largely field vegetation (much of it non-native or 

invasive) growing out of old graveled and paved roadways, parking lots, and equipment and 

material storage areas present on the Site from past Depot operations. There is a small 

approximate 1,200 square foot utility building currently on the Site. 

There are three soil types that cover the Site: Romulus Silty Clay Loam, Darien Silt 

Loam 0-3% slope, and Angola Silt Loam 0-3% slope. The Site contains open fields of grasses, 
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sedges, and wildflowers with little to no shrubs and trees. Bedrock levels are an average of 6' 

below the surface and there are no rock outcroppings present on the Site. 

Approximately 40% of the Parcel is considered well-drained, and the well-drained 

portion of the Parcel includes areas that the Anny previously paved and ditched along with the 

land directly adjacent to any ditches previously constructed. The moderately drained areas are 

primarily areas with up to 3% slope and some areas that are adjacent to roads and ditches. In 

addition, there are some areas that have minimal top soil cover and during the summer have been 

observed to get very dry. There are no wetlands on the Site. 

The Site is an optimal location for the Project on the Depot property and the Parcel given 

the proximity to existing infrastructure, including water, sewer, electricity and fiber optic, which 

has adequate capacity to serve the Project. 

2. Zoning 

In 1995, the Seneca County Board of Supervisors established the Seneca Anny Depot 

Local Redevelopment Authority, an agency charged with preparing a redevelopment plan for the 

Depot. A Reuse Plan and Implementation Strategy ("Reuse Plan") was adopted in 1996. The 

Reuse Plan was approved by the Seneca County Board of Supervisors and the Romulus Town 

Board. 

The Town of Romulus ' 2001 Comprehensive Plan ("Comprehensive Plan") notes that 

the closure of the Depot was highly detrimental to the Town, and envisions a transition from a 

government-based economy to private sector economic growth. 

The Comprehensive Plan originally laid out six land use areas, including Conservation 

and Recreation, and Industrial/Warehouse on the Parcel. These zoning classifications were 

incorporated into the Town of Romulus Zoning Law in 2002. 
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In 2003 , approximately 9,500 acres of the Depot were transfen-ed to SENIDA. In 2004, 

SENIDA, the agency responsible for implementing the Reuse Plan, unde1iook a Master Plan 

update. The purpose of that update was to reevaluate the portion of the property that had been 

designated Conservation/Recreation, including the Parcel, and to identify alternative uses. The 

Master Plan was completed in 2005. In 2006, the Town of Romulus Zoning Law was updated to 

reflect the Master Plan update. A new district was created, the "Energy-Development ("EID" ) 

District", which was meant to "promote the management of renewable resources, the 

development of alternative energy sources, and the development of industrial uses which provide 

a product for, or utilize and promote, alternative energy sources." The EID district was meant to 

promote the development of the central and western portions of the Depot. Manufacturing and 

warehousing uses, such as those contemplated by the Project, were permitted in the EID district 

upon issuance of a Special Pennit. 

A 2013 Varick/Romulus Depot Zoning Study prepared by Stuaii I. Brown Associates 

evaluated fmiher zoning revisions to "identify land uses that would fmiher each town's goals and 

ensure that these uses are allowed/encouraged", encourage the management of the white deer 

herd, and ensure that the zoning was ready for uses that may be proposed on the Depot. The 

proposed revisions included replacing the EID district with "Warehouse, Industrial, 

Transportation, Energy District ("WITE")" and 342 acres overall (177 acres along Route 96 and 

165 acres along West Romulus Road) of Agricultural District. An Environmental Restrictions 

Overlay was also proposed for the IIW district. Manufacturing and warehousing remained 

Special Permit Uses in the WITE district, though not listed as pennitted uses in the Agricultural 

District. Included in the uses permitted by Special Pen-nit in the Agricultural District was 

"Agricultural Support Business." An Agricultural Support Business is defined as "a commercial 
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enterprise whose primary function is to provide goods and services, which directly supp01t 

agricultural use. These commercial enterprises include but are not limited to: feed store, fam1 

implement sales, grain storage and fertilizer distribution." In 2015, these zoning amendments 

were adopted by the Town of Romulus "to better reflect existing and proposed uses ofland" on 

the Depot. 

Currently, the Parcel is zoned WITE, Agricultural, and,to the east, across Fayette Road, 

I/W. The Site is cunently zoned Agricultural. 

III. Analysis of Environmental Impacts 

This section provides an evaluation of the potential environmental impacts associated 

with the construction and operation of the Project. For the convenience of the Lead Agency, as 

well as interested and involved agencies, the analysis has been organized based on Part 2 of the 

Full Environmental Assessment Form. 

A. Impact on Land 

1. Physical Resources 

The proposed Project will involve construction on, and physical alteration of, the land 

surface of the Site, ahd will increase impervious surfaces on the Site. However, all work will be 

completed in conformance with required State regulations. The Project will not involve 

construction on land where the depth to the water table is less than three feet, as the average 

depth is 6' 6" . No construction is proposed on slopes of 15% or greater, as there are no slopes of 

15% or greater on the Site. Except for grading and excavation work associated with foundations 

for buildings and associated parking, the slope of the land will not be significantly altered by the 

Project. Average depth to bedrock is 6'. While there will be excavation for stom1water 

management features and installation of foundations, all excavated material will remain on site. 

- 22 -





Although the Project is proposed in three phases over an estimated 10-year span, 

construction activity will be intermittent. There will be approximately four years between each 

proposed phase. The overall level of construction activity will not differ substantially from a 

single phase project. In addition, the isolated nature of the Site on the 75-acre Parcel as well as 

the overall 6,800 acres owned by Earl Ma1tin will mitigate any potential impact from phased 

construction. There are no nearby neighbors that would be disturbed by construction activities. 

In fact, the Project is uniquely sited because of its isolated location. 

The Project will not result in increased erosion. Pursuant to NYSDEC requirements, a 

State Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (SPDES) General Permit for Stormwater 

Discharges from Construction Activity (GP-0-10-001) and a Stormwater Pollution Prevention 

Plan ("SWPPP") are required. The SWPPP will include both permanent and temporary 

stonnwater control measures that will minimize stormwater runoff during construction and 

operation of the Project. SDS will implement soil and erosion control measures during 

construction. The Site is not located within a Coastal Erosion hazard area. 

Accordingly, the Project will not have any significant adverse impacts to the physical 

resources of the land. 

2. Impact on Land Use and Zoning 

The Project will result in a new facility on land that is not currently developed, but has a 

history of military use as the now-decommissioned Depot. As a result, the Site is part of an area 

proposed for economic redevelopment and a return to productive use. The Project is consistent 

with the County and Town' s goals for the Depot property. The County' s Economic 

Development Plan notes the Depot as an area for focused investment and development. The 

Town's Comprehensive Plan notes that its intent is to direct commercial, business and industrial 
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growth to the "preferred locations in the Depot redevelopment area." The Project will result in 

exactly the kind of redevelopment envisioned for the Depot property and the Site, and is 

proposed to be located on an area with existing utility capacity. These benefits will be achieved 

without impacting any neighbors due to the isolated nature of the Site. 

The Site is currently zoned Agricultural, with the remainder of the Parcel zoned I/W and 

WITE. Although the current zoning of the Site is Agricultural, industrial, manufacturing and 

warehousing uses were pe1mitted on the Site as recently as 2015. While the Project may qualify 

as an "Agricultural Support Business" currently pe1mitted by Special Pe1mit in the Agricultural 

district, it is likely a rezoning to WITE for the Site will be required due to the manufacturing 

nature of the Project. Manufacturing and warehousing is pe1mitted in the WITE district upon 

issuance of a Special Permit. The portions of the Parcel zoned WITE and I/W, which are 

adjacent to the Site, currently allow for industrial, manufacturing and warehousing uses. Further, 

as noted above, the Site is an optimal location for the Project on the Depot property and the 

Parcel given the proximity to existing infrastructure, including water, sewer, electricity and fiber 

optic, which has adequate capacity to serve the Project. Infrastructure challenges on the Depot 

prope1ty are well-known, and development at this Site avoids those issues. 

Accordingly, the proposed Project, although it may require a rezoning, is consistent with 

the past and present permitted uses on the Parcel, along with the economic development goals for 

the Depot. 

To the east of Fayette Road, the Parcel is zoned I/Wand is part of the Environmental 

Restrictions Overlay. SEAD-66 (Pesticide Storage) is located on that portion of the Parcel, but 

not in the Site that will be disturbed for the Project. SEAD-66 purportedly stored certain 

chemicals, however specific hazardous materials have not been identified. SEAD-66 is also 
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subject to an enviromnental easement restricting the development and use of the property for 

residential housing, elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds; and 

prohibiting access to or use of the groundwater. SEAD-66 is subject to review, pursuant to 

CERCLA, minimum of every five years as pait of the Army's closure of the Depot. The 2011 

and 2016 five-year statutory reviews determined that with the LURs in place, these sites remain 

protective of human health and the enviromnent. See Appendix E. Development on the Site 

will not affect SEAD-66, as there will be no land disturbance or development on the portion of 

the Pm-eel across Fayette Road, in the Enviromnental Restrictions Overlay. 

Accordingly, the Project will not have any significant adverse impacts to land use and 

zonmg. 

B. Impact on Geological Features 

The Site consists of a previously developed ai-ea of the Depot that has been reverting into 

field vegetation (much of it non-native or invasive). There ai-e no unique or unusual land forms 

on the Site (e.g., cliffs, dunes, minerals, fossils or caves). Nor are there any National Natural 

Landmai-ks at or mound the Site. Accordingly, the Project will not have a significant adverse 

impact upon geological features. 

C. Impact on Water 

The development of the Site will not have any impacts to wetlands. However, 

development of the Site will result in new impervious smfaces which will require stom1water 

management systems to properly handle stormwater flows and ensure proper management of 

such stormwater on-Site. 
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1. Wetlands 

According to the NYSDEC Environmental Resource Mapper, no wetlands that would 

qualify as Federally or State-regulated wetlands exist on the Parcel. Additionally, SDS 

commissioned a Wetland Survey for the Site, which is attached hereto as Appendix F. The 

wetland survey identified a recently constructed wetland to the north of the Site, created as an 

ecological offset during the runway expansion at the Finger Lakes Regional Airport located in 

Seneca Falls NY. While this constructed wetland is located on the Parcel, it is not located on the 

Site (see Appendix B) and will not be disturbed by the Project. 

2. Surface and Ground Waters 

Reeder Creek passes through the Parcel in a north/south direction. It is located west of 

the Site and flowing predominantly northwesterly and leaving the Depot before it turns to the 

west and flows into Seneca Lake. Surface drainage from the Parcel will discharge into Reeder 

Creek. In order to ensure that development of the Site will not adversely impact the Creek, SDS 

commissioned a Preliminary Stormwater Report for the Project, which is included as 

Appendix G. As detailed in that report, as a result of the Project, approximately 18± acres of 

impermeable surfaces win be developed and will require a st01mwater infrastructure to handle 

and treat stom1water runoff. As detailed in the Preliminary Stonnwater Rep01i, the amount of 

stonnwater flow is a function of watershed characteristics such as acreage, land cover, slope, and 

soils. Regardless of the size of the contributing area, upstream watershed and drainage 

characteristics affect the amount of flow and rate of discharge from st01m events. 

Runoff pollution affects the water quality of the small tributaries, ponds or other 

receiving waters including ground waters. The planned excavation and fill events associated 

with construction of the Project present the possibility of silt laden runoff entering streams as a 
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result of storm events occurring during construction. Also, the potential for oil spills exist from 

construction vehicles, a risk common to construction projects. Pursuant to NYSDEC 

requirements, a State Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (SPDES) General Pe1mit for 

Stonnwater Discharges from Construction Activity (GP-0-10-001) and a Stonnwater Pollution 

Prevention Plan ("SWPPP") are required. The SWPPP will inclu~e both permanent and 

temporary stormwater control measures that will minimize storm water runoff during 

construction and operation of the Project. SDS will implement soil and erosion control measures 

during construction to ensure that there are no inappropriate discharges of contaminants to 

surface waters during construction. Following site stabilization and construction of the Project, 

st01mwater will be managed in accordance with the requirements of the SPDES Multi-Sector 

General Pennit for St01mwater Discharges Associated with Industrial Activity (GP-0-17-004) 

and best management practices would be employed to protect water quality. Accordingly, the 

Project will not have a significant adverse impact upon surface or ground waters. 

D. Impact on Flooding 

The Project will have no adverse impacts to flooding. The Parcel is not located in a flood 

zone or in an area prone to flooding. All storm water generated from new impervious surfaces 

associated with the Project will be appropriately handled on-Site with the focus of stom1water 

treatment being infiltration into the ground (see, Appendix G). Additionally, approximately 

40% of the Parcel is considered well-drained and the well-drained p01iion includes areas that the 

Army previously paved and ditched. The moderately drained areas are primarily areas with up to 

3% slope and some areas that are adjacent to Army-created roads and ditches. There are also 

some areas that have minimal top soil cover and during the summer have been observed to get 
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very dry. Accordingly, the Project will not have any significant adverse impacts upon flooding or 

flooding conditions. 

E. Impact on Air 

The Project will have air emissions associated with the galvanizing and pickling lines and 

will require appropriate air pem1its from NYSDEC. A detailed air emissions report is being 

prepared and will be submitted to the lead agency under separate cover as soon as it is complete. 

F. Impact on Plants and Animals 

SDS commissioned a Flora & Fauna Survey for the Site, which is included as 

Appendix H. Site investigations have found minimal habitat on the Site. In addition, while the 

NYSDEC Environmental Resource Mapper suggested rare species or rare ecological community 

types may exist in the Parcel vicinity, Site investigations did not identify the presence of any 

threatened or endangered species on-Site. 

The Site is predominantly field vegetation (much of it non-native or invasive) growing 

out of old graveled and paved roadways, parking lots, and equipment and material storage areas 

present on the Site from past Depot operations. These open fields of grasses, sedges and 

wildflowers with little to no shrubs and trees do not provide the protective environments of dense 

woodlot, wetland vegetation or heavy scrub brush that promote large animal populations. 

Bald Eagles and Osprey have periodically been observed within the bounds of the Depot. 

There is also a population of white-pelaged (leucistic) white-tailed deer, which inhabit the fenced 

portion of the Depot. In addition, available data from the State indicates the Sh01i-eared Owl, a 

New York State endangered species, inhabit areas in the vicinity of the Site. However, the 

quality of the habitat on-Site is not attractive to these species. For instance, the Site's lack of 

dense herbaceous vegetation which serves as cover for small man11Tials and loose organic soils 
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necessary for tunneling/borrowing mammals is not optimal in accornn1odating an abundance of 

small man1IDals (meadow voles, field mice, etc.) that serve as prey for Short-eared Owl. In 

addition, two bat species that were of initial concern, the NLEB and the Indiana Bat, were 

detem1ined to be absent from the Site. Accordingly, the Project will not have significant adverse 

impacts upon plants or animals at or in the vicinity of the Site. 

G. Impact on Agricultural Resources 

While the Site is zoned for agricultural use, it has never been utilized for agriculture and 

it is not located with.in a NYS certified Agricultural District, nor is it prime farmland. Fmih.er, 

the Project involves manufactming to support agricultural activities. Accordingly, the Project 

will not have a significant adverse impacts upon agriculture or agricultural uses. 

H . Impact on Aesthetic Resources 

Visual impact is defined as the change in visual quality or character of a landscape 

resulting from the introduction of new architectural or landscape elements. The nature and level 

of visual impact are functions of the context within which new elements are located and viewed, 

the degree to which they are visible, and the degree to which, as located and designed, they blend 

or conflict with other forms in the landscape. Visual impact can be positive or negative. Three 

factors - visibility, context, and design generally fonn the basis of a visual impact assessment. 

From a visibility perspective, the Project is towards the interior of the Depot property in 

an isolated area. Therefore, its visibility from nearby structures and roadways will be virtually 

non-existent. From a context perspective, the Site had been used by the A1my for the storage 

and disposal of munitions since WWII. Since the decornn1issioning of the base almost two 

decades ago, the Site and much of the sunounding property has been largely unused . Thus, from 
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a context perspective, the Project fits well. Accordingly, the Project will not have any significant 

adverse impacts upon aesthetic resources. 

I. Impact on Historic and Archaeological Resources 

The New Yark State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation ("SHPO") has 

confomed that there are no historic resources located on or near the Site. When the Depot was 

decommissioned in the 1990' s SHPO originally designated most of the Depot as eligible for 

listing on the National Register of Historic Places. However, that designation has since been 

reconsidered and scaled down considerably. At present, and as confirmed by SHPO, the only 

portion of the Depot that is eligible for the National Register is the northern most portion of the 

Depot-an area bounded to the south by Perimeter Road, to the east by East Patrol Road, and to 

the west by North-South Baseline Road. This portion of the Depot is far to the north of the Site. 

A map showing the approximate location of the eligible portion ( outlined in blue) in comparison 

to the Site ( outlined in red) is annexed hereto as Appendix I . As for archaeological sites, while 

there are two present within the Depot (Archaeological Sites A09906.000229 and 

A09906.00230) that have been deemed eligible for the National Register of Historic Places, they 

are not located at or near the Site and the Site has been previously disturbed. Accordingly, the 

Project will not have any significant adverse impacts upon historic or archeological resources. 

J. Impact on Open Space and Recreation 

The Site is not presently used by the community as open space or as a recreation 

area. In fact, the entire Parcel is privately owned and it is not available for public use. The 

closest recreational resource is Sampson State Park over 2 miles away. The Project will have no 

impacts upon the State Park. Accordingly, the Project will not have any significant adverse 

impacts upon open space or recreation. 
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K. Impact on Critical Environmental Areas 

There are no designated Critical Environmental Areas as described in 

Subdivision 6 NYCRR 617.14(g) on the Parcel or in proximity to the Project or Project area. 

Accordingly, the Project will not have any significant adverse impacts upon Critical 

Environmental Areas. 

L. Impact on Transportation 

The main entrance to the Site is located off of West Romulus Road which runs east/west 

between Route 96A and Route 96, both major highways designed to accommodate large volumes 

of traffic. West Romulus Ro_ad, which has been closed for the last several years, will be repaired 

and maintained as the main access route to the Site. The main Site access will be off of Route 

96A to the west and generally all heavy trucks will be routed to enter from Route 96A. SDS is 

also investigating the possibility of accessing the Site via the former main Depot entrance off of 

State Route 96 and small amounts of traffic may utilize this entrance. Nonetheless, the majority 

of traffic will be limited to state highways (Routes 96 or 414 if coming from the south, Routes 

96, 96A or 414 if coming from the north, and Route 5/U.S. 20 if coming from the east or west). 

All of these state highways are adequate to handle the modest level of truck traffic that will 

service the Project, therefore no roadway modifications or improvements (beyond repairs to 

West Romulus Road) are needed for the Project. 

In terms of anticipated levels of traffic, peak traffic will occur Monday through Friday 

between 5:30 AM and 6:30 PM, the majority of which will be employees an-iving and departing 

from work. Employment levels associated with Phase 1 will be approximately 66 jobs through 

the second year of operation of the Project. Eventually, over the ten year build-out, employment 

levels are expected to peak at approximately 125 employees the majority of which will work a 
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shift from 6:30 AM to 4:30 PM, and incidental office staff will stay until 5:00 PM. Most 

employee traffic occurs outside the "nonnal" commuter peak hours. Additionally, SDS 

encourages employee carpooling, and a large population of cunent employees utilize ride 

sharing, and ce1iain divisions will work at different times to reduce the amount of traffic to the 

Site. Nonetheless, these employment levels represent a very small portion of the jobs and level 

of traffic that the Depot historically experienced. 

In addition to employee-related vehicle trips, there will be approximately 3-5 semi­

trailers and 4-5 small flatbed trailers making deliveries to the Site each day, 1 scrap metal truck 

delivery per week, and incidental small package deliveries each day (USPS, UPS and FedEx). 

Generally, the traffic generated by the delivery trucks would be spread out over the course of a 

day, in a manner that can easily be accommodated by the existing roadway network. These levels 

are consistent with traffic levels cunently serving other areas at the Depot and no new 

infrastructure is necessary to service the Project. Accordingly, the Project will not have any 

significant adverse impacts upon transpo1iation or the transportation network. 

M. Impact on Energy and Utilities 

The development of the Project will have minor impacts to energy and utilities. 

1. Water 

The Project will create a new demand for approximately 2,000 gallons of water per day 

for domestic usage to serve its employees and in manufacturing operations. Paii of the daily 

water requirements will be collected rain water and water used in manufacturing operations will 

be recirculated and reused where practicable. There are cunently existing water lines that serve 

the Site. These lines connect to the existing Seneca County Water District. Neither expansion of 

the water district nor extension within the water district is needed to service the Project. 
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2. Sewer 

The Project will generate approximately 1,500 gallons per day ofliquid waste in the form 

of sanitary wastewater/sewage to the existing Romulus/Five Points Wastewater Treatment Plant 

(Sewer District 2). The Romulus/Five Points Wastewater Treatment Plant has capacity to serve 

the Project and existing sewer lines serve the Site. A sanitary sewer lateral will be required, 

however neither expansion of the sewer district nor extension within the district is needed. 

Spent solutions generated as part of the manufacturing process are subject to federal 

pretreatment standards prior to discharge into sanitary sewer systems. However, the materials 

utilized in the galvanizing and/or pickling processes will be purified or recycled. Thus, it is not 

anticipated that any spent solutions will be sent to the Treatment Plant. Nonetheless, SDS will 

abide by all applicable state and federal regulations regarding spent solutions and best 

management practices will be employed to protect water quality. 

3. Natural Gas and Electricity 

The Project will create a new demand for approximately 850,000 kilowatt hours per year of 

energy. The New York State Electric and Gas Corporation services the Site and has sufficient 

capacity to accommodate the Project's energy needs. The Site will not require a new substation 

or an upgrade to an existing substation. 

4. Summary of Impacts on Energy and Utilities 

Overall, the development of the Project will have minor impacts to energy and utilities 

but, based on the above, the Project will not have any significant adverse impacts upon energy or 

utilities. 

N. Impacts on Noise and Light 

The existing noise environment near the proposed Project and surrounding area is mostly 

agricultural to the north and west but it is privately owned by Mr. Martin. To the south of the 
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proposed Project, the sunounding area is zoned WITE, and to the east, I/W. During the 

construction phase, the Project will temporarily generate noise that exceeds background levels. 

However, the areas where the work will take place are isolated from residential and recreational 

areas. In addition, any increase in noise levels during the construction phase will be sho1i-terrn 

activities which take pla<?_e during daylight working hours, when 1~oise sensit~vity is lowest. 

Fmiherrnore, construction phases will be relatively sho1i, and will comply with all applicable 

noise ordinances and laws. Overall, there will be temporary and minor impacts associated with 

noise during the construction phases of the Project. 

Once the Project is operational, ambient noise levels will increase. Common noises 

would include vehicles traveling to and from the Site, loading and unloading of vehicles, and 

noises from operations within buildings. The location of the Site, isolated and well set back from 

adjoining uses, will minimize noise impacts. Thus, the Project will not have significant adverse 

impacts upon noise in the immediately surrounding area. 

In tem1s oflighting, the Project will require night-time lighting at doorways and around 

building perimeters and in parking areas. However, all lighting associated with the Project will 

be LED dark sky compliant and will not cast significant amounts of light beyond the Site. In 

addition, as previously noted, the Site is isolated and well away from SUITounding residential or 

recreational uses. Thus, the Project will not have significant adverse impacts upon lighting. 

0. Impact on Human Health 

A Health and Safety Plan ("HASP") prepared for the construction and operations of the 

facility is annexed hereto as Appendix J. The Project could have minor impacts to public health 

related to both temporary construction activities and long-term operations at the Site. As shown 
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below, and based on the HASP for the Site, neither the construction nor the daily operations of 

the Project will have significant impacts on public health and safety. 

1. Construction Activities 

During the construction phase of the Project, construction personnel are likely to 

encounter a number of physical hazards that are typically associated with commercial 
- ~ ~ -

construction. All Project construction will take place within the boundaries of the Site. Thus, 

the general public' s exposure to any Site hazards will be limited. Fencing, signs, and barriers 

will be utilized around the Site during construction and, where necessary, will delineate 

construction areas and prevent the entry of unauthorized personnel. Appropriate signs will be 

posted to inform those entering the Site of potential construction hazards and appropriate actions 

to be taken while on the Project Site. Additionally, the Project will minimize risks to 

construction personnel by fully complying with applicable Occupational Safety and Health 

Administration ("OSHA") and New York State Labor Law requirements. Thus, it is anticipated 

that the construction work associated with the Project will not have a significant impact on 

public health and safety. 

2. Operational Activities 

During the operations of the Project, employees are likely to encounter a number of 

physical and chemical hazards that are typically associated with Project's operations. Due to the 

common use of hazardous substances for cleaning purposes, maintenance activities and other 

industrial uses, SDS will use and store small working quantities of hazardous substances at the 

Site. Many materials used for these purposes are characterized as hazardous under the 

Occupations Safety and Health Administration ("OSHA") regulation and the hazard 

communication statutes, including the Right-to-Know law. Therefore, SDS will be required to 

properly train its employees, and to handle and store all hazardous materials in compliance with 
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all applicable state, federal and local regulations. A detailed Health and Safety Plan has been 

developed for the Project and is attached hereto as Appendix J. The Health and Safety Plan 

addresses operational responsibility for health and safety, hazard analysis including hazard 

notification processes, training programs, site control, environmental monitoring, spill 

containment and emergency response, etc. 

It should be noted that while the galvanizing and pickling processes utilize hazardous 

chemicals, there are no plans to store large volumes of bulk chemicals. Limited amounts of such 

chemicals will be maintained on-Site as needed for operations. Moreover, there will be no 

hazardous waste generated by Project operations as all hazardous materials and purified and/or 

recycled. The following summarizes anticipated waste generation and disposal: 

• bag house solids - recyclable 

• sludge from degreaser (approximately 1800 lbs per month)- tested to confinn non 

hazardous then sent to landfill for disposal 

• acid wastes(approximately 3500 gallons/month) - recycled 

• ash (approximately 6,179 lbs/month) - sold for repurposed use 

• dross (approximately 12,359 lbs per month) - returned to zinc supplier for 

reuse/repurposing 

In addition, the operation of the Project will increase the average number of visitors to the 

Site, namely employees and delivery persons, and will likely lead to a slight increase in the need 

for police, sheriff, and fire response calls to the Site. However, the Romulus Fire Department 

(with Mutual Aide Assistance provided by the Varick and Ovid Fire Departments), South Seneca 

Ambulance, Seneca County Sheriff's Department, and the New York State Police are anticipated 

to have sufficient resources to handle any minimal increases. Overall, neither the construction 
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nor the daily operations of the Project will have significant adverse impacts upon public health 

and safety. 

P. Consistency with Community Plans 

As noted above, the Project is consistent with local and regional planning documents and 

goals. The Project is th_§ type of revitalization, redevelopment and return to productive use long­

envisioned for the Depot by the Town and County. The Comprehensive Plan notes that the 

Depot is subject to an intensively active effmt to attract activities which will be compatible with 

the Town' s lifestyle, while providing new jobs. The Comprehensive Plan notes that the Depot 

benefits from "excellent highways, particularly 1101th and south, which connect with the New 

York Thruway on the north and the Southern Tier Expressway on the south," and notes that the 

closure of the Depot was highly detrimental. The Comprehensive Plan specifically envisions a 

transition from a government-based economy to private sector economic growth. SDS ' Project 

is exactly this type of development, and will create new jobs with competitive salaries and 

benefits packages. 

In addition, both the Comprehensive Plan and the 2013 Varick/Romulus Depot Zoning 

Study note the impmiance of the maintenance of the white deer population. The Project will 

have no impact upon the white deer herd, and in fact, Earl Martin has been instrumental in 

maintaining that population through Deer Haven Park. 

Although a rezoning may be required, the use is consistent with the industrial, 

manufacturing and warehousing uses already pem1itted on the Parcel and permitted on the Site in 

the past, and will not set a negative precedent for zoning at the Depot. The Project is also 

consistent with the Agricultural Support Business currently permitted on the Site by Special 

Permit. While the Project is different from the current land use components of the Depot, as 
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much of the property is vacant, this is a unique situation where a fom1er military depot is 

proposed for redevelopment. In addition, the Site is sufficiently isolated so that it will not 

negatively impact any other land uses. 

The proposed Project is not expected to increase the population of the Town by more 

than 5%. Although the Site is not currently developed and utilities will be constructed for the 

Project, sufficient capacity exists at the Site for sewer, water, electric and fiber optic. Upgrades 

to substations or expansion of water and sewer districts are not required for or contemplated by 

the Project. In fact, given the well-known infrastructure challenges on the Depot property, this 

Site is uniquely situated and optimal due to the existing infrastructure. In addition, cunent 

emergency services are anticipated to be sufficient to serve the Project. 

The Project is consistent with the overall vision and goals of the Town and County for the 

return to productive use and economic development of the Depot, the Parcel and the Site. 

Accordingly, the Project will not have any significant adverse impacts to community plans. 

Q. Consistency with Community Character 

While the Project may differ from existing community character given the status of the 

Site as a vacant fmmer Army Depot, the Project is not inconsistent with existing community 

character. 

To the east and south of the Parcel, the surrounding areas are in a WITE or VW district. 

Therefore, the Project is consistent with these warehouse and industrial uses. However, the Site 

is cunently zoned Agricultural. While the Project is intended to suppmi agriculture,_ it is a 

manufacturing operation. However, the Project will benefit the community by stimulating the 

local economy, creating new jobs with competitive salaries and benefits packages, and attracting 

new residents and businesses to the area, which will increase the local tax base and quality of 
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life. The Site is also sufficiently isolated, as it is a portion of a 75 acre parcel, and pait of 

approximately 6,800 acres owned by Earl Martin in total. Overall, the Project will not haim any 

activities on neighboring properties. 

The Project will not replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures or meas of historic 

impo1tance to the community. It is anticipated that co~unity services, including schools, 

police ai1d fire, me sufficient to accommodate the Project and will not need to be expanded. No 

affordable or low-income housing will be displaced by the Project. Though the Project is located 

within 2.2 miles of Sampson State Pai-k, the Project will not interfere with the use or enjoyment 

of the Park. 

Although the Project differs from the existing architectural scale and natural landscape of 

the Site, as the Site is currently vacant, as noted above, the Pai-eel is lai-ge and isolated, and no 

impacts to neighboring properties are anticipated. The visual chai-acter of the natural landscape 

will not be noticeably different due to the Parcel size. In addition, redevelopment of the Site is a 

goal of both the Town and the County. 

The Project will not introduce objectionable lighting, noise or significant traffic to the 

area, and to the extent there is any lighting, noise or traffic at the Site, the size of the Pai-eel and 

the land owned by Earl Martin overall mitigates any potential impact to the community. 

Accordingly, the Project will not have any significant adverse impacts to community 

chai-acter. 
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IV. Conclusion 

A number of temporary and/or minor environmental impacts have been identified in 

connection with the Project. However, a thorough analysis of these potential impacts reveals that 

where necessary, such impacts have been mitigated to the greatest extent possible by the design 

of the Project and that none of these impacts will be significant. Accordingly, it is respectfully 

submitted that it is appropriate that the lead agency issue a negative declaration for the Project. 

Doc #0 1-3663840.3 

- 40 -





WARNING 

rT IS A VIOLATION OF SECTION 7209, SUBDMS!ON 2, OF THE 
NEW YORK STATE EDUCATION LAW FOR HN PERSON, CJTHER 
TI~ WHOSE SEAL APPEARS ON THIS DIV.WING, TO ALTER IN 
mY WAY N-l ITEM ON ll·IIS DIV.WING. IF NI ITTN IS 
AI...TtRED, THE AI...TER~G ENGINEER Stw.l.. AFFIX TO lHE rTDA 
HIS SEAi. AND THE NOTATION •ALTERED BY" FOLJ.OWED f1'r' HIS 
SIGWITURE HID THE DATE OF SUCH ALTEAATION, .AND A 
SPECIFlC DESCRIPTION OF THE ALTEAATlON, 

DRAWN BY: ___,[[M_l-+------1--------------------l 

PRDJ. ENGR.: ___,[[M_l-+------1--------------------l 

PRDJ. MNGR.: ___,[[!,!_ 0 04/12/19 
t:-N:-=O+---,D::cA-::JE=-+-----------,====----- -----1 

FOR APPROVAL 

DESCRIPTION 
CHECKED BY: ___,[[!,!_ t-..._ __ _. ____ ..,..,...,,,.,.,,.,...,.,..,....---------t ~ 

r
···~ . 

= . = 

GALV. PLANT 
4B,600SF ' 

... 

~ fncC!Jormick 
294 Skuse Road 
Genevo, New York 14456 

JOB No. 

·-
itngineering P.C. 

(585) 721-7219 

18-119 

PHASI! 3 SIIMMAftY 

1, CONST .. UCTION OF PAVl!D AND GftAVEL AIU!AS FOft PAltKING AND SI1'2 TftA.FFIC 
{APPROXIMATELY 1381500 SF) 

2. CONSTf{UCTION OF 771000 SF ADDITION CONSISTING OF A 30,000 SF MILIJ WELD FACILITY, 
17,000 SF \VAJll!HOUSI! AND l!ITHl!ft A ADDITIONAL 30,000 SF WAlll!HOUSI! OR AN ADDITIONAL 
30,000 SF Mll.JwelD FACILITY (SASl!D ON PHASE 2 CONSTRUCTION) 

3 , ADDITIONAL UTILITY CONSTRUCTION AS NECl!SSAftY 

ACCESS DRIVEWAY 2 
CONCRETE 

ACCESS DRIVEWAY 3 
CONCRETE 

Seneca Dairy Systems 
Manufacturering Facility 

Former Seneca Army Depot 
(T) ROMULUS, SENECA CO., NEW YORK 

SITE SKETCH 
PHASE 3 

Scale: 
AS NOTED Dote: 04/19 DWG . C-3.0 





WARNING 

IT 15 A VIOLATION Of SECTION 7209, SUBDMSJON 2, OF THE 
NEW YORK STATE EDUCATION LAW FOR NN PERSON, OTHER 
~ WHOSE SEAL APPEARS ON "THIS DRAWING, TO ALTER IN 
Nff Wf,,,Y .AN fTEM ON THIS ORA'NING. IF /.N ITBJ IS 
ALTERED, THE ALT£RNG ENGINEER Stw...L MFIX TO THE fTEM 
HIS SEAL .ANO THE NOTf,,,TION "ALTERED BY" FOU.OWED HY HIS 
SIGNATURE N"D TI-lE DATE OF SUCH AI..TEAATION, .AND A 
SPECIAC OESCRIPllOO OF Tl-IE Al.lERATION. 

DRAWN BY: .....,[[!,!_ >-+----<-------------------< 

PROJ. ENGR.: .....,[[!,!_ >-+----<-------------------< 

~ FOR APPROVAL 

DESCRIPTION 

•• • 

~ .filcC!Jormick ttngineering P.C. 

294 Skuse Road 
Geneva, New York 14456 (585) 721-7219 

JOB No. 18-11 9 

PROJl!CT SUMMARY 

1, UTILITY BUILDING (EXISTING) (1 ,200 S F) 

2. GALVANIZING PLANT (48,600 SF) 

3, OFFI Cl!S (6 ,000 S F) 

4. MILU W!:LD FACILITIES (120,000 SF) 

5, WAR!HOUSI! AKU (47,000 SF) 

G, PAVED (CONCIU!TE) AND GftAVl!L AREAS FOR PARKING AND SITE TJltAFFIC (APPROXIMATELY 
524,000 S F) 

7, STOl!MWATEft MANAG!Ml!NT SYSTEM (POND AND INFILTRATION BASIN WITH IUPlt.AP CH!CK 
DAMS, l!TC.) 

8 . S IT! UTILITll!S (WATER, Sl!Wl!R, GAS, l!Ll!CTftlC, FIBl!R. OPTICS) 

- INFILTRATION BAS INS WITH RIP RAP CHECK DAM S 

ACCESS DRIVEWAY 1 
CONCRETE 

UNDERGROUND UTILITY 
- ---- ELECTRIC 

___ _ UTILITY BUILDING (EXISTING) 
4 0 'X30' 

~---- LOW PRESSURE SEWER SYSTEM 

~ - --- WATER MAIN 

Seneca Dairy Systems SITE SKETCH 
Manufacturering Facility CO MPLETED PROJECT 

Form er Seneca Army De pot 
(T) ROMULUS, SENECA CO., NEW YORK Scale: 

AS NOTED Dote: 04/19 DWG. C- 4.0 





J 

corn, 

) 

Certificate 

111f~ is to cerlffy that I am a LJcensed Ltn! Stl\lU;cr, 811d tis 
this plan was compk{ed on November 24, 2017 from th6 Mes 
of an instrument wrveycomplefodonNovemb« fP, 2017. 

S/gned ___ "'4-..,..,,.'-''-'--=--,,,.===-­
MichctelD. 
Ucanse 

Certify to: 

1. Senoca Courty lndustrinl ~lopmcnl Ageocy. its 

successors aJKV,Y u.ssY15 
2. Deer Ha11,.Jo Purk LLC. ifs sucrossa,s and'a ass]g>s 

Ta:cMapNo. (Parl of102- 1-01 

.~,w•rQy°'tl!f' J. .amh cf 
S11nK•O>l,ntJ :r.dr~ l'l!.>1\'f.?p->!P!lfAg.nc1 

~111.fi'~19• 
M~5o~k0SPi ~ 3l'O 

Area= 74.510 Acres 
ToxMapNo. (PBrtof) 02-1-01 

Igloo Road No. 15 
--- ----:: .. :.-·..:=::::.:::::-.:... ---,, 

Igloo Road No. 16 
--· -- --- ---=·.::::.:- - -·•- -- .. --~ 

R.t pu(trl:,,· !J:MrLands ol 
sc.~ee.? Ci:l u..11)' /Jt011S:1ifi o,,~opr.SL~t Agtoc/ 

li~r 7H . P~'Jf'l97 
M•p &o~ 05 P•~ Jl() 

Igloo Road No. 18 

Cf,1tiffcmions inricaled hereon sqti(y thal fhis :survey WiM 
p,C'(Jilmd In DCCOldnnco wi/11 IIKJ ox isling CO<k of Pmc:lice frx 
Le1id SUf\leys adopled by the New YOik Stete A$$od8/ion of 
pu,fessionAI LRnd StKVeyoni. Said cerliftcatiotm sh ail n.-i ody lo 
the pe1&on for wl1om the sLKWy Is pre()8(M. and o,i ~, behalf to 
ll>P title comµariy, !Pvemmenlal .qmcy. und 1Mcing i11st/lutio11 
ll!lild hereon. 8nd to the assignees of the fencing insliluiiM 
Ct>tlirJCations are not tmnsfcrab}e to ,-rl:iliornv institutions 01 to 
subsequent O\'l'rlefS. 

Rf1P.1l~J• 
SPr..c:~ ~p~ UC 
Lil'l'f900 . P•ga 1 t 

M1p8.,;,kJ "? Pag,t2i9 

Uns11thorized alteration or adation to o Stn'l?Y mop /leorinp o 
1/et,nsed Land S11rveyo,'s seat is a violl:i/ion al sedoo 7209. 
sub-Ovis/011 2, of the Ne~v Yorlt Stete EciJc&lioo Lew. 

Copi,]s from /ht, original of this s1.niey map no/ ma/fled 1:-wti .l"I 

origlnof of /he L<111d S1..veycr's inJ<ed seal or fus embo:ssed seal 
shall nof be coi," fdered to be a v~idtne c~w. 

>< 
0 

• 

Legend 
Calculatir.n Pain/ 

Setiran{in 
Existing iron pin 

- Deedline 
- • Overlie ad utility wires 

"I.fount Green Cem&tery' 

-• - - --- - -- --• - •-·------• -- •·- -- -- Fenoeline 

Deed Reference 

1) United Slti/es of America to Seneca County /1 dJstriaJ 

Devetopme11t Agency by deed recorded Oclobet 13, 2005in 
Seneca County fiber 114 of Deeds n Page 197. 

2) United States of Amen·ce to Seneca Courty /11dusln·a1 

DovelopmeTK Agency by deed :oco1dcd Juro 10. 2011 in 
Seneca Counly liher835 of Deeds al Pago 210 

3) This sUIVt)y wus completed withal.I the beneflf of an 

,1bstruct of title and is the1efo1c ,;t4ec/ to a11y information a 

complete and up-lo-de.ted abstract mlgt reve.ol. 

4) -ouJer of lmmeciRlfl Possession" - Civil File I 5600 • 
filed Metcll 21, 1945 - ( order to take possession ola'J road~­
in and on the Seneca Orcilanca Depot) - impocllllg lite 
Towns of VNick and RM111l11s. 

Subdivision Approval : 

Apµroved by Resolution of /he Town of RorruJus Plorwling 
80011J of the Tovm of Romufua. SenecA Comly, New YOik 
on""'-- deyol _______ . 2018 

Subject ta oil requirements and condtiom of said 
Resolufion. Any chan~, ertu 1•es mocfficalions or 
revimQn of this plat shalt vold fros af'(XDviJl. 

Signed .. · __________ _ 

- -Cen'erline 

E:tf.<:fing Railroad Track 

Map Reference 

1) "Plan c,f Land to be C011vayed by The Unitad Stales of 

Ar11erlcs· - surveyed by Michael D, Karlsen - filed October 13, 
2005 in Seneca Counry l.fap Boak 05 al Pat.fa 320 

2) 'War Department OffiCI:! of Iha caistwaing Outitom1astor 
- Srmeca Ordnance Depot - Gruleral Land Map• • filed January 
29. 1944 in Seneca Caunly M;ipBc,,.Jk 12 81 Page B. 

3) "Seneca Am1y Depot Adivify - SEADs Unck( 

lnve:,fignl/o(I/ Reme,liolion Relilint.~ Siles" -Ma~ by 

Parsom - fifed October 13. 2005 in Map Bool< 05 at psge32Z 

4) ~Plan of Land to /.Je Convoyed by lttc Se11oca Cotdy 
Industrial Development Agency lo U,e Senaca Depot_ LJ.C • 
surveyed by Mk hoel D. Kf'lrlsen- fifed November 18, 2014 in 
Map Book 14 al P;:,ge 27Q. 

5) ~Plan of Land Owned by the Scnera ~rity Ind.ls/rial 
Development Age1lcy to be Leased to Finger Lakes 

Teclmolog(es Res/ Estate HoldJr1g1. LLC" - S111Vf!yedby 
Michael D. Karlsen - doted December I 8, 2007 - known as 
Karlsen jab number 07-529_ ( Not Flled ) 

6) "Plan of Land to be Come:yad by the Se,1, . .'ca County 

Industrial Development Agency" - sun.'eyiJd by Michael D. 
Karlsen- ciate<l May 15, 2017. known as JOlJ Number 17-507 
( Alsp Nol. Filed J 

Yale farm Road - ~ - -··- - --· 

~ ; 
l ; 
~ -,,. 

Town of;Varick [ · 
West Romufi;s ~oad 

-·-·· 1 ·· 

Town lor Romu/u~ 

: PtO]eCI 

Site 

Location Map : Scale Not Defined 

Plan of Land to be Conveyed by the 

Seneca County Industrial Development Agency 
Known as the former: • Seneca Army Ordnance Depot" 

Situa/e on the sountherly side of West Romulus Road and on both sides of Faye/le Road 
in Military Lots 67 and 68 in /he 

Town of Romulus , County of Seneca , State of New Yori< 

Surveyed by 
Mlchatl D. Karf$ffl 
Ucennd Land Surveyor 

Scale: 1·= 150' 

Telephone (315) SSU402 
Telaphone (315) 585-4041 

Job Ho. 17•520 
S•neea Falls, N. Y. 

Romulus, H.Y. 





X 

0 ,. 
n 
b 

• a 

!l , 
'" u; ' 

Legend 

""""""'­SditooJM1 
E)ktinglronpin 
Eridbg/rnnplpe 
Eu61QJ,,11,Gtv6 
&1,lngRDl/ttJltdSplJ.-e 
EAlm:,g~~ 
VHdllM 
~utiiryQ'N ,.,.. ... 
CH/fK/ioo 
&IW'!gR.4't1»dTllld< 

New Yori<. State Route , 96-A 

Certificate 

- -- --: .....__ - - __,..,, · '-- 1121.2' _,,, 

I'"'-- I 11/M"+f· HOr.lVWlt' 

~ \ 
* : ,, 
oc 
2:- , 
" ' :, . o , 
u 

ThJiisloc.rlirylhel l11m;i~LllndSurw)w¥tdtlilltthl5plan~J 

wmp/ebodfYI u~ ,s, 1011ffll! ,- nomor~ rnatMnonl' s:wo}'II 

~.i-i2016,20t1~~_,.,.~ 

- ~,.q L 
-0~ / .....," ... 

Certify to: 

1. ~Ha-,PM.UC,ls~uora.,lJd.b."ou;gra 

2. ChloeQo rrtM~llnfl0llcmp.ny, 1ts1~1 andurau.1gra 
3. S.r.u()o,,dykdlltt'MO.~A(/ttlc'y,A1,~an,;bru'911 
4. MxonPHbodtl.LP,its~~Hllp'JJ 

TeirA,u,pNo. (Too.mofVaric»r-07 - l •SJJ&(TtMnolRarUJS-02 - 1-01) 

r E 

11- rrmlM 

S£AD1J&40 
M1•f5DMAUN 
T&lMlp,(TM..f.i 

u,...,9-r,1~ 

E- Ur.ot:J'-...~-,c,,.,e02,,,,.-->< 

-~ Coff'/~o.n.t,p,r,lt,I~ 
u,., r,, ,,.,;1 

1...-~l c:,:t"~lo: 
FlrOfll~r~~t:-.~.uc. 

SEA/lZJ&~S 
Anoo • 4lll0,Aow 
TullofrfJH~ 

Ul'ffd~dAS-

Hor-Mv.rw 
fllHJ' 

AAl,~8?5'1~-'<1111 
0.~~l. ,t!Od 

Tll.lU.,,f/Gr-t-4-1 

~~U' 

; ____..... ...____ Hor,,-i,·w 

! New Yori<. State Rout• 96-A 

~~or•ddtbont> a .n.n,,ymapt>H,hg• 
loemtedund&r.'ll'yo,'J' M#IJIJ 11 ~of HQWI 7200, 
IUb-divlsion 2. o/rxt Nt,w Yott StM' Ed!.IC'ltton law. 

CClpllrlromtMorlgiNloltNl 111/\...,.t11.pfl«m.Jd."Odwfllltv1 
orlplnalo/M,,.l.andSUw)Q"JlnkMll!IIOOlorhtsemoo.uedHN 
ihllllOlb.c=alder.dtobeav.ldtr!Mt:Op)I. 

~~"°'90fl1lflnX'll/athlJ&UrV11)'1l-"H 
pn,p««Jin~wl!l'lfM•ridlnQCOOllol~b 
IM>dSt.rWy1r,dopMdt,yttleNowYartsta1gAslOQllfibnd 
Prr:lleniomJundSt.rveynn. Sllid~mdM(Wjla 
1M ~ j\v lfflMI l/lc-.xv'ly ii pnpared, and Of),,,, beMI '° 
rtwaids~.~tal80'fl!CY, and»,xi,gohllil'Ulbl 
hlod'-'-.endtoth8 ■a.-o/Nie~hsttution. 
~.-rttnothn~to~'7aiMlonaorfo 
x.lru~Ollneta. 

TUl.l.1pNo. (T~ndV8fici:-07-1-SO) 

Parcel i-@ 

~O.w'WllffRmrA.191blcl"', 'F•-,,,,. 
Rwtl"n"Ml~gDOn,-b'h~d 
i=,ai.Jrl;l"S.,....(J.pdULl'~fflU'ld-bt'lor IU'!I.-I,,_..,,.,-"'_..,,.,,,,~.,~;-,, ,..,_;,, 
/kwtcup_,,21 ). 

TaxM-,>Ho. fTcw.nolRomulu:s-02· 1-01} 

Total Area = 6,406.782 Acres 
( Thi, dou NOT~ /lie 5 Retl!lned S'fe:s fn Ve/lOC} 

'o 

:!..~-,:.'~»' 
Olattll.-p'l • 284. II' 

!\ ~.,,~~;.~1~~1·w 

~~.,~~ \ County Rd. # 147 
Cno,U•flCh KaJZ.6T ! 
C/lcltltiff,h;i, • 1'2&-11~~-w , ""'(%::-/ ~-QC,,IP '!ll-1S•lj' ) 

// --r -- - ·- -· - - ·- -· ····-·--- _ .. - . - ......... ~ fU/0.«1 _,,... 

"ar;E:!..J"W 

Deed Reference 

11 IJrliNdStmrol~to~CO(lflfy 

lndillrMIDr,woptr,.fSAger,cy!J'tdeed 
rtlCOtdod~13. 2005i1s«leuCOi.n')r 
liber114c:i'Pe~•P.g,11Sl1. 

2) U-.:fSilhHo/An»lfr::ebS.--Co!ny 
lndvlllTtel~nfAi}ency/Jydo«J 
rfJi;tJr(J«IJl,,.fO. ~lfkl~Cotnlyliwr 
83,dDHd.lalP.210. 

3} 1'u.1u,wywa,~1dllffhoulthl 
b&ntflto/an~o/WeandiJll,-ton, 
NJ/:jKlk>Wf)' lnlomi.1.bn• ~8 end 
~ldab.wadrrigltl,-al. 

4} "tJl'de<a/l~A)uonion"•CMRo 

15600-lil&dMMf:112:, 1'U5·(crlarlolllce 
1'°'""niMalolrot'lt'1inQflfia,i!/»Se,~ 
~~} ·~/he TiMmd 
V1rlek 1111d Rornub1 

" i New Yori< Stele Route 95-A :-., ~, ; ~ 
&i )& 

NOTES: 

1) Thobf~olP~&hottnoolfn~.,.,,-llllfl/dwidl,.;poctlo111 
adJ/trwyTtallf\WNl.llfr;ftJrPrfjeciJCxlolfMfkdl~Daumot1983, 
~ e&nhlmcndillll conci111• M&'t the mo,t:lsn o/~ al 
076-61~59.700()(f'lff.Sf. r.tJnc¥oootlhe mwkfMI 111•1f»rwodf,omufrll<phor.1 
GPS~Mdt"lfQlml/JMJJf'O"rlr»dbyl1-NBtloMIG~St.n-ey. 

2) TM~anddnani::o1"'°'1tnontt.fo.•(5)pan;,,J..Btff19fJC1Til>lllpaion 
of Paro#- M.,. bau,d 0,1 r,Mfl)JnrJ 1111d -,,..,.ytn, pn,p.M>dll'y PAA SONS· end 
lhcr.m(WJa~/ledlflSet>ec:UCou,syM.tpBool:oe:inPaoeJ22. ThliE 
~andfl,a/l(fl 'l/ldl»t}inrollgc:ocnt.Hlil)a: -•~lo~t.edan~N 
Yort S'tlrlll PNr1e ComJ'l,J«es. Thu& aJm.i,,ffU I!- not been.,.,_-_, h ,t,. WI. 

3) Pmpertya:imeriMldStKWYnwtwlha\vnolbHri~and \ ...-f'i8ctll 
tl»fi'IJeo(lhu~mep.,.,. 

4) OW lo tM «:M ol W. rn,p. mony ffi'tl-lX• ltldd«ei, IUdl II ro&d'lt'Sfl, 
burdirrg,uJty.dn.cttn, , l'llnc-.s,llidswolrJ.r;nok,,&l/N'M,bunlcwlgkm . 
CUNftlt:l , raltoedtn,d:1,bnngGC:ICQlltd~manmodli~llll!nol 
W•natti,llrnll. 

!i) ltl/1:18b91he~d"'-~lo~,k>c:U9e11d1tfl.,.tol1 
~lt..,pertahttitfMriU'TlllrOOlandVlllieddani6«1..,,.,,,art11tl'!1/ 

9llall'lbar'1li!pwceL 

0) Thi1~/,$1..ij«:1io1Mi'right!1dllMlr,ut,r,c.h.,,,;JfhewJCtshetllon 
~nW,gHrw Yat:SIM&Roote ~ tllldald!l«'CauntytJl'ld Toim 

/ibilwap-~/lf,norl. 

7} Thl:sa.n,.yJ,~t;,e11yW_,fl~i~ualfy~s 8tlflrighf'fJI.~ 
µr.dicorp,Mllk,t11Mrr"lghldwefthepropertylhcMTi/weotl. ltllli.lt>etM011~ 
R1JP011111b/&'ytl/dtoWyffJr,c:d,ollfruJ~LC:me.,p,follo1111ylormol ......-. 

~0--,-.i:1~1 
.,....»_.i.d'lll.,.,.,._,;,.,.,~i> 
, • .,,...u..--"-"""""'--"1.,,,,gt. _,,.._::i,..,,._SW-A"""Oe;,a 
~irro,,.....-Jbyfi,,;.1'r!.eW~/ 
l!>edlOOPapfn}. 

Map Reference 

1) 7'WlolLelldtoti.Co,r,,o't«Jby1heUnlrecl 

Stl!ttso/Amencl"•.-vs~dbyMichoe/D, 
KRt1StJn•fiJ«JOclcbsr13,2006inSantn 
Ccuity Map Book 05 at Page 320. 

2J ~DepeltIMfllot"".o,o/lMCoo&l'llWilg 
Quwtermelll'r-s.-x.c:a Ofmano!Depol­
Gan.r.Jll.ArrJMllp"•~~ar,29, 194-fin 
S.n.c1Ctu!ty~Boalrf2#tlPaQ•8. 

JJ 'SMQcaArmyo,,,potActwily•SE-W, 

UndarlrMJ~Romi,dicJ/JonRltainod 
StlP'• M-.,pM/byPll«x1s-llfld OdOOK 73, 
2005i'IJ,wpBoOk051l1~3ZZ. 

4) "RatiolLandtobeCCffl'l)t,dby!tlo 
Sanerc:a ~ niustm/ Dewlopm,etrt. Aqt!,<q• 
toln•So,wa,~pot. UC••~t,y 
Mid>HID.~-1iltltd~ml:lfK18, 2014 in 
MepBooll'1"f11Ptlf182Tll. 

5) "PtanolLand0,,..7>0dbylhaSanecaCl;,un1y 
lnaullttillDo~n1r.fAi~•lobe LN,odlO 
Fbget u».JJ& Trx;MdogiH Reill Elltlllil 
Holdhg,,U.C"-~'9)'9(11J'tMid!NID. 
KelU9(1.dJt,:,d~18, 2001-"'-H 
KtnlJQfljobr)CJ{OOfK07-519. ( Hot.Filed) 

Plan of Land to be Conveyd by the 

Seneca County Industrial Development Agency 
Known as the former: "Seneca Army Ordnance Depot• 

Situate on tf1a assterly side of New Yorlc State Route 96-A fn the 
Towns of Varick and Romulus, County of Seneca , State of New York 

.!i,rnyedby 
Mlctui.JO. Kl,iMII ---

Scale: 1•-= 1,000' 

TMPhone(31f¥SU.-.OZ 
TMf'ho,lte (JUJ 51uo,l1 

.JobHo. 11-1()7 
Saoaca,FdJ.N.Y. 

Ro,r,uiw,N.Y. 





----■-f. r·Z ,--·-·--~7 

f,O'TES 

:J ,,, , "'"<I ..... ,..,..,, • ., ... ,,,, ... ,...,~.t1,fo':11Al;fcl:ld r.,,,-,,,.,,, ... :..,,, lb..,,.. 
!"'•l'A:<1r..,"1'1.i lJ.;cu 

.1 l'nr>,>'l;ta"'~~•• ,.dt,rr;..::u,.,);.tntlfi.-,tr•r!':•..,,/ .. ,.,:,io$U,,,_-.,,., 
/1,r ,.,.....,_,.,, SHA'...t,~~;r.uy.-:f-1 .. M•r..,r-.,,Wl)tr J>-..h...ru,-Jt 
,,~ .. .,1.:.:nr.:c11 

JI ;1o•, .,, .. 1.1 ,.,-r.>.>.. • •"'-':.i.-t:.)'"'lxl'lo~,~ r,.._ s.,.-~w., r.:....:11·.c> io.t,,.,tinJ'I_ 
::-:,~n,,,,.~. ,,,U,u· 111:.t.l_,.,.t, 1:;.,.-J). ":l·1 11•\:,r~r'.✓.1 ,._,,.._,..,"11 .•u\,r 

fl •"°1-• ou-. •1,r>Jlrf'/_, ... ._,,,_"(,,,.,...,t .::n P'!' l-,if,~~;Jd 1~,V"'1£•.C:"'·-­
f.,.,...,,., 1: .-->o<I '<I,..- ""'-'1~ d'"" !IU~ ,. ,.,.~ °tr,~ ;t,r,, iii "'C l'-;v • ..-.f·Jt 
c,,,-.,.._,.:,. c,,, .. -;,,1or::1-1,1.,..1,,"'~,,F~ ;1:i 

't/ ,;,,,-,~~v.,,a..i i,11- ,!t.t -•-,%d . i..:1ir .:zrl~-,.u.i Gu...:-.. ,.,.,,.,.i 
t':"•f' ",.,1,on":\,Jf<>N<wn-1 S!e<~E:=;1~ , c., ~ ........., • l t'-"r NJ;-"t- ;t:; 

!J T141r.moo«'b-.-a&n.1>1.,...,.~.· . .. • .. -t,.<1 » :f~,!Q.u(}(11~ ,vht.(il ir1 !/n 
!>'>'i1<>t-;..i.. -.,, . ,t,,,:~ ,. t"'"',!N>.,'rcrl 11>{• ~ 1o•~ Cla,y~1 hul 
S-..-..-.• ... ~,.•I C.,.,.., PQQ 11J.9(~ ! ....,.. / 

Pain / of Beginning for Parei; f · ~) 

C - I "' 

Mop Refe rence 

,1 -,,-..,,c, v."'o,·,.,•1.1:o , re,, v,.t,,,J;•,1, ,u 
..,.le~·~• ( s.. ....... ,A.-~1 0 .... 1, I - ,, ,.,._,,., 
l!;,,;ll.-j fli(.,.'1"'1•lh.-,;,,! U :r! ,1:/..:;<"1:1; ;,.~_,. 
upt,,...,.;,,,,~,.,,,,,, 

;l ?"•11;/l.dr,/ILIN::.,,...,,_,,r.f'y..,_l,-,.ffl 
:;:,,._,,,,~_,,,:,,;,a·• :•nt1o1ft-, 1..-.1<7.ID 
1'.M!:;ct1 , • ...,- ,:""'1!,~, ll. X<6;-1 ll;p lt,,,1,~,,. 
I'~;,;-:,_ 

Dead Reference 

lll·•!,d:tl~u-;JJ,\,",r,:c,, ~·~cit-.:, 
..lruJll> $~,-. -, C1;..rt'j t1.0WT.;J !J...,,:r.; ,:,cN 
/.,-:r-1&/'-"~•r:.:,,..~#Al,l'r;jo J :-!\."al->U.v 
1UdO.,..,,, .o;~1 

l'J !Jro'":it.lr•• et .i:.r.,·.:,ll,SJ. ..._,,,eu.,, , 
,,..,,,,:,;..Jo,,-,..w~u, A,;i,=1or ,,.-.x ,,.,.,..,►.1 

!:r,,, IQ ?.i ll l-r:,,,,_. ~]~ rl r<NJ,,t!'...., l:!-1. 

Refo,ence Po;111 of Begi,mina for Exception Pon;e/s. E•1 ~ - · O I I ve w 'York St 

', /···=··· ate Rout ~ .... .,.,.,,.,-.:..-t ... .,,~ __ -::: 7:.u;- . -·- -- --- - - --- e 96 
f -·-·- ··- ·-·-- ·-·-· - -·- · ·····-···-···~ ~ I ' 1 i: . ,.~,,.~iifI.:;;,<c,c -·,,,----...... ~.t'!!:-:~-

1 ; co • JI c -•• ..,,.~,,•-~<O-~• ·~ ... • ·• 0 ,, 1• ;:. ;=- I ,_,~••1a 11»1 ,--b,u.,.--.~, .\!J · -..., 

: rv fi i I li , ~ '•::---... 
I.._ • I! Ji i ," ~ ~I ; 

• ~ I • ~1· " /s;,;z:, .• ;• 
..... ., I -.... .. .: 1 ii ., /G-- ''~;~<, .!; 

CY) I ...... " ,.-- - .•,, sii•a., 

Curve Data Tab/£'. 

Tia D1s/ance to Point of Bogirmiug • Lioe D;:ita Tab/~. 
( from Hefe1e1k:a Femi of Berjming 10 /h o E.~ r:etY..cn Pl!.tc/N ) 

Legend 

·-- - - ··- O:cmei,• 
1+:lff! f l~• h ••~r ,,., ,.,.,~11, ,.., .,/,...r~~-~ ., ..i .. -,.,.,. ;1r 
t1 p,, ..-.1pl,-....,,.,~ -cftl,;•:,loon i),.,,.,;~,o,,utn'tlt-✓t=:<d 
, ..,.,,,,.,,,~-.::n-1...n-"11~•J..,,.,. ~,.:.,,-... ~,'-"~•rai~ 
f,r.o · ,~,,: fr.,..,,,,..,,:,o d,~.., j.,~.,.,~,,.,,,,,u.:u/'~\'.111)" 
•·.r<..,.,..c.,.,....,. ,~,.:-,,dff.,,, ;.-.:1,w, ry r~-,ntcllt,,.......,,.,.. c-;r. 

Ne1·; York Slate Route 414 ;-~1r .• ,-----· - - ----..:::::-- . -·--·- .. -~.:..-•- -

Pomt of Beginning fnr Parce l •® ---~ 
l mo D.:1tu Table: 

,~:t;:. 
·it 

=--~·!· 

~~ 
¥,T, · 
~ 

~VJ---'>,,,/ 

0\0 -~:? \ 
--o : xi-o ,,-;,"' ., .• ,,, 
~ 1' :-.. e .,,.,- ,..,,· 

a:: I '?J'?J. ,· / ,.4•'' 

I 
~'t- /;,, 

~ "'0 / .- ~../-.0:,';,, ..-:p"'1 , _, _ I -'l !,=t,a'I 

E: , ~ ,/ ·· Parcel @ e I ~e z-; Area = 24.200 Acres 

I ~, 
~ I 

C() I , 

) 
.- N<U"-:;,. N,OO"T J 

. 7 

.,f//\ ·.. i;;::::::~~=0: i 
,.j,½ ) ... ··..,..: -~--,.-

VJ 
/,;::, ,,cr:~;;:;1 • .,., / rl'-- "~~, _,fl\ 
,,Y 't::.>'i'oY-•W/ ,._,r.-, .n1 • 

(\_' ./ •~wC.'IGF,.,y ! ., 

..,J .--/71 / R1;,,..tAJ; . ~e // \ . / r,,~_.'/:,r;:;;~c 
~ov ...... ~ ,ti .\i / ·,i.,p 1h>l·~ l'.7.r. :~ , I~ 

e /:<~ ,'~;} :sE ,/ '1 ; 
~'<>\!. ,,,---J . ,·• ~d :· s ,,/~ --·------ -~ :t·~,,.- ~•" ,..-; 1-: 

\ 

\I 

~'I:-- /." .; . "' ,,.;,,7 
--1. o / .. ,~.--;· I 

.,,· <,..,_,,/ 

1i 
\ 

,.,a 
S•'~!..'2_;·,: 

Rr:--.k,dt 

!1$ C•:::.r;o~,~~:ON•· 
·i.o,..., -C .rv~,:,· 

"""-"" .. r•, ;;o,~~"rv,,:.,,, si:.,..,,.,,. 
11..,.w • .J J1.J111,a. 1n ) 

~e~_,,/> 
~..c;:=='----..· -·,::>·""°'' ; i ! .::~;;,~ii;:::.-; ~l, ---~,v:::=~"t ' , n,~';!!_"_ 

--o ' C/) , ;:-.:;~::;•~,, "'= I•, ~-·· .. '.'.',. .. -1-·-····-~ : ·"~i: ;,-:,,;·~: 
Ct} ' H:.VrJl.!'?-.ri;•r,._,c~,,.,c,., , -, C ,3 I ' j ~ , ,..,, ... I - ., ---- ~,,-. - aV,A:,. 

H..r."f<'ttr ~}i 
,;I li 

0 I ct! (I) ' i . :I jl,,. ___,.,.---- c ''"'""~"'""" a:: . (.) . l •1 " I ... , , ,,, , 'I 
I <ll """' ~ " •• ,,,, "'"' - E: ·-- ·' ''I'' I . . - , -· ,, .' ··=·•.-~ 

s;,,:..;,.~, ..... ,,,.,,_a, 
l.:h,,,"11 1> ,v.J;O 

S..:. ,1:.l,;,t,ytbJ11:.0 ~;~_,..., 
~~.1~•t!f ~ /ul•.,.,.,t--:,-~~~, 

~ . .. , .~~·,·· .. 

.c ._ ~ -,: .. ,.~-:;\:::,,,,,:,.;-- E 1 ~ "1 ,j_,'-. ··-~-· - ' ·.r. ''",.;~" ~ , .. ,,~:::~1~~-"F,,..,. ,.,. 
c:: I, Cl) ·~•u•H·••"= ?"!'" " -. I 1.. l , f . □·· ·i·r· ·· · A,,.,u(,,.. ....., , , !.:D,.-.,,, ;,,,_.,.,, -.J ,. ~1 •· I ,,- . _, lj ,= ... :i/1,:;;u C.;,-b•,~· M,,r&r-i01P~ .. x,.. (/) I:: :: ~I $ :! - "' ' ! _,.. ., I I 
0 '-- · 1,. , • ,_ ,u,-.,i , _ • , -- - , , 0 

11 Cherry Ht/I Road ~'""•-·• ·"·"•-«~ d , l :e~~ . 1 C ,,, +-- _ _.,;;;. , ,,, -------... J7 '::."".'.. :"-·+ . . ·- ··-
1 .- .) J~- ---=:::::._:-z·~:;:: ;;::;:-~'':"":/:::~~i~~ ff ----- ,="~" -- / ,it,.](- '~ _ _, !i 
~ ---- ------ -i---··- --· T·- - ~~:.:::?.: 

i i 

~ii l-;1 ,r\ -----:;;. ... ,~,,·- East Patrol Road -j. ~.-m,,_.,,, , • "!:.•~~-..!.!.'!'!= '- ·--·- · + 1 
'• .. I - ' "••••"' ,.,,. .,, • ) ' ' . '"'-:'' • ' , 
';_J. .• I ~.,,.~m•o·"'aw,,~~ . ''""'"=••-,,m., I I 

--- , . : '~JJ!/4,~f C ~ -~£"I¥;-• .of~§,~ i_ . "' '.. t 

n...,,,,,...,.,., 
.:ic "'--;;1C016•l7"-!,,"., 

V.vrw,;"'""' -",rn,-, 
u,a·11•1•,ge 191 

I 
j 
1 

I - i JC::- .v;;~fj;·' ~ 
I , 

I 
I 
I , 

;l •p Jtd"f 

c..~~~~";::~....,,~~~ .. 
t il <"-• .., ; r,~., ..nF~1yJ 

LA,,;:i1!J>"c>"" 

L ! - -t--· ----- - -

Hi 
', 

L. 

IC I ··----=~--·,.~-"-~-- ""~"'"'"'". ii 2 j ~,.,,,_.,,,u,,~c,- :i i 
I 
i 
i 
I~ 
'Ii. I • 
j{l . ~ 
I~ 

\ jill 
\ . 

., ... :1;~;.:. ~ I 
- I 

.~,. i 

::: i 
t·,1--

--- - - - -; 

i<1•/,t,.f,t,'> M 1-r.l 1;;,f«j 

Parcel @ 
Area = 916.365 Acres 

( Th::: Jrco Caes NOT ir.dude 6 E.<cept!an r>,11,rtl<s J 

Tali'/ Are-a Of /he ff) E.,c:~t:C"1 Pill ~ ~ 7 e.:, >'c:11:;; 

( ... \ 
,,;f;:_;, - ~,.\----

'. \·\,. :~,~~\ 
'-:, \ 

( '- <? 
\ \ Cl,.(jl 

..,, \ ?6 
\\J ·, 

~ \ 
\ ' ··,. \ 

r,~:;,1l1t ., 11 ,, ... .,-,,~~·=•--uc-.~;.,,;,~E,,r.s;f'::.11,,.-,,1;,., 

', 
,, .. ,-;;;;~,., ") 

·-··- ·-r,··....'.·:~~"··-·-·' 1-~ i-•-· - --- · -

··-··f-···-····---l!··~~-:•· 

--:-

·+-., ,. 
;~ 

·+ 
I 

·- _____ ] __ _ 

.. I. ._. _ 

•:•p,k.·ty 
~Ct,;,r11>•;:L.­

C,•,tl,;pn,d '",µ>".f 
1,,t;,•/U;>~•H 

... •.,..,..,..-
__ ,. . 

_\ ~:t .. ,,c,a,, 

.,11/ 
,,-~.!· , 

;~~}~tll 

.-- ----r- -·- · T 

.. / J 
i 
i 
i 

_.,, ..... ; i 
i 
! 

-'li'ICO.-' .... .,. 
"'<")-~ • .f~,,!1..:t-~IN.,.,t""­

'.',..~_.,•f~~ .. - J ,a ,JS,.1r·<'• 
.,.,..,.,,.,,-,,. C.......v, ~t'f,n'.i'" 

U-d::'Pr,o</1 

-~ 

i 
i 
! 
i 

r·-- ···-+ 
! 
I 
I 
i 
i 

! 
1. 

I 

l'"P-'<tl f 
:;,,_.~~(;J,.:IJ l,:Vrl_; 

~--.:c,.-,rt~,.,:? 
~--"II;, ;: 

i!1 ,,__ 
. ~. I !!~ 

.•, r:rmJ•w 

J:,.,,.-• .,J)r,. e,.._.,,_, ~.5,o,,•..,.~-c,,.;,.,;,.1.z.-:.r£~·,•,.,r.uurJT1n 

" l ··-._,_ ~--
-~ -

.------.---- ·T·- ·- ,- --····-! -···-·1 -·-· ;-· ······ ····T --·····•····r-·----·· 1· _.---------✓ 
- ---- i i i . --·-·-••1•• 

I 
Certificate 

~c-w ... : ... 

·rn,. ,...,,,,.._,,ttu:1 u. . u. .... u-.a.on.:l=•.,.:,::u!rr~ 
1r,l.1 p.,,.rJ:c,r;p,1,.,1:,,1,,,_ .. ,_ 1(,,;.':l,n~ .. ,,1/'ft"""' 
-,f 111' m11u,:<t>/t...-.~PIY,~lf,1,:,,~=tn•~l0-II~ ,,,,.,,.,..i-~, :;..-,.,..,~,, ,--~,.....,...,.,§,. m~, ~ 
o..,~--f'.._,f)1a..:.t1> ..... , . .. t'<ft•:'1:)"')',..,. ... 

'"'-··············-'~/ ~ :~:;;;.,":.~7 

C e r tify fo: 
I SO:'°"'.J t:'1,;.ttfl,, ,:t~~•l'!Ot~!;;p,,.,-f "'G,:• q 

1 Si:nN:o Di-;u.U.C 
.J :11,, .. Nt rt .... ,. .......... ,v.'l',.., 
4 B01bnC:U,, l.!J' 
S l \ ~~C..•.c..ll' G~• ..-. U ." 
e.. H .,,,U ,.-, :,,, LLFf-1~>,,!Ct~f 

( 

,' utU J~IJ:,p N, ~ H· l• at 

·7·-· ··-·T -;.~;;;,_,_··; ~~·-r ; 
i i . I 

i i ""L" i i i ~fi/i(;'f£it i 
i i i 
i i i 
j i I i 

c,r.~"Nru••-·o<11.,,..,,.;,;,.t, 11~/f,·1mW')·-r.1: 
tt•i-'Jl'Nli,,,o.,...dln::,, ,ffltl!fo,1•1""'7C:taoi1.qi,.--.r.-tb 
1.r.J~µ .n,,µ .. 101'bo ... o,• \ ~.S/'h ,\Oo.:'.:X.,,r,t 
,.,..,..1Jo..w 1 .. .._..s""'"tYI !;aJw!~l'".;-i ~..n""'Y~ 
V..-1~,.._,,,.,,,.,,.,,~~-...v.,rr1~-. re/ • ·C1"',l'ntdU/t1 
ll>#Uo'(""''""'<r 1"'_......,J,1 .-.,.. , y rtll,1<J1P ~n.itt1.U-."'• 
(1/N,,,..lu, w•/ ... ~,.,,,:.-:i;,-,eftl>f ._ol,.,,~_., 
c.,r..i,. .,/ • ...,,..,, ~ ,u•..,~1o.nJ:o'l/ ,o:;.(?t.onia-~ 

- , ,. .. ,.,.,..,,c .... , ... ...cwJ ______ __ i. _ __-
' . i 

i 
i 
i 
I 
I 

: .'n-;,~, ror.- ~ ., ,-, .,.JJ.,;,,,11~.:i,v.wy•-v.rt«w-A " 
1¢;\."'<l~Ji.-;,,-l"T~H-' "" :,_ • ,1.-,:,1,Jf H'-'-"l 7~. 
/U),r."'-'!111¥"'-..-Vr,~SP.<,,C<t...r., US 

c,p,, -""'~ :;-~c,,.,,,- ,11:::,~ ,.,. ... ,_,->M ·~•...,J r'.J>~ 
..-,;,,-,, n ~,,,_u,., .g,..,._,:1r,,,,1"'• "'fl'...--C.or .. .1~ .,.....:,,,..i,.,,=-,6'~.._. ., ,_,.~,~ -,. 

l'{;;,t l;'<)y 
s.,,.-a,..;,....-1y~w;1~ 

o.,..,,:qu,.,.,,:~.,,...., 
U¥ll4r:ir-_-, 1G; 

i ! i 
i i i . . i 

I 
i 

Parcel @ = 916.365 Acres 

Parcel @ = 24 200 Acres 

Tola/ Area : 940.565 Acres 

Plan of Land to be Conveyed by the 

Seneca County Indus.trial Development Agency 
to the 

Seneca Depot, LLC 
Sm1a1e on !he ~leSleny ,:cie cf Ne,r Y,lfk Stit!8 RD'.Jle 96 

i11Pans Mi;t1s,yLGts ea . 75, 7C. Br 82 11/h~ 
Town of Romulus , Counly of Sen eca , Stato ol New Yo," 

:::~:':~"~ .... 
l.,c tn u ot L-i !'wov,,.,, 

Scale. , • "' JOO' 
(I :i,x, iD'J m;' ~ --=-

,.,.,,,. .... r,, 1J 'C.UO, 
f.t.,.A- (l ll}!1U-CO,, I 

/ot, lla.(D..: 1;.R,.I 
~...,,.,.• l'.U, Hr. 

~ --"'-.. "-''· 
C:: <1,...•JJ.Nlf 





SITE PLAN 
SCALE: 1"' = 100' -0" 

WARNING 

IT IS A I/IOlATION OF SECTION 7209, SUBOMS10N 2, OF THE 
NEW YORK 5rATE EDUCATION lAW FOR Nff PERSON, OlllER 
TJW4 WHOSE SEAL. APPEARS ON THIS DRAWING, TO Al.ITR IN 
l#r WAY >N rTEM ON ll-11S DRAWING. IF m rrEM IS 
ALTERED, THE AI.TERtlG ENGINEER SHALL ,'EFIX TO THE ITEM 
HIS SEAi.. mo THE NOTATION -ALTERED er FOLlOWED BY HIS 
SIGNATURE mo THE DATE OF SUCH ALTERATION, mo A 
SPECIF1C DESCRIPTION OF THE Al...iERATIDN. 

DRAWN BY: ____IM__ l-+-----1--------------------l 

PRO. ENG.: ____IM__ l-+---;--------------------1 

... 

~ .1.ttcffiormick itngineering P.C. 

294 Susie Road 
Geneva, New York 14456 (585) 721- 7219 

JOB No. 18-119 

PHASI: 1 SUMMARY 

1. CONST,tUCTION OF STORMWA~Jt MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (POND AND INFILTRATION TRENCH 
WITH IUPPlAP CHl!CK DAMS 

2. CONSTRUCTION OF UTILITll!:S (WATE,t, SEWl!R, GAS, l!Ll!CTRIC, FIBER OPTICS) 

3, CONSTRUCTION OF PAVl!D AND GRAVEL AltEAS FOR PARKING AND SITE TRAFFIC 
(APPROXIMATELY 215,500 SF) 

4. CONSTRUCTION OF GALVANIZING PLANT ('81600 SF) 

6, CONSTRUCTION OF OFFIC!S (6,000 SF) 

----- INFILTRATION BASINS WITH RIP RAP CHECK DAMS 

ACCESS DRIVEWAY 1 
CONCRETE 

YARD AREA (SITE TRAFFIC AND PARKING) 
INITIALLY COMPACTED GRAVEL ULTIMATELY THE YARD WILL BE 
PAVED WITH CONCRETE 

UNDERGROUND UTILITY 
~---- ELECTRIC 

ACCES S DRIVEWAY 2 
CONCRETE 

- --- ~ci-~~~ BUILDING (EXI STING) 

~ --- LOW PRESSURE SEWER SYSTEM 

~--- WATER MAIN 

Seneca Dairy Systems 
Manufacturering Facility 

Former Seneca Army Depot 
(T) ROMULUS, SENECA CO., NEW YORK Scale: 

"5 NOTED 

SITE SKETCH 
PHASE 1 

Date: 04/19 DG, C-1.0 
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WARNING 

rr IS A VIOLATION OF SECllON 7209, SUBOMSION 2, OF iHE 
NEW YORK STATE EDUCATION LAW FOR N-« PERSON, OTHER 
TlWI WHOSE SEAL APPEARS ON iHIS DRAWING, TO ALTER IN 
#lY WAY N-l ITEM ON iHIS DRAWING. IF N-l ITEM IS 
ALTERED, THE ALTERNG D-IGINEER SHALL AfFIX TO rnE ITEM 
HIS SEAL mo iHE NOTATION .ALTERED BY" FOL1.0Wm BY HIS 
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@ !le C!Jormick ff ngineering P .C. 
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PHASE 2 SUMMAftY 

1, CONS'rltUCTION OF PAVED AND Glt.AVEL AA.US FOft PAftKING AND Sill! TltAFFIC 
(APPftOXIMATI!LY 170,000 SF) 

2 , CONSTRUCTION OF 90,000 SF AD DITION CONSISTING OF TWO 30,000 SF MILU VieLD FACILITll!S 
AND E ITHEft A 301000 SF WAREHOUSE AllEA OR AN ADDITIONAL 30,000 SF MIUWl!LD FACILITY 

3. ADDITIONAL UTILITY CONSTRUCTION AS NECl!!:SSARY 

ACCE SS DRIVEWAY 1 
CONCRETE 

ACCE SS DRIVEWAY 2 
CONCRETE 

Seneca Dairy Systems 
Manufacturering !Facility 

Form er Seneca Army Depot 
(T) ROMULUS, SENECA CO., NEW YORK 
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PHASE 2 

Scale: 
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Full Environmental Assessment Form 
Part 1 - Project and Setting 

Instructions for Completing Part 1 

Part 1 is to be completed by the applicant or prnject sponsor. Responses become part of the application for approval or funding, 
are subject to public review, and may be subject to further verification. 

Complete Part 1 based on infonnation currently available. If additional research or investigation would be needed to fully respond to 
any item, please answer as thoroughly as possible based on current information; indicate whether missing infonnation does not exist, 
or is not reasonably available to the sponsor; and, when possible, generally describe work or studies which would be necessary to 
update or fully develop that infom1ation. 

Applicants/sponsors must complete all items in Sections A & B. In Sections C, D & E, most items contain an initial question that 
must be answered either "Yes" or "No". If the answer to the initial question is "Yes", complete the sub-questions that follow. If the 
answer to the initial question is "No", proceed to the next question. Section Fallows the project sponsor to identify and attach any 
additional infonnation. Section G requires the name and signature of the applicant or project sponsor to verify that the infonnation 
contained in Pait lis accurate and complete. 

A. Project and Applicant/Sponsor Information. 

Name of Action or Project: 
Seneca Dairy Systems Agricultural Manufacturing Facility 

Project Location (describe, and attach a general location map): 
Southwest corner of West Romulus Road and Fayette Road, on the former Seneca Army Depot, in the Town of Romulus, New York, 14588 

Brief Description of Proposed Action (include purpose or need): 
Seneca Dairy Systems LLC ("SOS") proposes to redevelop a portion of an ap~roximately 75 acre parcel of land bounded on the north by West Romulus 
Road ("Parcel") located on the former Seneca Armr1; Depo ("SEDA" or "Depot ') in the Town of Romulus ("Town"), in Seneca County, New York. The 
redevelo,Rment entails revitalizing a portion of the arcel by constructin~ and o&erating the Seneca Dairy Systems Agricultural Manufacturing Facility 
("Project), a state-of-the-art galvanizing mill and related operations to a low S S to expand existing operations and meet Trowing demand for the 
company s products. The Project will result in the development of afeproximatel(i 18 acres of the Parcel and will be sited a the southwest corner of West 
Romulus Road and Fayette Road ("Site"). The Project wi ll be competed in mul iple phases over approximately ten years. 

Name of Applicant/Sponsor: Telephone: 315 246 1515 

Earl Martin 
E-Mail: emartin@senecadairysystems.com 

Address: 3236 Hoster Rd 

City/PO: Seneca Falls state: New York I Zip Code: 13148 

Project Contact (if not same as sponsor; give name and title/role): Telephone: 

E-Mail: 

Address: 

City/PO: State: I Zip Code: 

Property Owner (if not same as sponsor): Telephone: 

E-Mail: 

Address: 

City/PO: State: I Zip Code: 
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B. Government Approvals 

B. Government Approvals, Funding, or Sponsorship. ("Funding" includes grants, loans, tax relief, and any other fom1s of financial 
assistance.) 

Government Entity If Yes: Identify Agency and Approval(s) Application Date 
Required (Actual or projected) 

a. CityCounsel, TownBoard , liZIYesDNo Romulus Town Board Rezoning June 2019 

or Village Board of Tmstees 

b. City, Town or Village liZIYesDNo Romulus Planning Board Special Use Permit 
June 2019 

Planning Board or Commission 

c. City, Town or liZIYesONo Romulus ZBA Possible Area Variance TBD 

Village Zoning Board of Appeals 

d. Other local agencies □YesliZINo 

e. County agencies oYesliZ)No 

f. Regional agencies □YesliZ)No 

g. State agencies liZIYesONo N r ;:,DEG Air Permit and potential ::;tream l t:S U 
Disturbance Permit for possible creek bank work 

h. Federal agencies □YesliZ)No 

I. Coastal Resources. 
i. Is the project site within a Coastal Area, or the waterfront area of a Designated Inland Waterway? DYesliZINo 

ii. Is the project site located in a community with an approved Local Waterfront Revitalization Program? DYesliZINo 
iii. Is the project site within a Coastal Erosion Hazard Area? DYesliZ)No 

C. Planning and Zoning 

C.1. Planning and zoning actions. 

Will administrative or legislative adoption, or amendment ofa plan, local law, ordinance, rule or regulation be the 0Yesli2]No 
only approval(s) which must be granted to enable the proposed action to proceed? 

• If Yes, complete sections C, F and G . 

• If No, proceed to question C.2 and complete all remaining sections and questions in Part l 

C.2. Adopted land use plans. 

a. Do any municipally- adopted (city, town, village or county) comprehensive land use plan(s) include the site li21Yes0No 
where the proposed action would be located? 

If Yes, does the comprehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site where the proposed action liZIYesDNo 
would be located? · 

b. Is the site of the proposed action within any local or regional special plarming district (for example: Greenway; □YesliZINo 
Brownfield Opportunity Area (BOA); designated State or Federal heritage area; watershed management plan; 
or other?) 

If Yes, identify the plan(s): 

c. Is the proposed action located wholly or partially within an area listed in an adopted municipal open space plan, DYesliZ)No 
or an adopted municipal farmland protection plan? 

If Yes, identify the plan(s): 
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C.3. Zoning 

a. Is the site of the proposed action located in a municipality with an adopted zoning law or ordinance. liZIYesONo 
If Yes, what is the zoning classification(s) including any applicable overlay district? 
The Parcel is within the following Town of Romulus Zoning Ordinance Zoning Districts: A-Agriculture; 1/W-lndustrial/Warehousing; WITE- Warehouse, 
lndust+iai,+raAspooaoo~e·:· . 

b. Is the use permitted or allowed by a special or conditional use permit? OYesliZINo 

c. Is a zoning change requested as part of the proposed action? liZIYesONo 
If Yes, 

• Wh t • th d • fi th •t ? Request rezoning of the Parcel to WITE to allow manufacturing & warehousing by special permit z. a 1s e propose new zonmg or e s1 e. 

C.4. Existing community services. 

a. In what school district is the project site located? Romulus Central School District 

b. What police or other public protection forces serve the project site? 

Area is suggorted b~ the Seneca County Sheriffs Degartment along with the NYS Police. 

c. Which fire protection and emergency medical services serve the project site? 
Romulus Fire De~artment and South Seneca Ambulance. Varick Fi re De~artment and Ovid Fire De~artment ~rovide Mutual Aide Assistance 

d. What parks serve the project site? 
Samoson State Park. 

D. Project Details 

D.1. Proposed and Potential Development 

a. What is the general nature of the proposed action ( e.g., residential, industrial, commercial, recreational; if mixed, include all 
components)? Agricultura l Manufacturing . 

b. a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? 75 acres 
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed? 18 acres 
c. Total acreage (proj ect site and any contiguous prope1iies) owned 

or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? 6800 acres 

c. Is the proposed action an expansion of an existing project or use? 0Yes0No 
i. If Yes, what is the approxiniate percentage of the proposed expansion and identify the units (e.g., acres, miles, housing units, 

square feet)? % Units: 

d. Is the proposed action a subdivision, or does it include a subdivision? 0Yes0No 
If Yes, 

i. Purpose or type of subdivision? (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial; if mixed, specify types) 

ii. Is a cluster/conservation layout proposed? OYes□No 
iii. Number of lots proposed? 
iv. Minimum and maximum proposed lot sizes? Minimum Maximum 

e. Will the proposed action be constructed in multiple phases? liZIYesONo 
i. If No, anticipated period of construction: -- months 

ii. If Yes: 

• Total number of phases anticipated 3 

• Anticipated commencement date of phase 1 (including demolition) ~ month 2019 year --
• Anticipated completion date of final phase DEC month ~ear 

• Generally describe connections or relationships among phases, including any contingencies where progress of one phase may 
determine timi~or duration of future phases: 

Refer to the attached detaile roject description. Generally, all pfiases of Ifie ProJecl are anl1c1pa!ea lo 6e complele w11fi1n !en years from commencement 
of the Proj-~ . 
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f. Does the project include new residential uses? 0Yesl?]No 
If Yes, show numbers of units proposed. 

One Fami ly Two Family Three Family Multiple Family (four or more) 

Initial Phase 
At completion 

of all phases 

g. Does the proposed action include new non-residential construction (including expansions)? l?]YesONo 
If Yes, 

i . Total number of structures 1 

ii. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure: 26' height; 200' width; and 1000· length 
iii. Approximate extent of building space to be heated or cooled: 220,000 square feet 

h. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that will result in the impoundment of any t?]YesONo 
liquids, such as creation of a water supply, reservoir, pond, lake, waste lagoon or other storage? 

If Yes, 
i. Purpose of the impoundment: Storm Water run off. 

ii. If a water impoundment, the principal source of the water: D Ground water D Surface water streams 00ther specify: 
Construction site run off and rainwater collection. 
iii. If other than water, identify the type of impounded/contained liquids and their source. 

iv. Approximate size of the proposed impoundment. Volume: 1.0 million gallons; surface area: .5 acres 
v. Dimensions of the proposed dam or impounding structure: 10· height; 1500' length 
vi. Construction method/materials for the proposed dam or impounding structure (e.g., earth fill , rock, wood, concrete): 
Partially clay lined banks with the main body below grade. There will be stone check dams, stone lined basins and grass wales 

D.2. Project Operations 

a. Does the proposed action include any excavation, mining, or dredging, during construction, operations, or both? 0Yes0No 
(Not including general site preparation, grading or installation of utilities or foundations where all excavated 
materials will remain onsite) 

If Yes: 
i . What is the purpose of the excavation or dredging? 

ii. How much material (including rock, earth, sediments, etc.) is proposed to be removed from the site? 

• Volume (specify tons or cubic yards): 

• Over what duration of time? 
iii. Describe nature and characteristics of materials to be excavated or dredged, and plans to use, manage or dispose of them. 

iv. Will there be onsite dewatering or processing of excavated materials? 0Yes0No 
If yes, describe. 

v. What is the total area to be dredged or excavated? acres 
vi. What is the maximum area to be worked at any one time? acres 

vii. What would be the maximum depth of excavation or dredging? feet 
viii. Will the excavation require blasting? 0Yes0No 
ix. Summarize site reclamation goals and plan: 

Excavated materials will be used for site grading . 

b. Would the proposed action cause or result in alteration of, increase or decrease in size of, or encroachment 0Yes0No 
into any existing wetland, waterbody, shoreline, beach or adjacent area? 

If Yes: 
i. Identify the wetland or waterbody which would be affected (by name, water index number, wetland map number or geographic 

description): The stormwater management S}'Stem will include a grass swale that wi ll discharge to Reeder Creek 
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ii. Describe how the proposed action would affect that waterbody or wetland, e.g. excavation, fill, placement of structures, or 
alteration of channels, banks and shorelines. Indicate ex1ent of activities, alterations and additions in square feet or acres: 

The s ite currently drains natura ll y to Reeder Creek. A series of Infiltration Basins and Stormwater Retention Pond will be used to 
collect and disQose of stormwater runoff from the develoQed site. The discharge from the develoQed site will be less than the existing 
condition. Minor bank work on Reeder Creek will be required for the swale outlet. This area of Reeder Creek was previously reshaped 
(straightened) by the Army. Based on these facts there would be no adverse affects on Reeder Creek. 

iii. Will the proposed action cause or result in disturbance to bottom sediments? 0Yesll2'.)No 
If Yes, describe: 

iv. Will the proposed action cause or result in the destruction or removal of aquatic vegetation? OYesliZ!No 
If Yes: 

• acres of aquatic vegetation proposed to be removed: 

• expected acreage of aquatic vegetation remaining after project completion: 

• purpose of proposed removal (e.g. beach clearing, invasive species control, boat access): 

• proposed method of plant removal : 

• if chemical/herbicide treatment will be used, specify product(s): 
v. Describe any proposed reclamation/mitigation following disturbance: 

Vegetative cover will be reestablished ui:2on final grading of the swale. If necessa,:y temi:2ora,:y ground cover will be established Qrior to final grading. 

c. Will the proposed action use, or create a new demand for water? liZ!Yes□No 
If Yes: 

i. Total anticipated water usage/demand per day: 2000 gallons/day 
ii. Will the proposed action obtain water from an existing public water supply? liZ!Yes □No 

If Yes: 
.. Name of district or service area: Seneca County Water District 1. Part of our water requirements wil l be collected rain water. 

• Does the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal? liZ!YesONo 

• Is the project site in the existing district? liZ!YesONo 

• Is expansion of the district needed? 0Yes0No 

• Do existing lines serve the project site? liZ!YesONo 
iii. Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to supply the project? OYesliZINo 
If Yes: 

• Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project: 

• Source( s) of supply for the district: Water comes from the Village of Waterloo Water Treatment Plant which is SUQQlied by Seneca Lake 
iv. Is a new water supply district or service area proposed to be fom1ed to serve the project site? D YesliZINo 

If, Yes: 

• Applicant/sponsor for new district: 

• Date application submitted or anticipated: 

• Proposed source(s) of supply for new district: 
v. If a public water supply will not be used, describe plans to provide water supply for the project: 

vi. If water supply will be from wells (public or private), what is the maximum pumping capacity: gallons/minute. 

d. Will the proposed action generate liquid wastes? 0Yes□No 
If Yes: 

i. Total anticipated liquid waste generation per day: 1500 gallons/day 
ii. Nature of liquid wastes to be generated ( e.g., sanitary wastewater, industrial; if combination, describe all components and 

approximate volumes or proportions of each): 
Sanita~ wastewater/sewage. This fac ili ty will not discharge any industrial wastewater streams to the sanita~ sewer system. 

iii. Will the proposed action use any existing public wastewater treatment facilities? 0Yes□No 
If Yes: 

• Name of wastewater treatment plant to be used: Romulus/Five Points Wastewater treatment plant 

• Name of district: Sewer District 2 

• Does the existing wastewater treatment plant have capacity to serve the project? 0Yes□No 
• Is the project site in the existing district? 0Yes□No 
• Is expansion of the district needed? OYesliZINo 
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• Do existing sewer lines se1ve the project site? i2]Yes0No 

• Will a line extension within an existing district be necessary to se1ve the project? 0Yesi2]No 
If Yes: 

• Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project: 
A sanitary sewer lateral will be reguired from the Project Site to the existing Sanitary Sewer System 

iv. Will a new wastewater (sewage) treatment district be fonned to se1ve the project site? 0Yesi2]No 
If Yes: 

• Applicant/sponsor for new district: 

• Date app lication submitted or anticipated: 

• What is the receiving water for the wastewater discharge? 
V. If public facilities will not be used, describe plans to provide wastewater treatment for the project, including specifying proposed 

receiving water (name and classification if surface discharge or describe subsurface disposal plans): 

vi. Describe any plans or designs to capture, recycle or reuse liquid waste: 

e. Will the proposed action disturb more than one acre and create stonnwater runoff, either from new point i2]Yes0No 
sources (i.e. ditches, pipes, swales, curbs, gutters or other concentrated flows of stonnwater) or non-point 
source (i.e. sheet flow) during construction or post construction? 

If Yes: 
i. How much impervious surface will the project create in relation to total size of project parcel? 

__ Square feet or ~ acres (impervious surface) 
__ Square feet or ~ acres (parcel size) 

ii. Describe types of new point sources.Stormwater runoff from the building roof(s) and parking/paved areas 

iii. Where will the stormwater runoff be directed (i.e. on-site stonnwater management facility/structures, adjacent properties, 
groundwater, on-site surface water or off-site surface waters)? 

Storm water discharges will be directed to on-site infi ltration basins (IBs). The IBs will flow through Ri,::> Ra,::> check dams and into a retention i::iond (RP) 
The RP will have a controled outlet which will release the water into grass swale that will flow into Reeder Creek watershed area. Refer to Attachment 

• Ifto surface waters identirJ1 receiving water bodies or wetlands: 
The on-site infiltration basin an stormwater pond will discharge to Reeder Creek. Post aevelopment a1scnarge rates will Be Below currenl 
d.iscJ:l.arno --'-~ 

~ 

• Will stonnwater runoff flow to adjacent properties? 0Yesi2]No 
iv. Does the proposed plan minimize impervious surfaces, use pervious materials or collect and re-use st01mwater? iZ!YesDNo 

f. Does the proposed action include, or will it use on-site, one or more sources of air emissions, including fuel i2]Yes0No 
combustion, waste incineration, or other processes or operations? 

IfYes, identify: 
i. Mobile sources during project operations (e.g., heavy equipment, fleet or delivery vehicles) 

Mate rial handling egui,::>ment, delivery vehicles, and during construction of the facility, hea'{Y egui,::>ment. 
ii. Stationary sources during construction (e.g., power generation, structural heating, batch plant, crushers) 

iii. Stationary sources during operations (e.g., process emissions, large boilers, electric generation) 
Process emissions and gas furnaces for facility heating. 

g. Will any air emission sources named in D.2.f (above), require a NY State Air Registration, Air Facility Pem1it, i2]Yes0No 
or Federal Clean Air Act Title IV or Title V Permit? 

If Yes: 
i. Is the project site located in an Air quality non-attainment area? (Area routinely or periodically fails to meet 0Yes0No 

ambient air quality standards for all or some parts of the year) 
ii. In addition to emissions as calculated in the application, the project will generate: 

• O Tons/year (short tons) of Carbon Dioxide (CO2) 

• O Tons/year (short tons) of Nitrous Oxide (N20) 

• O Tons/year (short tons) of Perfluorocarbons (PF Cs) 

• O Tons/year (short tons) of Sulfur Hexafluoride (SF6) 

• O Tons/year (short tons) of Carbon Dioxide equivalent ofHydroflourocarbons (HFCs) 

• 5 Tons/year (short tons) of Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs) 

Page 6 of 13 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 



h. Will the proposed action generate or emit methane (including, but not limited to, sewage treatment plants, 0Yesli2]No 
landfills, composting facilities)? 

If Yes: 
i. Estimate methane generation in tons/year (metric): 

ii. Describe any methane capture, control or elimination measures included in project design (e.g., combustion to generate heat or 
electricity, flaring): 

i. Will the proposed action result in the release of air pollutants from open-air operations or processes, such as 0Yesli2]No 
quarry or landfill operations? 

If Yes: Describe operations and nature of emissions ( e.g., diesel exhaust, rock paiiiculates/dust): 

j . Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels or generate substantial 0Yesli2]No 
new demand for transportation facilities or services? 

If Yes: 
i. When is the peak traffic expected (Check all that apply): □Morning D Evening □Weekend 
D Randomly between hours of to 

ii. For commercial activities only, projected number of truck trips/day and type (e.g., semi trailers and dump trucks): 

iii. Parking spaces: Existing Proposed Net increase/decrease 

iv. Does the proposed action include any shared use parking? 0Yes0No 
V. If the proposed action includes any modification of existing roads, creation of new roads or change in existing access, describe: 

vi. Are public/private transportation service(s) or facilities available within ½ mile of the proposed site? OYesONo 
vii Will the proposed action include access to public transportation or accommodations for use of hybrid, electric 0Yes0No 

or other alternative fueled vehicles? 
viii. Will the proposed action include plans for pedestrian or bicycle accommodations for c01mections to existing 0Yes0No 

pedestrian or bicycle routes? 

k. Will the proposed action (for commercial or industrial projects only) generate new or additional demand li2]Yes0No 
for energy? 

If Yes: 
i. Estimate annual electricity demand during operation of the proposed action: 
850,000 kw/h per year 

ii. Anticipated sources/suppliers of electricity for the project ( e.g., on-site combustion, on-site renewable, via grid/local utility, or 
other): 

NYSEG arid oower 
iii. Will the proposed action require a new, or an upgrade, to an existing substation? 0Yesli2]No 

I. Hours of operation. Answer all items which apply. 
i. During Construction: ii. During Operations: 

• Monday - Friday: 7am - 9[!m • Monday - Friday: 6:30am - 5:30pm 

• Saturday: 7am - 11 :30am • Saturday: 

• Sunday: • Sunday: 

• Holidays: • Holidays: 
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m. Will the proposed action produce noise that will exceed existing ambient noise levels during constrnction, 0Yes 0 No 
operation, or both? 

If yes: 
i. Provide details including sources, time of day and duration: 
Excavating the site and erecting the buildings will create slight increases in noise Monday - Friday from 7am - 5[1m 

No Increase in current noise levels is expected once construction is complete 
ii. Will the proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a noise barrier or screen? DYes0No 

Describe: The site is located a significant distance from the nearest i::1ub lic access i::1oint and is covered with forest & other sound deadening growth 

n. Will the proposed action have outdoor lighting? 0Yes0No 
If yes: 
i. Describe source(s), location(s), height offixture(s), direction/aim, and proximity to nearest occupied structures: 

Light at doorways and building i::1erimeter lights. All lights will be LED dark sky comi::1liant and will not cast light i::1ast i::1roi::1ertv lines. Additionally trees and 
other shrubbery will serve as barriers for additional screening of on-s ite lighting. 

ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a light barrier or screen? DYes0No 
Describe: 

o. Does the proposed action have the potential to produce odors for more than one hour per day? 0 Yes0No 
If Yes, describe possible sources, potential frequency and duration of odor emissions, and proximity to nearest 
occupied structures: 

p. Will the proposed action include any bulk storage of petroleum (combined capacity of over 1,100 gallons) 0Yes0No 
or chemical products 185 gallons in above ground storage or any amount in underground storage? 

If Yes: 
i. Product(s) to be stored 

ii. Volume(s) ___ per unit time (e.g., month, year) 
iii. Generally, describe the proposed storage facilities: 

q. Will the proposed action (commercial, industrial and recreational projects only) use pesticides (i.e., herbicides, □Yes 0No 
insecticides) during construction or operation? 

If Yes: 
i. Describe proposed treatment(s): 

ii. Will the proposed action use Integrated Pest Management Practices? D Yes 0No 
r. Will the proposed action (commercial or industrial projects only) involve or require the management or disposal 0 Yes □No 

of solid waste ( excluding hazardous materials)? 
If Yes: 

i. Describe any solid waste(s) to be generated during construction or operation of the facility : 

• Construction: 10 tons per Year (unit of time) 

• Operation: 20 tons per Year (unit of time) 
ii. Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of materials to avoid disposal as solid waste: 

• Construction: All construction debris wi ll be recycled to the max extent feasible . 

• Operation: All solid waste material will be [:!laced into dumi:1sters and sent to recycling centers where feasible . 

iii. Proposed disposal methods/facilities for solid waste generated on-site: 

• Construction: All construction debris will be recycled to the max extent feasible . Items that can not be recycled will be disi:1osed of at an 
approved solid waste landfill facility. 

• Operation: All solid waste material will be [:!laced into dumesters and sent to recycling centers where feasible. Items that can not be 
recycled will be disposed of at an approved solid waste landfill facility. 
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s. Does the proposed action include construction or modification of a solid waste management facility? 
If Yes: 

0Yes0 No 

1. Type of management or handling of waste proposed for the site ( e.g., recycling or transfer station, composting, landfill , or 

other disposal activities): --------------------------------------
u. Anticipated rate of disposal/processing: 

• _ _ _ _ Tons/month, if transfer or other non-combustion/thermal treatment, or 
• ____ Tons/hour, if combustion or thermal treatment 

iii. If landfill, anticipated site life: _ _ _____________ years 

t. Will the proposed action at the site involve the commercial generation, treatment, storage, or disposal of hazardous 0Yes0No 
waste? 

If Yes: 
i. Name(s) of all hazardous wastes or constituents to be generated, handled or managed at facility: _________ _ _ _ _ 

ii. Generally describe processes or activities involving hazardous wastes or constituents: ________________ _ 

iii. Specify amount to be handled or generated __ tons/month 
iv. Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of hazardous constituents: ____________ _ 

v. Will any hazardous wastes be disposed at an existing offsite hazardous waste facility? 0Yes0No 

If Yes: provide name and location of fac ility:------------------- -------------

If No: describe proposed management of any hazardous wastes which will not be sent to a hazardous waste faci lity: 

E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action 

E.1. Land uses on and surrounding the project site 

a. Existing land uses. 
i. Check all uses that occur on, adjoining and near the project site. 

D Urban 0 Industrial 0 Commercial D Residential (suburban) _ 0 Rural (non-farm) 
D Forest D Agriculture D Aquatic 0 Other (specify): Succes1onal Hardwood Area 

ii. If mix of uses, generally describe: 
This site is in close i:1roximi!Y to significant amounts of forests and has some agricultural land on i:1art of the site. Most of the area is rural with nearby 
Industrial and commercial zoned property. 

b. Land uses and covertypes on the project site. 

Land use or CmTent Acreage After Change 
Covertype Acreage Project Completion (Acres +/-) 

• Roads, buildings, and other paved or impervious 
surfaces 8.5 25.25 +16.75 

• Forested 0 0 0 

• Meadows, grasslands or brushlands (non-
agricultural, including abandoned agricultural) 

46.4 29.65 -16.75 

• Agricultural 
(includes active orchards, field, greenhouse etc.) 

0 0 0 

• Surface water features 
(lakes, ponds, streams, rivers, etc.) 

1.0 1.0 0 

• Wetlands (freshwater or tidal) 1.1 1.1 0 

• Non-vegetated (bare rock, earth or fill) 0 0 0 

• Other 
Describe : Successional Hardwood Areas 18 18 0 
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c. Is the project site presently used by members of the community for public recreation? 0 Yes0No 
i. IP{ es: explain: This is a secured area and is not OQen to the QUblic 

d. Are there any facilities serving children, the elderly, people with disabilities (e.g., schools, hospitals, licensed 0Yes0No 
day care centers, or group homes) within 1500 feet of the proj ect site? 

If Yes, 
i. Identify Facilities: 

e. Does the project site contain an existing dam? 0 Yes0No 
If Yes : 

i. Dimensions of the dam and impoundment: 

• Dam height: feet 

• Dam length: feet 

• Surface area: acres 

• Volume impounded: gallons OR acre-feet 

ii. Dam's existing hazard classification: 
iii. Provide date and summarize results oflast inspection: 

f. Has the project site ever been used as a municipal, commercial or industrial solid waste management faci lity, 0 Yes~No 
or does the project site adjoin property which is now, or was at one time, used as a solid waste management facility? 

If Yes: 
i. Has the facility been formally closed? OYesD No 

• If yes, cite sources/documentation: 

ii. Describe the location of the project site relative to the boundaries of the solid waste management facility : 

iii. Describe any development constraints due to the prior solid waste activities: 

g. Have hazardous wastes been generated, treated and/or disposed of at the site, or does the project site adj oin 0Yes0No 
property which is now or was at one time used to commercially treat, store and/or dispose of hazardous waste? 

If Yes: 
i. Describe waste~s) handled and waste man3;ement activities including 'Weproximate time when activities occurred: 

While SEAD 66 is loca ed to the East of Fayette Roa and the Project Sife, and purpo etfly stored certain chemicals, we have not specifically identified 
any haza~do11s rnate~ials or:i tt:le 8a~cel 

h. Potential contamination history. Has there been a reported spill at the proposed project site, or have any 0 Yes0No 
remedial actions been conducted at or adj acent to the proposed site? 

If Yes: 
i. Is any portion of the site listed on the NYSDEC Spills Incidents database or Environmental Site 0Yes0No 

Remediation database? Check all that apply: . 

D Yes - Spills Incidents database Provide DEC ID number(s): 
0 Yes - Environmental Site Remediation database Provide DEC ID number(s): 850006 See attached Project description 

D Neither database 

ii. If site has been subject ofRCRA corrective activities, describe control measures: 
An environmental easement is in place near the Site and restricts access to groundwater and other land uses until remedial actions have been taken. !he 
restriGtiGAs apply eRl'f te U1at peF11eR ef U1e 12aFeel east ef i;:ayetle Reai:J aR9-GG-f\G\-aWly-tG-tA~ee--attaGl=leG-4etailei:J-l2mjeGklesGFipt«r. 

iii. Is the project within 2000 feet of an6 site in the NYSDEC Environmental Site Remediation database? liZ!YesDNo 
If yes, provide DEC ID number(s): 8500 6 Entire Depot property is in database. Also see attached Project description. 

iv. If yes to (i), (ii) or (iii) above, describe current status of site(s) : 
The US Army has completed remedial actions on that portion of the Parcel east of Fayette Road in SEAD 66 within the Depot. 
any envfFeRFReRtal easeFReR!s#es!FielieRs. Please see atlaelleel PFejeel eleseFi · . 

The Site is not subject to 
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v. Is the project site subject to an institutional control limiting property uses? 0Yes&2'.!No 

• If yes, DEC site ID number: 

• Describe the type of institutional control ( e.g., deed restriction or easement): 

• Describe any use limitations: 

• Describe any engineering controls: 

• Will the project affect the institutional or engineering controls in place? 0Yes0No 

• Explain: 

E.2. Natural Resources On or Near Project Site 

a. What is the average depth to bedrock on the project site? 6 feet 

b. Are there bedrock outcroppings on the project site? 0Yesli2]No 
If Yes, what proportion of the site is comprised of bedrock outcroppings? % 

c. Predominant soil type(s) present on project site: Romulus Silty Clay Loam 12.47 % 
Darien Si lt Loam 0-3% slope 80.20 % 
Angola Silt Loam 0-3% slope 7.32 % 

d. What is the average depth to the water table on the project site? Average: 6' 6" feet 

e. Drainage status of project site soils:1!21 Well Drained: 40 % of site 
l!2] Moderately Well Drained: 38 % of site 
0 Poorly Drained 22 % of site 

f. Approximate proportion of proposed action site with slopes: l!2] 0-10%: _J_QQ_¾ of site 
0 10-15%: % of site 
D 15% or greater: --% of site 

g. Are there any unique geologic features on the project site? 0Yes~No 
If Yes, describe: 

h. Surface water features. 
i. Does any pmtion of the project site contain wetlands or other waterbodies (including streams, rivers, ~YesONo 

ponds or lakes)? 
ii. Do any wetlands or other waterbodies adjoin the project site? ~YesONo 

If Yes to either i or ii, continue. If No, skip to E.2.i. 

iii. Are any of the wetlands or waterbodies within or adjoining the project site regulated by any federal, ~Yes□No 
state or local agency? 

iv. For each identified regulated wetland and waterbody on the project site, provide the following information: 

• Streams: Name Reeder Creek Classification c 
• Lakes or Ponds: Name Classification 
• Wetlands: Name Finger Lakes Airport construction project offset Approximate Size 1.1 Acres 
• Wetland No. (if regulated by DEC) 

V. Are any of the above water bodies listed in the most recent compilation ofNYS water quality-impaired ~Yes □No 
waterbodies? 

If yes, name of impaired water body/bodies and basis for listing as impaired: 
Reeder Creek is listed as an impaired water body. 

i. Is the project site in a designated Floodway? 0Yesli2]No 

j . Is the project site in the 100-year Floodplain? 0Yesli2]No 

k. Is the project site in the 500-year Floodplain? 0Yesli2]No 

I. Is the project site located over, or immediately adjoining, a primary, principal or sole source aquifer? DY es li2'.IN o 
If Yes: 

i. Name of aquifer: 
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111 . Identify the Rredominant wildlife species that occupy or use the project site: 
See attached Project description 
Appena1x A for Flora & Fauna Report 

n. Does the project site contain a designated significant natural community? 0Yes0No 
If Yes: 

i. Describe the habitat/community (composition, function, and basis for designation): 

ii. Source(s) of description or evaluation: 
iii. Extent of community/habitat: 

• Currently: acres 

• Following completion of project as proposed: acres 

• Gain or loss (indicate + or-): acres 

o. Does project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by the federal government or NYS as 0Yes0No 
endangered or threatened, or does it contain any areas identified as habitat for an endangered or threatened species? 

If Yes: 
i. Species and listing ( endangered or threatened): 

See attached Project description, Appendix H for Flora & Fauna Report 

p. Does the project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by NYS as rare, or as a species of 0Yes0No 
special concern? 

If Yes: 
i. Species and listing: 

See attached Project description, Appendix H for Flora & Fauna Report 

q. Is the project site or adjoining area currently used for hunting, trapping, fishing or shell fishing? 0Yes0No 
If yes, give a brief description of how the proposed action may affect that use: 

E.3. Designated Public Resources On or Near Project Site 

a. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in a designated agricultural district certified pursuant to 0Yes0No 
Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and 304? 

If Yes, provide county plus district name/number: 

b. Are agricultural lands consisting of highly productive soils present? 0Yes0No 
i. If Yes: acreage(s) on project site? 

ii. Source(s) of soil rating(s ): 

c. Does the project site contain all or part of, or is it substantially contiguous to, a registered National 0Yes0No 
Natural Landmark? 

If Yes: 
i. Nature of the natural landmark: D Biological Community D Geological Feature 
ii. Provide brief description of landmark, including values behind designation and approximate size/extent: 

d. Is the project site located in or does it adjoin a state listed Critical Environmental Area? 0Yes0No 
If Yes: 

i. CEA name: 
ii. Basis for designation: 

iii. Designating agency and date: 
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: e; poes ili.eproject si.~e ooiitafr1i ods itsctbsf¥.-t!atlf coiltigtioµs to~ a-buil~i_ng~ archae6Jogi~l site; or c!istrkt O Y ~:t{o . 
whi¢h is listed on the Naijot1al or St.ate Register of Historic Places, or that has :been determined by _the Corntt1issfoner of the NY$ 

_ _ Qffic~ _of:f>;uks, Recreaticm anc(Ris,torfo ,Pre.se(Vat(on to be eligib)~ f(lr)is_ting ortJhe S~ate1leg1ster,ofHistoric Piaces? 
• 'IfYes: 

' :t, Natllr~ of histo~i9/archae6iogical resource: DA.rcll~eqlogic,al Site OHist9.ifo Building or pi~tri.cl.: 
. i{N~n1,e: . . _ ..... _. _ .. . . _ , _ __ . _ _ - . __ 

. iii, Bi-iefdescriptionO(attdbu,tes on which listing is based: 

L 1s the project sit¢; otany portion of it; lociit~4 in or adj;icent to an\ire~ 'designated as· sensitiy~fo( ,, 
archaeolcigicai sites on the NY State Histo~ioPresefyatiori:Office ,(SHPQ)'ar9h~eologicafsite ifiyeritbry? 

- . .. --··· . . ·.· . . :·_. -

i, Haye a:dditfot,-~l ar~hc\~togi~1µ oi- hlstork si e(s/~r rc~011r9es li(:en ideJ1t!fi~d on tqe project sjte?' 
. lfYes:-

fDe~cribepcissible fesource(s): ii.'Basisfor identificiitfort: . --- -------------~-~-~~--~~--~--~---
·._ .. - -- .. · .. , . 

•· h, Is t~e prciJeot site witlun th'.es_mi_les -of ,iny offiq!illly designat~ 11nd·pu~Iicl_y _acc_~ssib~e feder,al; statfl, orloc~i . ll!Yes_DNo 
, , scenic or aesth~tic resourqe?, 
lfYes! 
. i. Identify fesource: Sampson State Park . _. . .. ____ . -. . _- __ __ __ . . . . . . __ . . . . . ___ ._._ _ . ____ .. _ _. 
Ji, Nat;ure q(, otbasi~fo,r; de~ignatil)n ~ e,g;, established hig~W9<Y overlook; _state or Joc11I park, state h;stork.trail 9r scenic byway; 

etc.): Sa{Tip_sop~t<1lE: park y.,a~_ prev,~usy a Na1a1 B_as.~ and wcis repurposed as ~ S?te Park. _ _ _ 

iri; Dist~nqe behvee,I). £i'Ojectand resource: 2:2.111iles. 
i. ls the. projectsite located within a designated river corridor- unde,r the Wild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers . -0 Y, es0No ·pr6griun 6NYCRR666? . - . . - .. - -- - -- ·--- - ... - . . ..... 
IfYes: - . . 

i, Identify the liam.eofthe river and i.ts designation:---~----__,,,-.,...,,,;""""'--~~~==~------'---
ii . .Is the activity consistent wjth develop~eni restricti<>.ris contained irt-~CRR P~it 666? QYes □No 

, 

F, Additional Information 
Attachariy addition~l lnformatio11 which may be ~eeded to cI~ify your project. 

If you have identified any adverse impacts whic:h co1,1ld be as~ociated wfih your pmposal', plea~e describe tb.ose impacts plu.$ any 
measures whjch yo1{ propose tQ avoid Qr '.mihlmfze them: - . . 

G. Verification. 
I certify iliatthe infonnation provided is true to_ the best of iny !mow ledge. 

Date 5/1/2019-
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Woodward-Clyde Cl 
Engineering & sciences applied lo lhe ea<1h & ils environmenl 

December 5, 1997 

Stephen Absolom-
BRAC Environmental Coordinator 
Directorate of Engineering and Housing 
Seneca Army Depot Activty (SEDA) 
Romulus, NY 14541-500 I 

Subject: Re~ponses lo EPA comme11/s mui revised C'ERFA Tables I and 2a 

Dear Mr. Absolom: 

In accordance with your request to respond to comments from the EPA on the Seneca Army 
Depot Activity, New York, Draft Final Environmental Baseline Survey Report dated October 
JO, 1996, Woodward-Clyde has enclosed the following: 

• Responses to EPA Comments: one hard copy and one copy on diskette; 

• Revised CERF A Table l: one hard copy and one copy on diskette; and 

• Revised CERFA-Table 2a: one hard copy and one copy on diskette . 

Hard copies of the responses and tables have also been provided to the BRAC 95 Program 
personnel listed below. No revisions to CERF A Table 2b were required at this time. Please 
note that the parcel _categories are in accordance with the DOD BRAC 95 guidance. 

As always, it has been a pleasure working ~ith you and your stall' at Seneca Army Depot 
Activity. If you have any questions, please contact me at (206) 343 -7933. 

Very tnity·yours, 

£?~~~~~. 
Project Manage:8 

Attachments 

cc: Randy Battaglia, GPM, USACE 
Mike Nelson, USACE, Seattle District 

Woodward-Clyde Federal Services • A subsidiary of Woodward-Clyde Group. Inc. 
Stanford Place 3, Suite 1200 • 4582 South Ulster Street • Denver. Colorado 80237 
303-740-2600 • Fax 303-740·2705 H IBRAC\EPAC-LET D0C15 -0EC,\>71DEI, 
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Woodward-Clyde fiif 
Engineering & sciooces applied 10 lho earth & 11s environment 

March 11, 1997 

Mr. Steve Absolom 
BRAC Environmental Coordinator 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Seneca Army Depot, Bldg. 115, Route 96 
Romulus, NY 14541 

Subject: Final Environmental Baseline St1rvey and CERFA Letter Reports for 
Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 

Dear Mr. Absolom: 

In accordance wjth the contract for the U.S. Army Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) 95 Program, 
Woodward-Clyde has enclosed the following: 

• Final EBS Report: seven hard copies and one set of diskelles; and 

• Final CERFA Letter Report: one hard copy of the letter, seven hard copies of the 
accompanying tables, _a nd one diskette. 

A copy of the Final BBS Report has also been provided to BRAC 95 Program personnel listed below. The 
Final EBS and CERFA Letter Reports should be forwarded by the BRAC Environmental Coordinator (BEC) 
to the regulators for review as per the attached guidelines. 

If you have any questions, please contact me at (206) 343-7933. 

Very truly yours, 

~. 
keoffrey C. Compe 
~roject Manager 

Attachment 

GCC:msj 

cc: Final BBS Report only 

• Randy Battaglia, GPM, USACB (including one set of diskettes) 
• Mike Nelson, USACE, Seattle District 
• Pete Cunanan, U.S. Army Materiel Command 
.• Glen Boldt, USAEC 
• Don Conlon, USACE, Mobile District (2 hard copies) 
• Robin Mills, DAIM-BO 

Woodward-Clyde Federal Servtce ■ • A subsidiary of Woooward-Clyde Group, Inc. 
Stanford Place 3, Suite 1200 • 4582 South Ulster Street • Denver, Colorado 80237 
303-740·2600 • Fax 303-740-2705 

8RAC '95\SENECA'FINL-t.TA.OOC\l l•MAR·97 
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FINAL 
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Prepared for 
U.S. Army Corps ofEngineers 
New York District 
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March 12, 1997 

~ Woodward-Clyde w, 

Woodwafd..Clyde Federal Services 
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FINAL 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The Seneca Army Depot Activity, located in Romulus, New York, has been selected for closure 

under the 1995 Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) process. The purpose of this 

Environmental Baseline Survey (EBS) is to classify discrete areas of real property associated 

with the Seneca Army Depot Activity, subject to transfer or lease, into one of the seven standard 

environmental condition of property area types as defined by Community Environmental 

Response Facilitation Act (CERF A) guidance and the Department of Defense (DOD) BRAC 

Cleanup Plan (BCP) Guidebook (DOD 1993). This is achieved by identifying, characterizing, 

and documenting the obviousness of the presence or likely presence of a release or threatened 

release of hazardous substances or petrpleum products associated with the historical and current 

use of the Seneca Anny Depot Activity. Releases at properties adjacent to the Seneca Army 

Depot Activity that could affect the environmental condition of the installation property are also · · 

identified, characterized, and documented, Additionally, areas containing or suspected of 

containing non-Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act 

(CERCLA) contamin_ation substances (e.g., asbestos-containing material, lead-based paint) that 

may limit or preclude the transfer or lease of the property for unrestricted use are delineated 

separately as qualified. 

The seven standard environmental condition of property area types (categories) are presented in 
Section l.3. Areas that are designated as Category 1, 2, 3, or 4 are suitable for transfer or lease, 

subject to consideration of the qualifiers. Areas that are currently designated as Category 5, 6, or 

7 are not suitable for transfer. 

The real property evaluated under this investigation of the Seneca Army Depot Activity consists 

of three geographic areas· that together encompass approximately 10,634 acres, all of which were 

identified as BRAC property, subject to transfer or lease. 

The Seneca Army Depot Activity was established in 1941 as a munitions and general purpose 

storage depot. In addition, the Seneca Anny Depot Activity mission has included the 

demilitarization and destruction of munitions. Although the munitions currently stored at the 

Seneca Army Depot Activity are conventional, from the 1950s to 1993 the Seneca Army Depot 

Activity mission included the storage and maintenance of special weapons. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY · 

To prepare the_ EBS report, Woodward-Clyde reviewed existing installation docwnents; federal, 

state, and local government records; and aerial photographs. A site visit was conducted that 

included visual inspections of the property and surrounding properties, and employee interviews. 

Additionally, reasonably obtainable federal, state, and local government records for adjacent 

properties were reviewed. No sampling activities were associated with this EBS. 

The infom1ation provided in this Final EBS Report is current as of July 1996; h?wev~r, 

comments received from. ~lation personnel and the regulatory community on the Draft and . . 
Dr~ Final EBS Reports have been incorporated, as appropriate. 

The survey and parcelization of the Seneca Army Depot Activity identified 113 BRAC parcels 

based on the environmental condition of the property. Table 5-la and Figure 5-1 present the 

BRAC parcels and corresponding categorizations. Of the approximately 10,634 acres identified 

for transfer or lease, 8,689.27 acres are designated as Categories 1 through 4, as shown in the 

BRAC Acreage Summary Table. The remaining 1,944.73 acres of BRAC property are 

designated as Categories 5 through 7. Additionally, 1,804.58 acres of the categorized parcels 

were designated qualified for asbestos-containing material (ACM), lead-based paint (LBP), 

polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), radon, unexploded ordnance (UXO) and/or ordnance 

fragments, and/or radionuclides. Table. 5-1 band Figure 5-1 present the qualified parcels. 

21.33 
1.75 

BRACACREAGESUMMARYTABLE 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTMTY, NEW YORK 

3.20 18.13 
U2 0.43 

2.1 
0 

0 
0 

201.05 117.60 89.45 0.61 89.19 
1,724.83 

12.85 
10,634.00 

137.86 
12.76 

8,829.42 

1,586.97 
0.09 

1,804.58 

1,244.72 341 .39 
0 0 0 

0.38 1,303.24 438.00 

Note: Acreage figures arc approximate; they have been ca.lculaled using AutoCad Release 12. 
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SECTION ONE INTRODUCTION 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

The Environmental Baseline Survey (EBS) report for the Seneca Anny Depot Activity was 

prepared by Woodward-Clyde Federal Services (Woodward-Clyde) for the U.S. Army Corps of 

Engineers (USACE) under Contract No. DACA67-95-D-l 00 l, Delivery Order No. 0010. This 

section describes the purpose and scope of the work condµcted in preparing the U.S. Army Base 

Realignment and Closure (BRAC) 95 EBS repo~. 

The information provided in this Final EBS Report is current as of July 1996; however, 

comments received from installation personnel and the regulatory community have been 

incorporated, as appropriate. The comments and corresponding responses have been compiled in . 

a Comment Response Package that is included as Appendix A. 

1.1 BRAC PROGRAM OVERVJEW 

Prior to the late 1980s, base closure was a time-consuming and inconsistent process. The 

Secretary of Defense, in cooperation.with Congress, proposed a base closure law to create a 

process to close bases and bring base infrastructure in line with force structure. Public Law (PL) . 
100-526, enacted in 1988, created the Commission on Base Realignment and Closure. The law 

charged the Com.nussion with recommending installations for closure or realignment based on an 

independent study of the domestic military base structure. 

The closure process was refined in PL 101-510, in which Congress creat~ the Defense Base 

Closure and Realignment Commission. The process identified installations based on eight 

criteria, including four military value criteria; savings and return-on-investment; and the 

economic and environmental impacts of closure. The Commission met in 1991, 1993, and·l995, 

and its recommendations are currently being implemented by the Department of Defense (DOD). 

The BRAC environmental restoration program is similar to DOD's Installation Restoration 

Program (IRP), but it has been expanded to include non-Comprehensive Environmental 

Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA) contamination substances that are not 

normally addressed under the IRP, including asbestos-containing material (ACM), lead-based 
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paint (LBP), polychJorinated biphenyls (PCBs), radon, unexploded ordnance (UXO) and/or 

ordnam;:e fragments, radionuclides, and pesticides (biocides). 

The Community Environmental R~sponse Facilitation Act (CERF A) (PL 102-426) was enacted 

in 1992 and amends Section 120 of CERCLA. CERF A directs federaJ agencies to evaluate all 

base closure and reaJignment property to identify uncontaminated parcels, and aJlows the transfer 

or lease of remediated parcels when the successful operation of an approved remedy has been 

demonstrated. The CERF A identification process considers hazardous substances a'.nd petroleum 

products. 

1.2 PURPOSE AND SCOPE OF ENVIRONMENTAL BASELINE s·uRVEY 

The BRAC 95 environmental restoration program for the Seneca Army Depot Activity was 

. initiated by conducting an EB·s. The EBS included the review of existing installation 

environmental documents; federaJ, state, and local government records; and aeriaJ photographs. 

A site visit, which included visuaJ inspections of site facilities and adjacent properties, and 

interviews with current and fonner employees were aJso conducted. Additionally, reasonably 

obtainable federaJ, state, and local government records for adjacent properties were reviewed. 

The EBS report describes the environmental condition of the property and will be used to support 

determination of the suitability to transfer or lease. 

The purpose of the EBS is to classify discrete areas at the Seneca Army Depot Activity into one 

of seven standard ·environ.mental condition of property area types as defined by CERF A guidance 

and the.DOD BRAC Cleanup Plan (BCP) Guidebook (DOD 1993). This is achieved by: 

1-2 

• Identifying, characterizing, and documenting the obviousness of the presence or 

likely presence of a release or threatened release of a hazardous substance or 

petroleum product associated with the historicaJ and current use of the Seneca 

Army Depot Activity. 

• Identifying, characterizing, and documenting the obviousness of the presence or 

likely presence of a release or threatened release of a hazardous substance or 
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petroleum product from an adjacent property that is likely to cause or contribute 

to contamination at the Seneca Army Depot Activity. 

No sampling or analysis activities were conducted during this survey. 

1.3 DEFINITIONS 

The following definitions are used in this report: 

• BRAC property: The installation real property that is subject to transfer or lease. 

Real property includes land and rights in land, ground improvements, utility 

distribution systems, pipes or pipelines, buildings, and other structures located on 

the property and affixed to the land. 

• Adjacent properties: Those properties, on or off the installation, contiguous to 

or nearby the boundaries being surveyed that are likely to cause or contribute to 

contamination and affect the results of the EBS or the classification of the BRAC 

property into standard environmental condition of property area types. 

• BRAC parcel: An area of BRAC property that can be segregated from its 

surrounding areas based on the environmental condition of the area. 

• Hazardous substances: Substances listed in 40 Code of Federal Regulations 

(CFR) 302.4, CERCLA Hazardous Substance Table. ·' 

• Petroleum: Any petroleum product or its derivatives, including aviation fuel and 

motor oil. 

• Environmental condition of property area type: Any of the seven standard 

environmental condition of property area types (categories) as defined in the 

CERF A guidance and the DOD BCP Guidebook (DOD 1993) and presented in 

Table 1-1. 
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Table 1~1 
ENVIRO~NTAL CONDITION OF PROPERTY DEFINITIONS 

Areas where no storage for one year or longer, release, or disposal of hazardous substances or 
petroleum products has occurred (including no migration of these substances from adjacent 
properties). Additionally, includes areas where no evidence exists for the release, disposal, or 
migration of hazardous substances or petroleum products; however, the area has been used to 
store less than reportable quantities of hazardous substances (40 CFR 302.4) or 600 or fewer 
gallons of petroleum products. 

Areas where only storage of hazardous substances in amounts exceeding their reportable 
quantity or petroleum products exc.eeding 600 gallons has occurred, but no release, disposal, 
or migration has occurred. 

l~ft¾i%~~£1*-Wi.UfilWl¾WJJtit1mf@il!~T.~~ggf£~lt¾J~Jf\fj%'1!f~"W~ 4lWIJ 
Areas where storage, release, disposal, or migration of hazardous substances or petroleum 
products has occurred, but at concentrations that do not require a removal or remedial action. 

~~¥:~liiiit'f~ftttiiff.1~1¥:!W:J¾lll!?tfl~i{Bj~~Wflffll¥liThtJ.:~%t~it~~~y~t~ .. ? -iJii~i; 
Areas where storage, release, disposal, or migration of hazardous substances or petroleum 
products has occurred, and all removal or remedial actions to protect human health and the 
environment have been taken. 

Areas where storage, release, disposal, or migration of hazardous substances or petroleum 
products has occurred, and removal or remedial actions are underw~y, but all required actions 
have not yet been implemented. 

Areas where storage, release, disposal, or migration of hazardous substances or petroleum 
products has occurred, but required removal or remedial actions have not yet been initiated. 

Areas that are licit evaluated or require additional evaluation. 

• Suitable for transfer: BRAC parcels that are designated as Category 1, 2, 3, or 4 

are suitable for transfer or lease, subject to consideration of the non-CERCLA 

qualifiers. 

• Not suitable for transfer: BRAC parcels that are currently designated as 

Category 5, 6, or 7 are not suitable for transfer. 

• Reserve enclave: An area of the installation real property that will be retained by 

DOD. In the case of the Seneca Army Depot Activity, this property was 

characterized as part of the BBS. 
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• Parcel labels: Each BRAC parcel has been given a number to which appropriate 

descriptive labels are attached. Tue numbers consist of a unique parcel 

identification number and an environmental condition of the property category 

number. The labels consist of a designation describing the type of contamination 

or storage, if applicable. The following designations are used to indicate the type 

of contamination or storage present in a parcel. · 

PS = Petroleum storage 

PR = Petroleum release or disposal 

HS = Haz.ardous substance storage 

HR= Hazardous substance release or disposal 

Examples of this identification system follow: 

- 2(1) indicates that the second BRAC parcel is designated as a Category 

1 parcel. 

- 12(3)HR indicates that the twelfth BRAC parcel is designated as 

Category 3 because of a documented hazardous substance release, but 

the concentrations do not warrant remediation. 

• . Qualified parcels: Areas containing or suspected of containing non-CERCLA 

contamination substances that may limit or preclude the transfer or lease of the 

property for unrestricted use. These parcels are delineated separately and labeled 

with the letter "Q" for "qualified." Qualified parcels overlay all environmental 

condition of the property categories (i.e., Categories 1 through 7). Tue qualified 

parcel labels are identified with the following designator, as applicable: 

A 
L 
p 

= 
= 
= 

Asbestos-containing material (ACM) 
Lead-based paint (LBP) 
Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) 
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Radon 
Unexploded ordnance (UXO) and/or ordnance fragments 
Radionuclides 

For all parcels, "(P)" is used to indicate that the presence of a contaminant is possible, but that 

data are unavailable for verification. 

For example, the fifth BRAC parcel with the presence of ACM and the possible presence of LBP 

would be labeled 5Q-A/L(P). 

1.4 LIMITATIONS 

The conclusions presented in this BBS report are based on information that was reasonably 

available from the designated installation contacts and other public sources at the time the EBS 

was conducted. In addition, information obtained from intexviews has been assumed to be 

correct and complete unless contradictory information was obtained through other so·urces. 

A representative number of buildings was visually inspected during the BBS field investigation 

conducted from November 13 through December 12, 1995. A 100 percent visual inspection of 

all buildings was not practical because of the size of the installation and the number of buildings. 

Buildings were grouped by "like usage and design" ( e.g., storage igloos, warehouses, housing 

units), and a random sample of approximately 10 percent of these buildings was visually 

inspected. , Similarly, a 100 percent visual survey of all undeveloped areas could not be 

accomplished. Obvious disturbed areas, areas revealed to be suspect through aerial photograph 

analysis, and areas identified as being suspect during intexviews were visually inspected, as well 

as a representative sampling of other areas. Visual inspections were not conducted in areas that 

posed a health and safety risk to the field team ( e.g., areas of reported ammunition disposal). 

1.5 GENERAL GEOGRAPHIC AND ENVIRONMENTAL SETTINGS 

1.5.1 Demographics 

According to the 1990 Census, 33,683 persons lived in Seneca County, New.York. This figure 

indicates that the population has decreased by 50 people since the 1980 census. Just under half 
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of the county's population reside in one of five villages - Interlaken, Lodi, Ovid, Waterloo, and 

Seneca Falls - with the latter two villages having the largest population. The towns nearest to 

the Seneca Anny Depot Activity -. Varick, Romulus, Ovid, and Covert - have populations of 

approximately 2,200 people each (STV/Lyon 1990). 

1.5.2 Physical Setting 

The Seneca Anny Depot Activity, an active military facility, is located near Romulus, New 

York, approximately 40 miles south of Lake Ontario. The site is at ·an elevation of approximately 

600 feet above mean sea level (MSL) in an uplands area forming a divide between Cayuga Lake 

to the east and Seneca Lake to the west, two of the New York Finger Lakes. Most of the 

surrounding area is characterized by sparsely populated fannlands. Adjacent to the facility on 

the east is New York State Highway 96 and on th~. west is New York State Highway 96A 

(Parsons Engineering Science 1995a). A map of the installation is presented in Figure 1-1. 

1.5.3 Climatology 

The area around the Seneca Army Depot Activity is characterized as cool, with an average 

January temperature of 23°F and a July average temperature of 69°F. During the summer, and 

parts of the spring and fall, wide temperature differences between daytime highs and nighttime 

· lows occur. Precipitation is fairly evenly distributed throughout the year, averaging about three 

inches a month. A significant amount of winter precipitation is provided by nearbr Sene_ca Lake, 

Cayuga Lake, and Lake. Ontario, which also help moderate the local climate. Annual snowfall 

averages about 60 inches. Wind directions are most commonly westerly and west-southwesterly. 

Although wind velocities are generally moderate, there are many days during winter months 

when winds are sufficient to cause blowing and drifting snow (Engineering Science 1994c). 

1.5.4 Hydrology 

Eight drainages draw the surface water from the Seneca Army Depot Activity in two general 

directions. Ditches and streams carry the surface water from the southern portion of the 

installation into Indian and Silver Creeks, which flow into Seneca Lake just south of the airfield. 

Kendaia Creek, which flows into Seneca Lake near the Lake Housing Area, drains the 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 
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administration and central areas of the depot. Reeder Creek, which also flows into Seneca Lake, 

drains the northeaste~ and north-central portions of the Seneca Army Depot Activity. Kendig 

Creek drains the northeastern portion of the depot, including the area known as the Duck Ponds. 

1nis creek flows north into the. Cayuga-Seneca Canal, which flows to Cayuga Lake (U.S. Anny 

Toxic and Hazardous Materials Agency (USATHMAJ 1980; Engineering Science 1994c). 

1.5.5 Geology and Soils 

Underlying the general area is a broad north-to-south trending series of rock terraces mantled by 

glacial till. The region· is part of the Appalachian Plateau and is underlain by a tectonically 

undisturbed sequence of Paleozoic shales, sandstones, conglomerates, limestones, and 

dolostones. ?ne vicinity of the Seneca Army Depot Activity is characterized by Devonian rocks 

of the H~lton group that are monoclinally folded and dip gently to the south. No evidence of 

faulting or folding is present. A 600- to 1,500-foot thick sequence of limestones, calcareous 

shales, siltstones, and sandstones characterize the Hamilton group (Parsons Engineering Science 

1995a). 

Four formations have been identified within the Hamilton group and, from oldest to youngest, 

they are: the Marcellus, Skaneateles, Ludlowville, and Moscow Formations. Moscow 

Formation rocks are generally located under the eastern portion of the Seneca Army Depot 

Activity, while the western portion. is located in the older Ludlowville Formation. Both of these 

_. . formations are typified by gray, calcareous shales and mudstones and thin limestones with 

numerous horizons of invertebrate fossils. The Skaneateles and Marcellus Formations are black 

and dark gray fossiliferous shales (Parsons Engineering Science 1995a). 

Wisconsin event glacial till deposits overlay the Hamilton Formation shales. The Seneca Army 

Depot Activity is located on the western edge of a large glacial till plain. Although locally 

variable, the till is characterized by horizons of unsorted silt, day, sand, and minor gravel. The 

thickness of these till deposits is variable across the Seneca Army Depot Activity and generally 

ranges from 1 to 15 foet, although in some locations the till is more than 30 feet thick. The till is 

thin, and bedrock is exposed or within three feet of the swface in some locations of the central 

and eastern portions of the Seneca Army Depot Activity (Parsons Engineering Science 199'.sa). 
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Soil associations found on the Seneca Army Depot Activity include the Darien-Angola 

Association that covers the main part of the installation and the Honeoye-Lima Association that 

is found mainly at the Lake Housing Area. The Darien-Angola Association is characterized by· 

deep to moderately deep, somewhat poorly drained soils that have a silty clay loam and clay 

loam subsoil. Honeoye-Lima Association soils are deep, well drained soils that have a heavy 

silt-loam to heavy loam subsoil (Parsons Engineering Science 1995a). 

1.5.6 Hydrogeology 

Within Seneca County, four distinct hydrogeologic units have been identified: two distinct shale 

formations, a series of limestone units, and unconsolidated glacial drift. Groundwater in the 

county is minimally acceptable for use as potable water because it is very hard. About 95 

percent of the groundwater wells in Seneca County are used for domestic or agricultural purposes 

and about five percent are used for commercial, industrial, or municipal purposes. Seneca Falls 

and Waterloo, the two largest communities in the county, both use surface water as municipal 

supplies, specifically Cayuga Lake and the Seneca River, respectively. Ovid and Interlaken 

villages both use groundwater for public supplies. Ovid, which is located about five miles south 

of the Seneca Army Depot Activity, obtains water from two shallow, gravel-packed wells located 

within a quarter-mile of the center of the village. Interlaken is located about 11 miles south of 

the Seneca Anny Depot Activity and its primary water supply is from a well located about 1.5 

miles northeast of the village center. Two wells located about 1.5 miles southwest of the village 

ar~. used for backup (Parsons Engineering Science 1995a). 

Three geologic units are used to produce water for both domestic and agricultural purposes. 

These units are a bedrock aquifer of predominantly shale, an overburden deposit that includes the 

glacial till, and a deep aquifer within beds of limestone. Because it is between 100 and 700 feet 

deep, the limestone source is the least used of the three for water supply. The shale aquifer is the 

most common source with the glacial till aquifer being intermediate (Parsons Engineering 

Science 1995a). 
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Water flow in the unconsolidated glacial till deposits aquifer would be expected to trend in a 

direction consistent with the ground surface elevations. There is information suggesting that 

there is a groundwater divide about halfway between Lake Cayuga and Seneca Lake. Seneca 

Anny Depot Activity is located on the western slope of this diV~jlnd groundwater would, 

therefore, be expected to flow toward Seneca Lake to the west (Parsons Engineering Science 

1995a). 
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2.0 SOURCES OF INFORMATION 

The EBS investigation meets the requirements of CERCLA (1980) Section 120(h), as amended 

by CERF A and implemented by DOD. This section describes the sources of infonnation that 

were used to support the detennination of the environmental condition of the Seneca Anny 

Depot Activity property. 

2.1 IN.ST ALLA TION/BRAC PROPERTY 

Relevant information and documents that were used to conduct the Seneca Anny Depot Activity 

EBS are identified in the following sections. This infonnation includes environmental studies; 

federal, state, and local regulatory records; interviews of installation personnel; and visual 

inspections within an approximately one-mile distance from the installation. 

2:1.1 Existing Documents 

Existing documents were reviewed to evaluate the environmental conditions at the Seneca Army 

Depot Activity. The 23 documents presented in Table 2-1 are the primary documents used in the 

preparation of this EBS report. Each document has a document identification number, which is 

referenced in the CERFA map tables (Table 5-la and 5-lb) in Section Five. These documents 

are the primary source of evidence for the resulting environmental condition of property area 

categorization. A complete list of references is included in Section Six. 

Table 2-1 
· PRIMARY DOCUMENTS 

Solid Wasre Management 
Classification Study, Seneca Army 
Depot, Romulus, New York 

nsral/ation Assessment of Seneca 
rmy Depot Activity, Report No. 157 

Engineering Science, Inc. 

U.S. Anny Toxic and 
Hazardous Materials Agency 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 
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Update of the Inifial Installation 
ssessment of Seneca Army Depot, 
ew York (Draft Final) 

USATHAMA Update of the Initial 
Installation Assessment of Seneca 

rmy Depot, New York (Final) 
Community Relations Plan, Seneca 

rmy Depot, Romulus, New York 
(Draft) 
Generic installation Remedial 
nvestigation/Feasibility Study (RJIFS) 

Work Plan, Seneca Army Depot 
ctivity, Romulus, New York 
ir Pollution Emission Statement/or 

Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 
(Final Report) 
Spill Prevention Control and 
Countermeasure Plan Including 
Installation Spill Contingency Plan/or 
Seneca Army Depot, Romulus, New 
York 
Phase II AnalyticaVEnvironmental 

ssessment Report 
Phase I Analysis of Existing 
Facilities/Environmental Assessment 
Report 
Seneca Army Depot Activity Base 
Realignment and Closure 199 5 
Implementation Plan 
Investigation and Evaluation of 
Underground Storage Tanks 
Future Development Master Plan/or 
Seneca Army Depot, Romulus, New 
York 
Atmy Relative Risk Site Evaluation 
Scoring, Oefense Site Environmental 
Restoration Tracking System 
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Table 2-1 
(Continued) 

Environmental Science and 
Engineering, Inc. 

Enviro'nmental Science and 
Engineering, Inc. 

U.S. Army Toxic and 
Hazardous Materials Agency 

Parsons Engineering Science, 
Inc. 

U.S. Army Environmental 
Center 

Campbell Design Group 

Lyon-Associates, Inc. 

Lyon Associates, Inc. 

Headquarters, Seneca Army 
Depot Activity 

U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers 
STY/Lyon Associates 

Unknown 

SOURCES OF INFORMATION 

August 1988 4 

July 1991 5 

August 1995 6 

September 7 
. 1994 

March 1993 8 

October 1981 9 

July 1984 10 

July 199? 11 

September 12 
1989 

October 1990 13 

December 14 
1995 
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Table 2-1 
(Continued) 

Radioactive Materials Radiological Assistance 
Decommissioning Survey, Seneca Team, Seneca Anny Depot 
!Army Depot Activity Activity 
Expanded Site Inspection Report, Engineering Science, Inc. 
Seven Areas of Concern, Seneca Army 
Depot, Romulus, New York 
Expanded Site Inspection Report, Engineering Science, Inc. 
Three Areas of Concern, Seneca Army 
Depot, Romulus, New York 
Expanded Site Inspection Report, 
Eight Moderately Low Priority Areas 
of Concern, Seneca Army Depot, 
Romulus, New York 
Expanded Sile Inspection Report, 
Seven Low Priority Areas of Concern, 
Seneca Army Depot, Romulus, New 
York 

Engineering 'Science, Inc. 

Engineering Science, Inc. 

Spills List, January 1991 to November Seneca Anny Depot Activity 
7, 1995 
Registered Petroleum Storage Tanks Seneca Army Depot Activity 

Inventory of Military Real Property as Seneca Army Depot Activity 
of October 19, 1995· 
Asbestos Management Plan · Seneca Army Depot Activity 

July 1993 

May 1995 

June 1995 

April 1995 

April 1995 

November 
1995 

November 
1996 

October 1995 

Unknown 

Additional documents collected fall into these genera:1 categories: 

• Open burning grounds investigations 

• Ash landfill investigations 

• Groundwater sampling results (various locations) 

• Non-CERCLA issues 
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2.1.2 Federal, State, and Local Government Regulatory Records 

A search of federal, state, and local records pertaining to the Seneca Anny Depot Activity and a 

search of reasonably obtainable records of adjacent (within a two-mile radius) properties was 

perfonned. In addition, a search of the environmental databases listed in Table 2-2 was 

conducted. 
'. 

2-4 

Table 2-2 
ENVIRONMENTAL DATABASES 

National Priorities List 
(NPL) 

Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, 
Compensation and Liability 
lnfonnation System 
(CERCLIS) 
Emergency Response 
Notification System 
(ERNS) 

Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act (RCRA) 
Facilities Database 
Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Information 
System (RCRJS) 

Facility Index System 
(FINDS) 

State Priorities List 

The NFL lists Superfund sites, which are sites that are determined 
by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to pose an 
immediate public health hazard requiring immediate cleanup 
response. 
The EPA CERCLIS database contains infonnation on CERCLA 
sites, and is updated periodically. 

EPA maintains ERNS, which is a repository for information on 
hazardous spills nationwide. This information is based on reports 
filed by local agencies (e.g., municipal fire;police, or 
environmental departments), county agencies, state entities, and 
federal agencies (e.g., U.S. Coast Guard, National Response 
Center, and EPA). 
Facilities listed in this EPA database are RCRA facilities for which 
a Corrective Action has been issued to address waste handling 
problems. 
This database contains information on all RCRA facilities. The 
facility types include: large quantity generators; small quantity 
generators; conditionally exempt facilities; transporter facilities; 
and treabnent, storage, and disposal (TSD) facilities. Large 
quantity generators generate over 1,000 kilograms (kg) hazardous 
waste/month, or greater than I kg acutely hazardous waste as 
defined by RCRA. Small quantity generators generate more than 
100 and less than 1,000 kg of hazardous waste during any calendar 
month. 
EPA references any facility or event that has been issued an EPA 
identification nwnber; the EPA program office that issued the 
identification number is also listed. These listings do not 
necessarily reflect releases. 
This state of New York database contains sites considered to be 
actually or potentially contaminated and presenting a possible 
threat to human health and the environment. 
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:.-:['.;:/'.;, DATABASE-... ·· ·•,;-;.~· 
New York State Hazardous 
Waste Sites and Landfills 
Database 
New York State Registered 
Underground Storage 
Tanks (USTs) Database 
New York State Leaking 
Underground Storage 
Tanks (LUSTs) Database 

Table 2-2 
(Continued) 

:?·:·:~~.-·.:.~::.~:t~_.:.:~ .. .}=~~~.'.(.J_/:1::~~-~~t-~;~¾'--·coNTENTS.\ .. :~:·.-::-.~•L· ~-: ~;. ~<.-~::r:t/"1-~{- ·\·;;?{ .. ~ 

This state of New York database contains state-designated 
hazardous waste cleanup sites and landfills within a one-mile 
radius of the Seneca Atmy Depot Activity. 
This database contains infonnation and all known and registered 
USTs in the state of New York, and is updated periodically. 

This database contains infom1ation on USTs reported to the state 
of New York as leaking. 

The complete database search report, including a map indicating locations of sites identified 

below, is provided in Appendix B. These searches produced infonnation related to NPL status, 

spills, LUSTs, cleanup records, RCRA, CERC1:,IS, and air emissions. The database search has 

identified the following infonnation: 

• The Seneca Anny Depot Activity is a federal Superfund site (NPL). 

• It is listed on CERCLIS and EPA FINDS. 

• It has had RCRA violations and corrective actions imposed. 

• It has reported spill incidents and LUSTs. 

• It is on the state cleanup list. 

• It operates hazardous waste treatment, storage and disposal facilities. 

• It is a hazardous waste generator. 

• It has a pennit to discharge waste water. 

• It produces regulated air emissions, 

• It operates a public drinking water system. 

• It utilizes aboveground and underground storage tanks. 
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The database search revealed that the spills listed in Appendix B have occurred at the Seneca 

Army Depot Activity and have been reported to the New York State Department of 

Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC). Table 2-3 (following Section Two) presents spill 

information based on the database search and installation records. It represents the most up-to­

date information available on historic spills at the Seneca Army Depot Activity. 

The only spill reported from the ERNS database search was a 3,000-gallon fuel oil spill that 

occurred on October 5, 1987. 
. ...... 

The database search revealed that the LUSTs listed in Appendix B are located at the Seneca 

Army Depot Activity and have been reported to NYSDEC. Table 2-4 (following Section Two) 

presents LUST information based on the database search and installation records. It represents 

the most up-to-date list of LUSTs currently or formerly at the Seneca Army Depot Activity. 

State cleanup records indicate that a remedial action is pending at an open dump site at the 

Seneca Army Depot Activity (Ash Landfill Operating Unit [OU]). The actual status of this OU, 

however, is that the contaminated soils have been remediated as of June 1995 and the 

groundwater mitigation control remedy has not been selected. 

The database search revealed that the Seneca Army Depot Activity is listed as a RCRA large 

quantity generator of wastes and as a storage and treatment facility (N_Y0213820830). This 

database also shows the LORAN-C facility as a large quantity generator of wastes 

(NY6690331404). The RCRA compliance history for the Seneca Army Depot Activity and 

LORAN-C shows no Class One violations. However, there are outstanding compliance issues 

related to closure and post-closure requirements for the RCRA TSD facilities. 

CERCLIS records indicate that five operable units are currently under remedial investigation. 

The database search also indicated that the Seneca Army Depot Activity is in compliance with 

air emissions permit requirements. 
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2.1.2.1 Permits and Permit Applications 

The following permit and permit information is maintained by the Seneca Army Depot Activity: 

• Information concerning USTs and aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) was 

identified in a list provided by the Seneca Army Depot Activity and is included as 

Appendix C. The information in thi~ table includes the building location of the 

tank; the New York State registration number (SRN); the EPA registration 

number, if registered; capacity in gallons; product stored; type (AST or UST); 

location (inside or outside); year installed; and servise status. 

• National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit NY0021296 

covers both operational sewage treatment plants located at Buildings 4 and 715 

(USA TIIMA 1980). 

• The Seneca Army Depot Activity was approved for Part A, Interim Status as a 

· hazardous waste treatment, storage, and disposal facility (TSDF) in 1980. Part B 

Fihal Status TSDF was applied for in November 1986 (STY/Lyon Associates 

1990). 

• DA Authorization A31-60-01 for storage of radioactive calibration and check 

sources for uranium-235, americium-241, and krypton-85 stored in Buildings 321 

and 806 (USATHMA 1980). 

• Memorandum regarding authorization for open pit detonation, SDSSE-HE (200-

lc) (Absolom n.d.). 

• Letter regarding discharge criteria for ash landfill (NYSDEC 1995a). 

• Permit application for Part 60 SWM Facility for landspreading sewage tream:ient 

plant sludge (NYSDEC 1993c). 

• Part 373 perm.it application for hazardous waste management facilities (Seneca 

Army Deport Activity 1991). 

Senec, Anny Cepot Activtty, New York 
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2.1.2.2 

• Air permits that cover 22 registered point sources (13 active, 9 inactive) at the 

Seneca Army Depot Activity are listed in Table 2-5 (Seneca Army Depot 

Activity, List of Air Penni ts). 

00117 
01172 117 
00121 121 
00319 319 
00323 323 
00367 367 
00612 612 
0709B 709 
0801B 801 
00813 813 
02073 2073 
03 J'Zl 317 
03172 317 
3181 318 

03601 360 
03602 360 
03603 360 
03604 360 
07181 718 
07182 718 
07183 718 

Table 2-5 
AIR PERMITS 

4/1/97 
4/1/97 

4/15/98 
4/15/98 
4/1/97 

Pending renewal 
4/1/97 
4/1/97 
4/1/97 

Unknown 
Pending renewal 

4/1/97 
4/1/97 
4/1/97 
4/1/97 
4/1/97 
4/1/97 
4/1/97 
4/l/97 
4/1/97 
4/1/97 

lns12ection Regorts and Enforcement Actions 

Ventilation Active 
Ventilation Inactive 

Smoke Active 
Smoke Active 

Ventilation Active 
Smoke Active 

Ventilation Active 
Smoke Inactive 
Smoke Active 

Ventilation Active 
Ventilation Active 
Ventilation Active 
Ventilation Active 
Ventilation lnactive 
Ventilation Active 
Ventilation Inactive 
Ventilation Inactive 
Ventilation Inactive 

Smoke Inactive 
Smoke Inactive 
Smoke Inactive 

The following inspection reports were foWld on file at the Seneca Anny Depot Activity: 

• 

2-8 

Federal Facility Agreement Under CERCLA Section 120, between EPA Region 

II, the Department of the Army, and NYSDEC, January 1993 (EPA, Region II et 
. . 

al. 1993) 
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• Environmental Compliance Assessment System Review for the Seneca Army 

Depot Activity, U.S. Army Materiel Command (USAMC), April 11 -15, 1994 

(USAMC 1994) 

• Tank Test Results for 1992, 1994, and 1995, Environmental Products and 

Services (Environmental Products and Services, Inc. n.d.) 

• Investigation and Evaluation of Underground Storage Tanks, USA CE, Huntsville 

Division, September 1989 (U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers 1989) 

• Radioactive Materials Decommissioning Sw-vey, Radiological Assistance Team 

(Radiological Assistance Team, Seneca Army Depot Activity 1993). 

• Innovative Wetlands Wastewater Treatment Project Sampling and Analysis 

Report, Lozier Laboratories, Inc. (Lozier 1982) 

• Memorandum Regarding LBP testing in Buildings 211-A and 234-D and the Lake 

Housing Area (Seneca Army Depot Activity 1993) 

• Pesticide Monitoring Swvey evaluating pesticide distribution in selected 

components of the environment at Seneca Army Depot Activity by the U.S. Anny 

Environmental Hygiene Agency (USAEHA) (USAEHA n.d.) 

• Inspection report of registered pesticide applicator by the NYSDEC (NYSDEC 

1991) 

• NYSDEC Annual Inspection Reports from March and October 1993, and October 

1994 (NYSDEC 1993a, 1993b, 1994b) 

Seneca Anny Depot Actlvlty, New York 
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• Inspection report on 60,000-gallon fuel oil tank (SRN 187) from the National 

Association of Corrosion Engineers (National Association of Corrosion Engineers 

1994) 

• A water systems operation report from the NYSDEC (NYSDEC 1995b) 

2.1.3 Aerial Photographs 

The Environmental Photographic Interpretation Center (EPIC) conducted an imagery analysis of 

aerial photographs of the Seneca Anny Depot (EPIC n.d.). The year of the analysis is not stated 

in the report but the photographs used dated from 1954, 1963, 1969, and 1981. This analysis 

found two areas that warranted in-depth discussion. Area A is a large demolition ground (Open 

Burning/Open Demolition Grounds), and Area Bis reP,orted to cover most of the potentially 

hazardous activities and sites at the depot. Area B is located in the east-central part of the depot 

and it includes. the South Admin area, the IPE area, and the former popping plant (Building S-

311) and surrounding area. 

Aerial photograph analysis was conducted as part of the EBS field investigation for the Seneca 

Anny Depot. A member of the EBS field team was given access to the filing room in the 

Engineering Office (Building 123). All available historical aerial photographs were reviewed for 

evidence of past activities that may have involved excavations, dumping areas, or any 

unexplained disturbance on the ground. The results of the aerial photograph review were then 

compared to the results of the records review, interviews, visual inspections, and the analysis of 

the rumored sites. 

2.1.4 Existing Property Maps 

Exis.ting ·property maps were utilized to assist in identifying past usage and practices at the· 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity that may have contributed to environmental degradation or 

concerns. Property maps were also used to determine current physical conditions of the 

installation and to focus on areas where there may have been concerns regarding past or current 

waste management practices. A digital base map was provided by the Seneca Army Depot 
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Activity Environmental Office and was used in preparing the CERF A map included with this 

report. 

2.1.5 Interviews 

To facilitate the. review of the installation's environmental history and practices, interviews of 

current and former employees involved in operations were conducted. To ensure the interview 

process was thorough, standardized interview forms were created and utilized. A sample 

interview form is presented in Appendix D. 

2.1.6 Visual Inspections 

As required by CERCLA 120(h)(4)(A)(iv) and (v) and DOD guidance, a visual inspection of the 

real property and properties immediately adjacent to the property was conducted and is addressed 

in this EBS report. On-site visual inspections of the installation property and adjacent properties 

were conducted by the EBS field team during the period of November 13 to December 12, 1995. 

Visual inspections col?ducted by the field team included grounds, buildings, structures, and 

equipment. Inspection methods included visual inspections from automobiles and surveys 

conducted during site walks. To ensure the visual inspections were thorough, standardized visual 

inspection forms were created and utilized. A sample visual inspection form is presented in 

Appendix E. 

The visual inspection of every building and all undeveloped areas was not possible during the 

site visit. In areas where there were collections of like buildings with the same use (e.g., storage 

igloos), a random 10 percent sample was inspected. Areas of possible contamination or areas 

that were reported in interviews as being suspect were inspected unless doing so posed a health 

and safety risk to the surveyors. Table 2-6 lists the facilities that were visually inspected. 

Numerous open areas without buildings were also inspected but are not listed in the table. 
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Table 2~6 
VISUAL INSPECTIONS CONDUCTED AT 
THE SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTIVITY 

%~Wt¥'.fif.t\t~g1ww~~lliMi@ @l\jW,%@MWf§.f'.tWlM1i!J.f#¥}UfiS;T~~T{~'\fi~~UkO.:l~~W~f ltMW®¥Mf.f~1~~~[;1.@W¥ 
Lake Housing Area 2404, 2408, 2409, 2410, 2411, 2441, 2502, 2509, 2518, S2415,S2423, S2453, 

S2456,S2470, S2475,S2485 

South Depot Area 
North Dep9t Area 
Elliot Acres Housing Area 

Coast Guard Area 

Special Weapons Area 

Airfield Area 

Main Depot Area 

Main Depot Storage Igloos 

Warehouse Area 
IPEArea 

103,113,116,117,118,124,127,128,131,133,135,138,146 
708,717,718,719,721,729,742,744,747 

212,223,225,228,234 

L(?RAN_ C and grounds 
803,810,813,815,816,819 
Range,SheetRange,2301,2302,2303,2304,2305,2306,2308, 2310,2314; 2315 

102,301, 304,516,606, 1593, 2204, Sl02, T-307 

A213, A306, A402, AS08, A607, A610, A703, A806, A903, A907, Al 003, Al IOI, 
B509, B601, B703, B801, B811, B902, C107, C203, C309, C402, CSI0, C603, 
C705, C801, C910, DI 11, D206, 0212, 0310, D404, D405, 0507, D61 I, D612, 
D704, D.811, El07, E203, E313, E410, E508, E704, E708, E81 l, E805 
Tank Fann, 323, 324, 333, 346, 356, 374 

DRMO Yard, 312, 317, 319,320,321, 360, 372 

Visual inspections of adjacent properties were performed primarily by automobile surveys and 

observations from advantageous points. This was supplemented with occasional pedestrian 

surveys of areas that presented a ready access. The Seneca Army Depot Activity is mainly 

surrounded by agricultural land: The town of Willard is situated about one mile southeast of the 

southeast comer of the depot, and Romulus is located adjacent to the eastern border of the 

installation near its center. 

2.1.7 Title Documents 

CERCLA 120(h)(4)(A)(ii) and DOD guidance require a review of the "recorded chain of title 

documents regarding the real property." For the BBS, tract maps and title and transfer 

documents were reviewed to identify the prior property owners at the time of transfer to the U.S. 

Army. The purpose of this review was to collect additional information concerning the prior use 

and environmental condition of the property at the time of transfer to the U.S. Army. Previous 

ownership and the dates of transfer are presented in Appendix F. Copies of the deeds relating to 

these land transfers are on file at Woodward-Clyde and are available upon request. 
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118 9204312 
330 9306000 

Unknown 8801942 
Unknown 9100783 

367 9310872 
2305 9411405 
319 9402630 
129 9402116 

Open Burning 9400993 
Grounds 

2305 9011429 
718 8910830 

2438 921 3269 
Open Detonation 9213247 

Grounds 
Unknown 92101 55 

2073 9209232 
331 9208729 
747 9207312 

Airfield 9210155 
C509 9206638 
357 9108201 
307 9100990 

Airfield 9100721 
Parking Lot 9502235 

2134 9413197 
LORAN-C 9306216 

357 90041 70 

EE9SJ&SO/FINL-TI3.DOC 3/11197/BRACISO/EBS 

Table2-3 
SPILL LIST 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTMTY, NEW YORK 

Diesel 2 gallons 7/15/92 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 24(3)PS/PR/HS 
Hazardous 5 gallons 8/16/93 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 13(3)HS/HR 
Unknown Unknown 6/1/88 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete Unknown Location 
PCB Oil Unknown 7/19/89 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete Unknown Location 

Non-hazardous 6 ounces 12/6/93 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 80(6)PS/HR 
Non-PCB Oil . 2 gallons 11/26/94 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 8(4)PS/PR 
No. 6 Fuel Oil 40 gallons 5/23/94 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 50(5)PS/PR/HR(P) 

Diesel 15 gallons 5/12/94 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 29(3)PS/PR 
Unknown 530 pounds 4/13/94 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 104(6)PR/HS/HR 

No. 2 Fuel Oil 25 gallons 1/22/91 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete I 8(4)PS/PR 
No. 6 Fuel Oil 3,000 gallons 10/5/87 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete I I01(6)PS/PR/HS/HR 

136(4)PR 
Sewage 500 gallons 2/25/93 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 129(3)HR 
Diesel 80 gallons 3/1/93 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 104(6)PR/HS/HR 

Non-PCB Oil 30 gallons 11/30/92 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete Unknown Location 
No. 2 Fuel Oil 15 gallons 11/9/92 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 57( 6)PS/PR/HR 

Hazardous 3 gallons 10/28/92 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 14(3)HS/HR 
No. 2 Fuel Oil 10 gallons 9/23/92 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 100(6)PS/PR/HS/HR 

Non-Hazardous 30 gallons 11/30/92 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 2(1) 
Waste Oil Unknown 9/8/92 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 132(3)PRIHR(P) 
Hazardous 5 gallons 10/30/91 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 131(3)PS/PR/HS/HR 
Hazardous 45 gallons 4/23/91 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 19(3)HS/HR 

Jet Fuel 18 gallons 4/17/91 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 56(6)PR 
Non-PCB Oil 5 gallons 5/23/95 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete Unknown Location 

Diesel 100 gallons 1/4/95 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete l 04(6)PR/HS/HR 
Diesel Unknown 8/21/91 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 44(3)PR/HR 

Hazardous 5 gallons 7/13/90 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 131 (3)PS/PR/HS/HR 
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357 9200908 Hazardous 
718 9313511 Hazardous 
357 9200414 Hazardous 
349 8904332 Unknown 
349 8604874 No. 6 Fuel Oil 

Airfield 9112997 Jet Fuel 
323 9112897 Hazardous 
319 9111882 No. 6 Fuel Oil 
349 9109685 Non-PCB Oil 

EE9ll8S0/'FIM.•T2l DOC 3/111117/llRAC/SD/EDS 

l gallons 
3 ounces 
2 gallons 
Unknown 
5 gallons 
15 gallons 
3 gallons 

30 gallons 
5 gallons 

Table2-3 
(Continued) 

4/23/92 
2/17/94 
4/10/92 
7/31/89 
10/30/86 
3/23/92 · 
3/18/92 
2/19/92 
12/10/91 

--

Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 131(3)PS/PR/HS/HR 
Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 131(3)PS/PR/HS/HR 
Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 10 I (6)PS/PR/HS/HR 
Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 131 (3)PS/PMIS/HR 
Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 130(3)PR/HR(P). 
Case Closed/Cleanup Complete l30(3)PRIHR(P) 
Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 56(6)PR 
Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 17(3)HS/HR 
Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 50(5)PS/PR/HR(P) 
Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 130(3)PR/HR(P) 
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7 10 
806 
2 12 
2452 

Open Detonation 
Grounds 

S-3 11 
138 
319 

2310 
Unknown 

2305 
752 
807 

Unknown 
2079 
357 
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Table2-4 
LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS 

SENECA ARMY DE~OT ACTMTY, NEW YORK 

.,.:g;:~;;;:;;;~r:;i§R~SIG· 
{40ENmlfilCAffill 

Jii:t:?'Mti~.M~§~'11!i: 
8907242 No. 2 Fuel Oil Unknown 10/20/89 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 
8907722 No. 2 Fuel Oil Unknown l 1/1/89 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 
8910053 No. 2 Fuel Oil Unknown 1/19/90 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 
9204266 No. 2 Fuel Oil Unknown 7/14/92 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 
9400104 No. 2 Fuel Oil 100 gallons 4/4/94 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 

9307284 No. 2 Fuel Oil 20 gallons 9/15/93 Case Open 
9209672 No. 2 Fuel Oil 1900 gallons 11/19/92 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 
9402630 Gasoline 40 gallons 5/23/94 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 
9402116 Jet Fuel Unknown 9/22/88 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 
9400993 Gasoline Unknown 12/8/87 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 
901 1429 No. 2 Fuel Oil Unknown 11/16/87 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 
9207220 No. 2 Fuel Oil 7 gallons 9/22/92 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 
9412037 Gasoline 7 gallons 9/10/91 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 
8706958 No. 2 Fuel Oil 3 gallons 12/8/94 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 
9307375 No. 6 Fuel Oil . Unknown 9/17/93 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 
8708149 No. 2 Fuel Oil 75 gallons 12/19/87 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 

37(4)PS/PR 
98(6)PS/PR/HS/HR 
135(4)PS/PR 
133(4)PS/PR 
104(6)PR/HS/HR 

82(6)PS/PR/HS/HR 
52(5)PR 
50(5)PS/PR/HR(P) 
6(4)PS/PR 
Unknown Location 
8(4)PS/PR 
134(4)PS/PR 
98(6)PS/PR/HS/HR 
Unknown Location 
57(6)PS/PR/HR 
131(3)PS/PR/HS/HR 





FINAL 

SECTIONTHREE PROPERTY CHARACTERIZATION 

3.0 PROPERTY CHARACTERIZATION 

This section presents an overview of past and current operations at the Seneca Anny Depot 

Activity and a discussion of potential environmental contamination associated with these 

oper~tions. It provides a description of the installation facilities and addresses past and current 

waste management practices at the Seneca Army Depot Activity. 

3.1 PROPERTY OVERVIEW 

Historic land uses of the Seneca Army Depot Activity have been documented in reports prepared 

by the USACE and its subcontractors. Infonnation was collected through record searches, 

interviews, and map and aerial :photographs reyiews. In addition, this section contains ~ general 

description of each facility within the installation as described through existing documentation or 

site visits. 

3.2 INSTALLATION HISTORY AND MISSION 

The Seneca Anny Depot Activity, a military installation in upstate New York, was originally 

established as the Seneca Ordnance Depot (SOD) in July 1941. The facility originally covered · 

about 10,600 acres of land in Seneca County. An airstrip from the former Sampson Air Force 

Base was acquired later. The North Depot Activity was consolidated with SOD in October 1961 

and overall command was assumed by the Commanding Officer, SOD. In August 1963, SOD 

was transferred to the U.S. Army Supply and Maintenance Command from the Chief of 

Ordnance and renamed the Seneca Army Depot. The Seneca Anny Depot was reassigned to the 

U.S. Anny Materiel Development and Readiness Command (DARCOM), now the U.S. Army 

Materiel Command, on July 1, 1966. On September 1, 1976, the U.S. Army Depot Systems 

Command (DESCOM) was activated with command and control over all DARCOM depots. In 

1993, significant downsizing in the military led to the renaming of the depot to the Seneca Army 

. Depot Activity. 

Employment of civilians reached a peak at 2,511 personnel in July 1943 and reached a pre­

BRAC low of 595 in 1946. During the Korean conflict, 300 to 400 mil~tary personnel were 

assigned to the Seneca Army Depot, supplemented by 803 to 1,821 civilian personnel. In the 
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1970s, civilian employment averaged about 700. As of September 30, 1995, the Seneca Army 

Depot Activity employed ·one military and 236 civilian personnel. 

At this time, the Seneca Army Depot Activity encompasses 10,634 acres, and closure is the 

primary mission. Other missions concurrently being carried out include: 

• Storage, issue, maintenance, and demilitarization of conventional munitions 

• Storage and issue of general supplies, including hazardous materials 

• Continental U.S. Care of Materials in Storage for U.S. Army Reserve. Command 

• Strategic and critical materials storage . 

• Logistics support and training assistance to the U.S. Army Reserve and National 

Guard units 

The following organizations have been identified as presently being on-site tenant organizations: 

• New York Ns1tional Guard 

• U.S. Coast Guard LORAN-C Transmitting Station 

• Defense Finance and Accounting Service (closed May 1996) 

• U.S. Army Test, Measurement, and Diagnostic Equipment SupP9rt Operations 

• Defense ReutilizaFion and Marketing Office, Romulus Branch 

• U.S. Anny Health Clinic 

• Civilian Personnel Office (sch~uled for shutdown ·september 1996) 

3.3 DESCRIPTION OF FACILITIES 

The Seneca Army Depot Activity has 927 structures, including 35 maintenance shops, a machine 

shop, and other types of facilities that relate to its overall infrastructure and specific missions. 

Infrastructure-related facilities include 139 miles of roads, 42 miles of railroad track, two sewage 

treatment plants, a water treatment plant, an uncontaminated trash incinerator, soldier support 

facilities, and an airfiel9,_y.ri_th a 7 ,000-foot runway and refueling services of up to 43,300 gallons .. ·: 
of jet petroleum grade 8 (JPS), Figure 3-1 presents the general layout of the Seneca Army Depot 

Activity. 
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Soldier support facilities include: 

• Modem 450-person barracks • Athletic fields 

complex • PX/Commissary 

• 180 sets of family quarters e PX gas station 

• Dining facility • Auto craft shop 

• Child care center • Ceramics shop 

• Education center • Woodshop 

8 Gymnasium • Chapel 

• Racquetball courts • Theater 

• . Bowling alley • Anny travel camp 

• Swimming pool • Recreation area at the lake 

Facitities related to conventional munitions storage include: 

• 519 earth-covered igloo magazines 

• 8 standard magazines 

• 2 inert warehouses 

• 2 small arms warehouses 

. • 3 modem maintenance facilities 

Demilitarization facilities include: 

• Ammunition Peculiar Equipment (APE) 1236 Deactivation Furnace equipped 

with EPA-approved, emission control system 

• Modem, fully equipped facilities for performing disassembly demilitarization of 

conventional ammunition 

• On-sit{i demolition grounds for demilitarization of ammunition through controlled 

open detonation and burning 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 
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General supply, hazardous materials, and industrial plant equipment QPE) storage facilities 

include: 

• 19 general purpose warehouses 

• 6 humidity-controlled warehouses 

• · 1 confonning hazardous materials warehouse 

·• 6 improved outside storage sites 

• 2 storage sheds 

Facilities related to U.S. Anny Reserve and National Guard training inclu~e: 

• Small arms firing range 

• Grenade range · 

• Bivouac site 

• Tactical and engineer training areas 

• Inspection, maintenance, and demilitarization facilities 

Other on-site assets include: 

• Machine shop 

• Woodshop 

• Air-assisted "airless" Chemical Agent Resistant Coating (CARC)-capable paint 

booth 

• Test, Measurement, and Diagnostic Equipment (TMDE) calibration laboratory 

• Prototype fabrication facility 

3.3.1 Mission Related Activities 

For the purposes of the EBS field survey and this report, the depot has been divided into six 

geographic areas. 

3-4 Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 
EE9S IISM'JNL..IU'T .DOC 3/1 I m/BRACJ;MBS/1 



FINAL 
SECTIONTHREE PROPERlY CHARACRRIZATIDN 

• · Main Depot Area 

• North Depot and Special Weapons Area 

• South Depot Area 

• Airfield Area 

e Lake Housing Area 

• Coast Guard Area 

These areas are based on those presented in a master plan developed for the depot in 1990 

(STY /Lyon Associates 1990), These areas are related to functional history and land ~e at the 

depot and are used here to facilitate the ultimate goal ofBRAC, which is efficient transfer and 

reuse. In the following sections, the different types of activities that occur within these areas are 

discussed, and various, less formally recognized, subareas are described. The main geographic 

areas and the subareas are depicted in Figure 3-1. Tlie data appearing in the tables accompanying 
·\ .,• ,:.-\:'• · . 

this section were derived from a real property inventory o.ri file at the installation (Seneca Anny 

Depot Activity 1995b ). 

Seventy-two areas at the installation are known solid waste management units (SWMUs). They 

have been previously classified in order of cleanup priority. These SWMUs have all been given 

numerical designations with the prefix SEAD- (e.g., SEAD-1, SEAD-2, etc.). 

3.3.1.1 Main Depot Area 

The Main Depot Area is the largest geographic area at the depot. This area includes facilities 

that are used for the storage of munitions and general purpose supplies, munitions disposal, 

industrial activities, administration/support, and training. Munitions and general purpose storage 

facilities cover approximately 6,681 acres of the Main Depot Area. The Seneca Anny Depot 

Activity has been used for storage and disposal of military explosives since its inception in 1941. 

Prior to BRAC, its primary mission was the receipt, storage, maintenance, and supply of 

munitions. Another activity of importance has been the storage of general purpose materials and 

equipment. This activity has included the storage of both hazardous and non-hazardous 

materials. The majority of the facilities associated with this activity are concentrated in the 

Warehouse Subarea. In general, industrial activities at the depot have included restoration and 

renovation of munitions, IPE renovatio~ and mission support activities. Facilities related to 
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these activities are found throughout the Main Depot Area Several facilities related to the 

administration/support of mission activities are found at various locations within the Main Depot 

Area. Finally, several areas of the Main Depot Area have been used for military training 

activities. 

Munitions Storage. The principal area used for the storage of munitions is centrally located 

within the Main Depot Area. This area is also known as the Ammwtltion Storage Area or 

"Ammo" Area. Facilities in this area that are used for the storage of mwtltion.s are listed in Table 

3-1. 

' ·· 
·- ·· ·- ~ . . 

> . . : . .:·.. . ........ . .. "'· ... . 

9 
12 

2086 

2117 
2118 
2119 
2120 
2121 
2122 
2123 
2124 

.. 2126 
· · 2129 

2132 
2133 
2200 
2202 · 
2203 
2204 

A0702-711 
AOS0I-811 
A0901-910 

Al001-Al012 
AllOl -All 11 
B0101-B0l 12 
B0201-B021 I 
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Table 3-1 
MAIN DEPOT AREA 

MUNITIONS STORAGE 

General Non-Hazardous Storage Shed 
General Non-Hazardous Storage Shed 
Administration General Purpose/Yard 
Office 
Storage of Ammunition 
Storage of Ammunition 
Storage of Ammunition 
Storage of Ammunition 
Storage of Ammunition 
Storage of Ammunition 
Storage of Ammunition 
Storage of Ammunition 
Ammunition Warehouse 
Ammunition Warehouse 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot · 
Ammunition Warehouse 
Loading Platform-with Shed 
Loading Platform 
Ammunition Warehouse 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 

1942 824 
1942 824 
1942 762 

1942 11,296 
1942 11,296 
1942 11,296 
1942 11,296 
1942 11,296 
1942 11,296 
1942 11,296 
1942 11,296 
1942 824 
1942 824 
1992 100 
1992 100 
1942 824 
1942 144 
1942 100 
1942 824 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
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B0301-B0311 ' 
B0401-B041 l 
B0501-B0511 
B060 l-B0611 
B0701-B071 l 
B0801-B0811 
B0901-B0911 
C0l0l-C0l l l 
C0201-C0211 
C0301-C0311 
C0401-C0412 
C0501-C0513 
C060 l-C06 l l 
C0701-C0709 
COBO 1-C0809 
C0901-C0913 
D0101-D0113 
D0201-D0212 
D0301-D0313 
D0401-D013 

D0501-D0513 
D0601-D0612 
D0701-D0712 
D0801-D0812 
E0101-E0l14 
E0201-E0214 
E0301-E0313 
E0401-E0413 
E0501-E0513 
E0601-E0611 
E0701-E0711 
E0801-E0811 

FINAL 

Table 3-1 
(Continued) 

:~t~i~/:~1\"i~~tlJ~~~UNCDG>Ntf6tJ~~rt~{J. t·X~ 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot (SEAD-48) 

PROPERTY CHARACTERIZATION 

\)'l:AR:BU_l~T;f it"ti.'.~QllrJY~ 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 
1942 1,816 

A portio~ of the Main Depot Area known as the "50 Area" is located west of Seneca Road and 

south of Indian Creek Road. This undeveloped area was reportedly used for dumping and is 

discussed further in Sections Four and Five. 
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General Purpose Storage Activities. General purpose storage facilities are used for the storage 

of hazardous and non-hazardous materials, and the facilities relating to these activities are listed 

in Table 3-2. 

301 
304 
307 
323 
324 
325 

326 
327 
328 
329 

330 
331 
332 

333 
339 
340 

341 
342 
343 
345 
346 
347 

348 

349 
350 

356 
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Table 3-2 
MAIN DEPOT AREA 

GENERAL PURPOSE STORAGE FACILITIES 

PCB Transfonner Storage Facility (SEAD-2) 
General Non-Hazardous Storage 
Hazardous Waste Container Storage Facility (SEAD-1) 
Hazardous Storag~General Purpose Installation. 
Hazardous Storage General Purpose Depot/Standard Warehouse 
Non-Hazardous Storage General Purpose Depot/Standard 
Warehouse 
Hazardous Storage General Purpose Depot/Standard Warehouse 
Hazardous Storage General Purpose Depot/Standard Warehouse 
Non-Hazardous Storage Warehouse 
Non-Hazardous Storage General Purpose Depot/Standard 
Warehouse 
Hazardous Storage Warehouse 
Hazardous Storage General Purpose Depot/Storage Warehouse 
Non-Hazardous Storage General Purpose Depot/Standard 
Warehouse 
Hazardous Storage General Purpose Depot/Storage Warehouse 
Controlled Humidity Warehouse 
Non-Hazardous Storage General Purpose Depot/Standard 
Warehouse 
Controlled Humidity Warehouse 
Controlled Humidity Warehouse 
Hazardous Storage General Purpose Depot/Standard Warehouse 
Controlled Humidity Warehouse 
Controlled Humidity Warehouse 
Non-Hazardous Storage General Purpose Depot/Standard 
Warehouse 
Non-Hazardous Storage General Purpo·se Depot/Standard 
Warehouse 
Controlled Humidity Warehouse 
Non-Hazardous Storage General Purpose Depot/Standard 
Warehouse 
Hazardous Storage General Purpose DepoVStandard Warehouse 
(SEAD-49) 

1942 824 
1942 824 
1981 2000 
1942 69,500 
1942 824 
1942 90,000 

1942 90,000 
1942 90,000 
1942 90,000 
1942 90,000 

1943 90,000 
1942 90,000 
1942 90,000 

1942 90,000 
1942 90,000 
1942 90,000 

1942 9Q,OOO 
1942 90,000 
1942 90,000 
1942 90,000 
1942 90,000 
1942 90,000 

1942 90,000 

1942 90,000 
1942 90,000 

1953 203,145 

Seneca Army Depot Actlvtty, New York 
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Table 3-2 
(Continued) 

azar ous torage enera ose epo tan are ouse 
(SEAD-55) 

369/607 Non-Hazardous Store House 
371 Non-Hazardous Storage General Purp-Ose Depot 
372 Non-Hazardous Storage General Purp-Ose Depot 
374 Acetylene Storage Installation 
375 Flammable Materials Storage Installation 
376 Non-Hazardous Storage General Purpose Depot 

1956 
1988 
1988 
1990 
1992 
1993 

Munitions Disposal. Several areas and facilities at the depot have been used for the .. 

432 
2~45 
2,245 
2,100 
21_6 

6,000 

demilitarization and disposal of munitions. Presently, munitions are the only hazardous material 

that is disposed of on site. The Open Burning/Open Demolition (OB/OD) Grounds, located in 

the northwest comer of the depot, is still in use for munitions disposal. This area includes three 

of the currently recognized SWMUs-SEAD-23, SEAD-45, and SEAD-57. A munitiops 

deactivation furnace at Building 311 (SEAD-16) was used to destror small arms munitions from 

1945 to the mid-1960s. A second deactivation furnace at Building 367 (SEAD~ 17) has been used 

to destroy s~l arms, fuses, boosters, and other firing devices since 19?2, Larger ~unitions, 

J?rojectiles, and explosives cannot be destroyed in the furnace. They must be dismantled and the 

powder and/or propellant removed. These activities were conducted from 1948 to 1963_in 

Buildings 207.3 to 2079, 2084, and.2085. This area is known as the Munitions Washout Plant 

(SEAD-4) and is currently dismantled. This activity is presently accomplished in Buildings 608 

to 612 (SEAD-52). From the 1940s to the 1950s, powder was disposed of in the Powder _Burning 

Pit (SEAD-24), located in the west-central part of the Main Depot Area, just south of Kendaia 

Creek. Information regarding munitions disposal facilities is presented in Table 3-3. 

Table 3-3 
MAIN DEPOT AREA 

MUNITIONS DISPOSAL FACILITIES 

Power Collect/Barricade 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 
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609 
610 

611 
612 

2073 
2074 
2075 

2076 
2077 

2078 
·2079 
2084 

2085 

2104 
2105 

2106 

2107 

Table 3-3 
(Continued) 

Demolition Furnace (SEAD-17) 
Pest Control (SEADs 43 and 56) 
Service Magazine Building (SEAD-
52) 
Heating Plant (SEAD-52) 
Vacuum Collect/Barricade (SEAD-
52) 
Flammable Storage (SEAD-52) 
Ammunition Renovation Shop 
{SEAD-52) 

. Ammunition Refinish (SEAD-4) 
Non-Hazardous Storage (SEAD-4) 
Ammunition Vacuum System 
(SEAD-4) -··- -· -· ---
Break/Changing Area (SEAD-4) 
Non-Haz.ardous Materials Storage 
(SEAD-4) 
Process/Condition Ammunition 
Boiler Plant (SEADS 4 and 38) 
Process/Condition Ammunition 
(SEAD-:4) 
Process Condition Ammunition 
(SEAD-4) 
Change House (OB/OD Grounds) 
Non-Haz.ardous Storage Building 
(OB/OD Grounds) 
Equipment Shelter (OB/OD 
Grounds) 
Remote Control Shelter (OB/OD 
Grounds) 

PROPERTY CHABACRRIZATION 

1954 

1954 692 
1954 · 513 

1954 400 
1954 18,393 

1950 3,683 
1950 158 
1950 120 

1953 .5,440 
1942 565 

1942 7,494 
1947 1,926 
1950 5,480 

1950 1,642 

1951 1,300 
1945 21,448 

1950 585 

1950 64 

Industrial Operations. Industrial activities carried out at the Seneca Army Depot Activity have 

included the restoration of conventional and guided missile ammunition, munitions maintenance 

and demilitarization, and industrial plant.equipment restoration. Typical operations include 

degreasing, spray painting, ·steam cleaning, alkaline washing, boiler plant maintenance, welding · 
. . 

and soldering, fi lling and charging batteries, woodworking, machining, grinding, paint removal, 

lubricating and tuning vehicles, and preservative coating of metals (USA THMA 1980). 

3-10. Seneca Anny Depot AcUvlty, New York 
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Effluents from these operations have included solvents, preservatives, grease, metal dusts 

' (including lead- and cadmium-bearing silver solders), acids, alkalies, and propellant and 

explosive dusts. Effluent disposal operations have included distillation and reuses of solvents, · 

burning sludges in the Open Burning Ground, running overflow from oil separators into the 

storm drain system, burning waste oil at the Open Burning Ground, discharging boiler plant 

blowdown onto the ground or into drainage ditches, disposing of spot cleaning and wiping rags 

in the incinerator, resale of waste oils by the Property Disposal Yard, burning of some flammable 

materials by the fire department for training purposes, and dispos~ of some used oil by burning 

in the depot oil burner (USA THMA 1980). 

Steam cleaning facilities are equipped with oiJ/grease separators, and used solvents are disposed 

of off depot by a contractor. Self-contained degreasing units were installed after 1985, and all 

waste is disposed ofby a contractor off site. Used motor oil was mixed with No. 6 fuel oil and 

burned in the three boiler houses (Buildings 120, 319, and 718) until the 1980s. Afu}r that time, 

Buildings 120 and 319 no longer burned the used motor oil mixture. However, Building 718 bad 

one of its boilers retrofitted to bum used motor oil without mixing and continued to bum used 

motor oil until its removal from service in 1993. Presently, used motor oil is picked up by 

contract and disposed of off site. Table 3-4 lists the facilities used in munitions restoration 

activities. 

Table 3-4 
MAIN I>EPOT AREA 

MUNITIONS RESTORATION FACILITIES 

306 

308 
309 
310 

Heating Plant 
Bundle Ammunition Packing 
Ammunition Inspection 
Workshop 
Heating Plant 
Administration 
Change House 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New Yoric 
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1942 
1942 

1942 
1944 
1955 

5,413 

531 
8,241 
840 
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Other industrial operations at the Seneca Anny Depot Activity are carried out in the IPE Subarea. 

Activities conducted here have included the rebuilding of industrial production equipment and 

maintenance of vehicles and other industrial stock items. IPE facilities are listed in Table 3-5 . . 

318 
372 

Table 3-5 
MAIN DEPOT AREA 

INDUSTRIAL PLANT EQU1PMENT FACILITIES 

•. 1, .' .. li :,· 'w 
Shop 1 
Shop2 
Shop 3 
Hazardous Storage 
General Purpose 
Depot 

Administration/Support. Main Depot administration/support activities cover about 200 acres 

and include the facilities listed in Table 3-6. 

3-12 

Table 3-6 
MAIN DEPOT AREA 

ADMINISTRATIVE/SUPPORT FACILITIES 

~&J.;gJIU,n(JN@~l ¥r«:•¥$1.NJklIQfil~ifi~t t~t(~Bift\UlkTi*i ~i- J~ tt;~ 
308 Heating Plant 
309 Administration 
312 Flammable Storage 
313 Sentry Station 
314 Sewage Treatment Plant 

(SEAD-22) 
319 Heating Plant Building 

(SEADs 37 and 40) 
320 Machine Shop 
321 Test,_ Measurement, 

Diagnostic Equipment 
(SEAD-47) Calibration Lab 

321 Administration General 
Purpose 

322 Flammable Storage 
335 Old Pest Control Shop 

(SEAD-68) 

1942 531 
1944 8,241 
1942 12,000 
1942 ISO 
1951 439 

1942 2,868 

1942 16,300 
1942 8,400 

1942 3,600 

1955 256 
1956 3,827 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 
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)\lf,=ACILITY NO; , 
353 
359 
360 

360 

363 
366 

Table 3-6 
(Continued) 

.. ~· ,• '• . .. _f..UNCTION !1-;:,.-/ ":' :i ;; ,-. Y.EARBUl~l!,jl ~-. . :' \·:, ... . ·:: 
Water Plant 1954 
Sentry Post No. 6 1953 
Maintenance General 1980 
Purpose (SEAD-27) 
Administration General 1980 
Purpose 
Sewage Lift Station 1974 
Power Collect/Barricade 1950 

:1~1~Q$1':t.~ 
1,642 
150 

8,660 

1,024 

96 
950 

Training Ranges,. Approximately 900 acres of the Main Depot Area is used for military training . 
of soldiers and National Guard troops. Historically, the depot bas provided training support for 

all.branches of the military and the National Guard. This principally involved annual training for 

National Guard personnel and reservists. As of July 31, 1996, all training activities at the depot 

were discontinued. Training ranges in the Main Depot Area were located in four different areas. 

These included the Duck Ponds Subarea, a marshy, wooded area with ponds in the northeastern 

comer of the depot; an open, undeveloped area north of Buildings 3_06 and 308; the wooded, 

undeveloped area between the southernmost row of storage igloos and the southern perimeter 

fenceline; and the area south of the OB/OD Grounds on both sides of the East-West Baseline 

};load. Live-fire training activities were confined to designated firing ranges and to the training 

area along the East-West Baseline Road. These areas are discussed further in Sections Four and 

Five. One structure, summarized in Table 3-7, is associated with training activities in the Main 

Depot Area. 

Table 3-7 
. MAIN DEPOT AREA 
TRAINING FACILITY 

SFACl~ITY/NO/'.. /\;;_-,:F.UNCTI_ON ;:· '., : , : YEAR BUil T . : ·;fit~,f~:;J~Q'i.J%J1;lm~ s~ 
373 Covered Training 1951 1,052 

Area 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 3-13 
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3.3.1.2 North Depot and Special Weapons Areas 

In 1956, the North Depot Activity was established ~th a special weapons mission. Tilis mission 

was tenninated in 1993 by Executive Order of the President. Areas associated with this mission 

are the North Depot and Special Weapons Areas. The North Depot Area contains facilities for 

maintenance activities (23 acres), industrial activities (1 acre), administration facilities (5 acres), 

troop housing (8 acres), community facilities (71 ~cres), outdoor- recreation facilities (12 acres), 

and training ranges (30 acres). The facilities listed in Table 3-8 are located in this area. 

3-14. 

Table 3-8 
NORTH l)EPOT AREA FACILITIES 

t ~~§J~;}f_~ni ~¾w.Il5.U.N.9ll9N~J%''.k1 WliW;#JIJiPlfi:'mi r~e~~?,\-
· 701 Administration 1956 14,280 

702 Drug/Alcohol Abuse 
702 Administration General 

Purpose 
702 Technical Library 
702 Office 
702 Bachelor Officers' 

Quarters 
703 Barra<:ks 
704 Barracks 

705A Skill Development 
Center (Arts and Crafts) 

705 Recreation Center 
706 Post Theater 
707 Dining Facility 
707 Exchange Main Store 
708 Barracks 
709 Classified Document 

Incinerator (SEAD-18) 
710 Administration 
711 Sentry Station Post 3 

S-714 Bowling Center 
715 Sewage Treatment Plant 

(SEAD-21) 
716 Oil Pump Ho.use 
718 Boller Plant (SEADs 35 

and 41) 
719 Office Building 
720 Motor Vehicle Shop 
721 Gas Pump House 
722 Fire Station 

1954 1,000 
1954 1,100 

1954 1,381 
1954 1,629 
1954 13,168 

1982 40,572 
1957 31,112 
1959 3,843 

1959 7,996 
1956 3,705 
1956 11,552. 
1956 7,372 
1957 31,112 
1956 15 

1956 3,280 
1961 86 
1955 7,633 
1942 4,792 

1956 144 
1956 3,224 

1956 144 
1956 4,282 
1956 177 
1956 4,700 
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4iF.A'.CICJTI(t'.N.8t~ 
723 
723 
724 
724 

725 
726 
727 
728 
729 
731 

732 
733 
740 
740 

742 

743 
744 
746 
747 

748 
749 
750 

751 
752· 
153 
154 
155 

Table 3-8 
(Continued) 

·:-~~ i- ~JJ.~.CJ.10.N.t~ ~BQI~~;~ 
Commissary 1956 
Physical Fitness Center 1956 
Veterinary Facility 1952 
Mixed Case 1952 
Development 
Battery Storage 1956 
Security Maintenance 1956 
Storage .1956 
Parts Building 1956 
Security Headquarters 1956 
Restaurant 1962; Renovated 

1992 
Auto Shop/Car Wash 1962 
Bath House 1971 
Chapel 1959 
Child Development 1959 
Center 
Post Exchange Gas 1962 
Station 
Exchange Branch 1977 
Gymnasium 1981 
Vehicle Maintenance 1982 
Auto Maintenance and 1982 
Training 
Bivouac Building 1985 
Dog Kennel 1986 
Army Community 1986 
Service 
Equipment Rental 1987 
Child Care Center 1988 
Guard Shack 1987 
Power Plant Building 1987 
Non-Hazardous Storage 1990 
General 'Purpose 
Installation 

.~~SQte.r,~ 
17,209 
5,961 
540 

8,460 

177 
967 

1,320 
177 

4,620 
6,874 

3,584 
530 

2,084 
2,414 

1,392 

500 
18,079 
4,239 
8,700 

13,675 
Unknown 

2,407 

·5,013 
6,596 

35 
138 
900 

The Special Weapons Area includes facilities encompassing 700 acres that have been used for 

the storage of special weapons. Table 3-9 lists the Special Weapons Area facilities. 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 
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Table 3-9 
SPECIAL WEAPONS AREA FACILITIES 

~~lffi!li¥Hli~ ~#.$J!JiY.ffffl..lgN~% ~~1.¥.lt~li Wli$.91-fili~ 
800 Sentry Station Post 3 I 981 1,272 
801 Classified Document 1956 15 

Incinerator (SBA0.19) 
802 
803 

804 

805 
806 

807 
809 
810 

812 
813 
814 
815 
816 
817 
819 
823 

824 

825 

827 
AOlOI-102 

A0201, 203,205, 
207, 209, 211, 
213,215,217 

A0202, 204, 206, 
208,210, 212, 
214,216,218 

A0301, 303, 305, 
307, 309, 311, 
313,315,317 

A0302, 304, 306, 
308, 310, 312, 

314, 316 

Administration 
Mixed Waste Storage 
(SEAD-72) 
Electronic Maintenance 
Building 
Equipment Building 
Technical Training 
(SEAo.47) 
Supply Support Shop 
Flammable Storage 
General Non-Hazardous • 
Warehouse 
Security Control Center 
Storage Workshop 
Spray Paint Building 
Shop 
Shop 
Shop 
Weapon Assembly 
General Purpose 
Magazine Depot 
Loading PlatfOrIJ? 
Blocking/Banding 
Non-Hazardous 
Warehouse 
Water Control Facility 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 

Igloo Storage Depot 

Igloo Storage Depot 

Igloo Storage Depot 

1956 5,206 
1956 2,803 

1957 l,334 

1957 440 · 
1958 4,000 

1958 4,000 
1957 177 
1957 37,973 

1957 10,686 
1957 4,348 
1957 3,582 
1957, 11,072 
1956 .. 15,373 
1959 944 
1957 8,267 
1943 69 

1961 3,899 

1959 ' ., . 
4,000 

1984 149 
1943 1,221 
1957 2,421 

1942 1,816 

1942 1,816 

1957 2,421 
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Table 3-9 
(Continued) 

i:1,A~lt;l:r;Y:;~()j~i ,~~tfiU.~CJ.IQ.N~~~ ~~ Ri13Ull.:/1P;i ~'¥'$.i$0tfil'.~~ft 
A0401-409 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816 
A0501-508 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816 
A0601-610 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816 

Much of the details regarding the special weapons· mission at the depot remains classified. 

Information regarding specific weapons and specific activities is not available. General 

information regarding which radioisotopes may be present in a particular building and which 

hazardous substances were used in a particular building is available. 1bis infonnation is 

presented in Table 3-10, 

Table 3•10 
RADIOISOTOPES AND OTHER HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES 

804 

806 
810 

812 
813 

814 

815 and 816 

817 

819 

U235,U238,Pu239,H3, Ra226 

None . 
U238,H3,Ra226,Co60 

Ra226, Pml47, H3 
None 

None 

U235, U238, Pu239, H3, Co60, 
Pml47,Ra226 

None 

Ra226, l)235, U238, Co60, Pu239, 
H3 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 
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Solvents, lead-based paints, 
chromate-based paints 
Lead/heavy metals, acid, solvents 
Lead/heavy metals, lead-based 
paints, chromate-based paints 
Solvents, POLs 
Lead-based paints, chromate-based 
paints, solvents . 
Solvents, POLs, lead-based paints, 
chromate-based paints, acids, heavy 
metals 
Solvents, heavy metals, acid, 
asbestos, lead-based paints, 
chromate-based paints 
Lead-based paints, chromate-based 
paints 
Di-isocynates, heavy metals, acid, 
lead-based paints, chromate-based 
paints, solvents, asbestos 

3-17 



FINAL 
SECTIONTHREE PROPERJY CHARACTERIZATION 

3.3.1.3 South Depot Area 

The South Depot Area is the main administrative and support area for directing the operations of 

the entire depot. Facilities related to administration (30 acres), maintenance (15 acres), medical 

(3 acres), family housing (90 acres), community (71 acres), and outdoor recreation (12 acres) 

activities are located in this area .. The family housing area at the South Depot is known as Elliot 

Acres. Table 3-11 lists the facilities located in the South Depot Area. 

3-18 

Table 3-11 
SOUTH DEPOT AREA FACILITIES 

~1f'A~lf12M: £ffe.J~ &o.Iffll~¼.Wrtiffi.[i f:;mRUW.l&.TJ ~~D.1lru&sW 
,.. l Break/Lunch Room 1972 256 

4 Sewage Treatment Plant 1942 540 
(SEAD-20) 

9 
12 
14 

101 
102 
103 

104 
106 

106 
106 
107 
110 

110A 
113 
116 
116 

116 
117 
117 

118 
119 
120 
121 

General Storage Shed 
General Storage Shed 
Sewage/Wastewater 
Treatment 
Post Headquarters 
Transformer House 
Administration General 
Purpose 
Sentry Station Post 1 
Engineering Maintenance 
Facility 
Health Clinic (SEAD-42) 
Dental Clinic 
Power Plant Building 
Scale House 
Scale House 
Crate Shop 
Health Clinic 
Administrative General 
Purpose 
Credit Union 
Photo Laboratory 
Vehicle Maintenance 
Shop 
Motor Repair Shop 
Office 
Gas Station 
Boiler Plant (SEADs 36 
and 39) 

1942 824 
1942 824 
1984 473 

1942 14,772 
1942 428 
1942 1,800 

1942 462 
1977 720 

1977 9,875 
1977 468 
1990 160 
1942 120 
1986 100 
1944 16,504 
1942 3,634 
1942 9,388 

1942 445 
1942 740 
1942 19,127 

1942 18,928 
1943 3,205 
1942 400 
1942 3,250 
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7H.FA.C.14Jn',-i~P}~i 
122 
123 
124 
125 
126 
127 
128 
130 
131 
135 

136 
137 
138 
143 
145 

146 

.. 147 

247 
200-A 
200-B 
201-A 
201-B 
208-A 
208-B 
209-A 
209-B 
210-A 
210-B 
211-A 
211-B 
212-A 
212-B 
213-A 

· 213-B 
218-A 
218-B 
219-A 
219-B 

FINAL 

Table 3-11 
(Continued) 

~UNCTJON2~i'.1~ '-~ - ... ._. .. .. _ ,,.;_,, · :,.. -·-· 
Facility Engineering Shop 

· Engineering 
Facility Engineering Shop 
Procurement Office 
Youth Center 
Loco House 
Rock Salt Storage 
Pump House 
Non-Haz.ardous Storage 
Heavy Equipment 
Storage 
Picnic Shelter 
Power Plant Building 
Car Wash 
Cable House 
Engineering Maintenance 
Facility 
Engineering Maintenance 
Facility 
Non-Hazardous General 
Purpose Storage 
Pumping Station 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
EUlot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 
f.E9j I lSDlflNL.IU'T.DOC 3/1 lm/B I\.AC/Sll,'EB SIi 

PROPERTY CHARACRRIZATION 

\iYEAR~BUll.:;li~ ti%S.Q:f:Jl\t'¼ 
1942 12,318 
1942 3,205 
1942 1,567 
1969 4,260 
1980 3,220 
1942 6,157 
1981 120 
1982 · 214 
1961 2,400 
1956 5,014 

1979 960 
1983 185 
1984 1,500 
1943 36 
1951 558 

1992 9,000 

1992 4,072 

1960 Unknown 
1960 1,526 
1960 1,526 
1960 1,526 
1960 1,526 
1960 2,559 
1960 2,559 
1960 1,526 
1960 1,526 
1960 1,750 
1960 1,750 
1960 1,600 
1960 1,600 
1960 1,750 
1960 1,750 
1960 1,600 
1960 1,600 
1960 1,600 
1960 1,600 
1960 1,750 
1960 1,750 
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221-A 
221-B 
222-A 
222-B 
223-A 
223-B 
224-A 
224-B 

224-D 
225-A 
225-B 
225-C 
225-D 
226-A 
226-B 
226-C 
226-D 
227-A 
227-B 
227-C 
227-D 
228-A 
228-B 
228-C 
228-D 
229-A 
229-B 
229-C 
229-D 
230-A 
230-B 
230-C 
230-D 

231-B 
231-C 
231-D 
232-A 
232-B 
232-C 
232-D 
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Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Billot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
EUiot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Ellio.t Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Ac·res Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
EUiot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Upit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 

PROPERTY CHARACTERIZATION 

1960 1,600 
1960 1,600 
1960 1,750 
1960 1,750 
1960 1,600 
1960 1,600 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 .l,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1;320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 . 1,320 
1960 1.320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
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233-A 
233-B 
233-C 
233-D 
234-A 
234-B 
234-C 
234-D 
235-A 
235-B 
235-C 
235-D 
236-A 
236-B 
236-C 
236-D 
237-A 
237-B 
237-C 
237-D 
238-A 
238-B 
238-C 
238-D 
239-A 
239-B 
239-C 
239-D 
240-A 
240-B 
240-C 
240-D 
241-A 
241-B 
241-C 
241-D 
242-A 
242-B 
242-C 
242-D 
243-A 
243-B 

FINAL 

Table 3-11 
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Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acrps Housing Unit 

Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 
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·,YEARBU!l1ii .t:1~iS.QtnT-i}i11 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,320 
1960 1,480 
1960 1,480 
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tWfi4~~ , ~~ 
243-C 
243-D 
244-A 
244-B 
244-C -
244-D 
245-A 
245-B 
245-C 
245-D 

3.3.1.4 Airfield Area 

FINAL 

Table 3-11 
(Continued) 

~~~"iffiP.RITJQli,~w.fJ&! 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres·Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 
Elliot Acres Housing Unit 

PROPERTY CHARACTERIZATION 

t~ tatJI.ltill~ t~~ ~lWMt 
1960 1,480 
1960 1,480 
1960 1,480 
1960 1,480 
1960 1,480 
1960 1,480 
1960 1,480 
1960' 1,480 
1_960 1,480 
1960 1,480 

The Airfield Area iuid directly related facilities cover an area of approximately 460 acres. 

Training ranges cover an additional 65 acres of the southwest comer of the Airfield Area. The . . . 

Airfield Area was acquired by the U.S. Army in 1957. Since that time, it has been used for the 

loading and off-loading of transport planes and for housing helicopters that are used for 

surveillance of the installation. Transport planes were not cleared for landing unless it could be • 

assured that they could be loaded or off-loaded and depart all in the same day. That is, the 

airfield was not used for long-term aircraft parking, nor was it used for aircraft maintenance. The 

main environmental concern at the airfield are the fueling areas, and these are shown on Figure 

· 5-1. Aircraft were refueled from tanker trucks. During refueling, i( fuel was determined to be of 

poor quality, it either remained in the tanker trucks or was off-loaded into 55-gallon drums. The 

fuel was then taken to ~e fire ~g area on the Main Depot and used for that activity. Two 

UH-1 helicopters used for security are stationed a~ the airfield and hangared in Building 2305. 

Building 2306 is ~eel as an office for the USA Readiness Group on an as needed basis. Other 

than these functions, the airfield is not in use at this time. Table 3- 12 lists the facilities found at 

the Airfield Area. 
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3.3.1.5 

t~-'1.APlum'({~P~1 
2301 
2302 
2304 
2305 
2306 
2310 
2311 
2312 

2314 
2315 

2316 

T able 3-12 
AIRFIELD AREA FACILITIES 

~ F...O.N~JION¼-~i.w.it/ ~Y.~~~UIL;r:l 
Training Community 1954 
Target Storage 1953 
Power Vault 1953 
Army Readiness Group 1954 
Flight Control Tower 1953 
JPS Taruc Building 1981 
Sentry Station Post 8 1983 
Adminis~tion General 1986 
Purpose 
Gas Chamber 1988 
FueVPetroleum, Oil, 1992 
Lubricant Building 
Outdoor Rifle Range for 1992 
Machine Guns 

· Lake Housing Area 

~~i1~·QiJ3P.~jgj 
1,022 
1,022 
2,184 
5,589 
8,774 
144 
192 

2,401 

286 
5,100 

48,400 

The Lake Housing Area consists of a family housing area that covers 110 acres, e-0mmunity 

facilities covering 10 acres, and outdoor recreation areas that cover 15 5 acres. The Commanding 

Officer is quartered at the Lake Housing Area along Colonels Drive. Records indicate that this 

has also been known as Colonels Row. Table 3-13 lists the facilities found in the Lake Housing 

Area. 

gtf.'"~ 
2401 
2402 
2403 
2404 
2405 
2406 
2407 
2408 
2409 
2410 
2411 

Table 3-13 
LAKE HOUSING AREA FACILITIES 

Lake Housing 1942 625 
Lake Housing 1942 1,846 
Lake Housing 194 2 2,184 
Lake Housing 1942 625 
Lake Housing 1942 2,204 
Lake Housing 1942 596 
Lake Housing 1942 4,103 
Officers' Club Storage 1942 720 
Officers' Club 1942 3,747 
Pump House 1942 2,535 
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2412 
2413 
2414 
2415 
2416 
2417 
2418 
2419 
2420 
2421 
2423 
2424 
2425 
2426 
2427 
2428 
2429 
2430 
2431 
2432 
2433 
2434 
2436 
2437. 
2438 
2439 
2441 
2443 
2444 
2445 
2446 
2447 
2448 
2449 
2450 
2451 
2452 

· 2453 . 
2454 
2455 
2456 
2466 

3-24 

Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 

FINAL 

Table 3-13 
(Continued) 

Sewage Pump Station 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Recreation Center 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing. 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Electric Substation 
Boat House 
Lake Housing 

PROPERTY CHARACTERIZATION 

1942 1,067 
1942 418 
1942 1,968 
1942 1,039 
1942 344 
1942 400 . 
1942 780 
1942 1,302 
1942 251 
1942 1,761 
1942 1,323 
1942 600 
1942 1,218 
1942 968 
1942 915 
1942 333 
1942 1,020 
1942 289 
1942 339 
1942 1,490 
1942 400 
1957 Unknown 
1942 229 
1942 1,815 
1942 1,160 
1942 354 
1942 1,026 
1942 1,238 
1942 493 
1982 920 
1942 1,156 
1942 372 
1942 1,266 
1942 502 
1942 1,026 
1942 580 
1942 1,166 
1942 1,333 
1942 264 
1982 80 
1970 800 
1942 318 
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Table 3-13 
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PROPERTY CHARACTERIZATION 

M_F,ACIJ.!.11¥:.NPi:i ··t~ f"''F.UNCTIONr,,'',,1~1/ ~-ir ,.._.~1 ,,. ~11 . . !- • . ~ J . ' .,.t;i,l;>,;.. .:• .{[; -:. ~~~WEAR,BUIL11\iW ~t~SQ1a ~ti 
2473 Trailer 
2485 Army Travel Camp Office 
2491 New Lake Housing 
2492 New Lake Housing 
2493 New Lake Housing 
2494 New Lake Housing 
2495 New Lake Housing 
2496 New Lake Housing 
2497 New Lake Housing 
2498 New Lake Housing 
2499 New Lake Housing 
2500 New Lake Housing 
2501 New Lake Housing 
2502 New Lake Housing 
2504 New Lake Housing 
2505 New Lake Housing 
2507 New Lake Housing 
2508 New Lake Housing 
2509 New Lake Housing 
2510 New Lake Housing 
2511 New Lake Housing 
2512 New Lake Housing 
2513 New Lake Housing 
2514 .New Lake Housing 
2515 New Lake Housing 
2516 New Lake Housing 
2517 New Lake Housing 
2518 New Lake Housing 
2519 New Lake Housing 
2520 New Lake Housing 
2521 New Lake Housing 
2523 New Lake Housing 
2524 Guest Ho4ses 
2525 Guest Houses 
2470 Guest Houses 
2471 Guest Houses 
2472 Guest Houses 
2474 Guest Houses 
2475 Guest Houses 
2476 Guest Houses 
2477 Guest Houses 
2478 Guest Houses 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 
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1976 780 
1981 1,576 
1988 1,976 
1988 1,976 
1988 2,096 
1988 1,976 
1988 1,976 
1988' 2,096 
1988 2,096 
1988 1,976 
1988 1,976 
1988 1,976 
1988 1,976 
1988 2,096 
1988 1,976 
1988 2,380 
1988 2,288 
1988 2,380 
1988 2,288 
1988 2,380 

. 1988 2,288 
1988 2,288 
1988 2,288 
1988 2,288 
1988 2,288 
1988 2,380 
1988 2,380 
1988 2,380 
1988 2,288 
1988 2,380 
1988 2,288 
1988 2,288 
1992 980 
1992 980 
1972 500 
1972 500 
1972 500 

·1976 720 
1976 660 
1976 720 
1976 720 
1976 720 
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2479 Guest Houses 
2480 Guest Houses 
2481 Guest Houses 
2482 Guest Houses 
2483 Guest Houses 
2484 Guest Houses 
2486 Guest Houses 
2487 Guest Houses 
2488 Guest Houses 
2489 Guest Houses 
2490 Guest Houses 

3.3.1.6 Coast Guard Area 

FINAL 

Table 3-13 
(Continued) 

PROPERTY CHARACTERIZATION 

1988 924 
1976 660 
1976 720 
1976 780 
1988 924 
1976 768 
1988 891 
19gg 891 
1988 891 
1988 891 
1988 891 

A portion of.the installation near ~e southeast comer is currently used by the U.S. ~oast Guard 

(USCG). The USCG operates a LORAN-C transmitter at this site. Facilities involved with this 

mission include a single building (wi-numbered), a UST; and the transmitter antenna tower. 

3.3.2 Tenant Missions 

In 1953 and 1954, the Seneca Army Depot Activity began storage of material for the General 

Services Administration (GSA). This included large wicovered storage piles of various ores 

(EPA, Region II et al. 1993). Presently, 20 strategic ore storage piles remain at the Seneca Anny 

Depot Activity. These are stores of 19 commodities totaling 484,552 metric tons. 

In 19.78, a LORAN-C station was commissioned and made operational by the USCG. This 

transmitter is located in the Coast Guard Area.and consists of a single building and associated 

UST. This area is located near the so'utheastem corner of the installation. The USCG transmits 

LORAN signals to the northeastern U.S. and the Great Lakes and monitors and controls 

transmissions using remote monitor sites (STY/Lyon Associates 1990; Seneca Anny Depot 

Activity 1991 ). 
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The Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office (DRMO), Romulus "Type-II" Scrap Branch 

operates a holding area at the Seneca Army Depot Activity for property scheduled for disposal 

until it is transported to Griffis Air Force Base or sold as scrap (STY /Lyon Associates 1990). 

This facility is located in the Main Depot Area west of Buil~g 160. 

The U.S. Army Test, Measurement and Diagnostic Equipment Agency (USATA) maintains 
I 

radiation calibration sources in Buildings 321 and 806 (SEAD-47). 

The U.S. Army Health Clinic (MEDDAC) provides medical, and formerly dental, services to 

installation-authorized area personnel (STV /Lyon Associates 1990), The clinic is located in 

Buil~g 106-A (SEAD-42). 

The following tenants use mainly administrative type facilities: Civilian Personnel Office 

(CPO), Tobyhanna Army Depot; GSA Fleet Manager; and SOD Federal Credit Union. 

3.4 FACILITY SUPPORT ACTIVITIES 

3.4.1 Hazardous MaterialsM'aste· Management 

Hazardous waste management facilities at the Seneca Army Depot Activity presently consist of 

one drum storage area (Building 307, SEAD-1), one PCB-containing transformer storage area 
. . 

(Building 301, SEAD-2), an incinerator for the demilitarization of munitions (Building 367, 

SEAD-17), and a mixed waste storage area(Building 803, SEAD-22) (Seneca Army Depot 

Activity 1991 ), All of these facilities are RCRA TSD facilities operating under interim status. 

Building 307 is a corrugated metal building with a curbed, concrete slab floor that is used to 

store materials in 55-gallon drums (SEAD-1). Drums are stored on wooden pallets and labeled 

by waste type. The building permit has a maximwn capacity of 150 drums. 

Building 301 is .used ~or PCB-containing transformer storage (SEAD-2). When transformers are 

repaired or taken out of service, the fluid is tested for PCB content in this building. Materials 

stored here are awaiting testing or disposal. Fluids may be drained from equipment and placed in 

Seneea Army Depot Activity, New York 
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55-gallon drums that are then stored in Building 307. The empty equipment is stored in Building 

301. This building was empty at the time of the 1995 BBS site inspection. 

An important part of the Seneca Anny Depot Activity's mission is the demilitarization of 

explosives. Two deactivation furnaces have been used for the destruction of small arms 

ammunition. Building 311 was in use from 1945 until the mid-1960s (SEAD-16). This furnace 

operated without dust collectors. Building 367 is the location of the present APE-1236 

deactivation furnace, which has dust collectors (SEAD-17). This facility has been in use since 

1962. Larger munitions must be dismantled and the po~der and/or propellant removed. 

Buildings 608 through 612·are the present locations of this activity (SEAD-52), which was 

fQrmerly carried out at the ammunition workshops, Buildings 2074 through 2085. In this area, a 

dismantled washout plant had been located. This plant was operational between 1948 and 1963 

and is one of the presently recognized SWMUs (SEAD-4). Ordnance detonation and bumipg 

activities have also been conducted at the Seneca Anny Depot Activity; areas used for these 

purposes are also recognized SWMUs (SEADs 23, 45, and 57) (Engineering Science, Inc. 1994c; 

STY /Lyon As~ociates 1990). From the 1940s to the 1950s, powde~ was disposed of in the 

Powder Burning Pit (SEAD-24). These SWMUs are discussed further in Section 4.1. 

Building 803 is used to store mixed wastes that are mainly wipes contaminated with several low­

level ~oactive components and F-listed solvents (SEAD-72). The ma,erials are segregated by 

solvent type, double bagged, and stored in open top 55-gallon drums. The drums are stored in 

vaul~ with a maximum capacity of 24 drums per vault and 96 drums total for the building 

(Seneca Army Depot Activity 1991). v., .-

App~xiwately 4,010 acres at the Seneca Anny Depot Activity are used for the storage of 

ammunition, special weapons, pyrotechnics, and munitions related items. A total of 455 storage 

igloos and eight standard magazines are located within the ammunition storage area; in addition, 

six warehouses are used to _store ammunition. There are another 64 igloos in the exclusion area · 

used for the storage of special weapons (STY /Lyon Associates 1990). 
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More than 470,000 gallons of various grades of fuel oil are stored throughout the depot. Afi 

ASTs are diked to contain any spill; and aprons have been constructed around the fill spouts of 

all USTs. The depot maintains a current Spill Control and Countermeasure Plan (SPCCP) and 

an Installation Spill Contingency Plan (ISCP) (STV/Lyon Associates 1990). 

Piles of chromate ore ·have been stored at several locations within the Seneca Anny Depot 

Activity since the 1940s. Some piles are on the ground and others rest on concrete pads. Several 

piles of silicon carbide have been stored at the Seneca Anny Depot Activity since 1956. These 

piles rest on hard storage pads and are covered with sheets of roofing material. Oth~r ores that 

have been, or are presently, stockpiled at the Seneca Army Depot Activity include: antimony, 

asbestos, chromium, aluminum oxide, ferrochromium, ferro manganese, zinc, and rutile 

(Environmental Science and Engineering 1988b). 

Columbite ore (a mixture of the oxides of iron, manganese, niobium, and tantalum) was stored in 

Buildings 324, 356, and 357 beginning in 1954 (SEAD-49). In 1973, the ore was transferred to 

Building 357 and Building ~24 was swept. The ore was removed from the depot in 1993. The 

ore, now stored in drums, was originally kept in burlap bags. Neither niobium nor tantalum bas 

any naturally occurring radioactive isotopes, but radium-226 and thorium-232 are usually present 

as impurities. Moreover, radon-222 was produced and concentrated in the unventilated 

warehouse, Building 357. A 1977 USAEHA survey indicated that the radon-222 concentration 

varied from 0.92 to 3.12 picocuries per liter (pCi/L) in Building 357. Outside the building, the 

concentration was 0.23 pCi/L·. The maximum pennissible concentration ofradon-222 in an 

unrestricted area is 4.0 pCi/L (STV /Lyon Associates 1990). Warehouses that are known to have 

been used for the storage of hazardous materials are listed in Table 3-14. 

Table 3-14 
BUll,DINGS USED TO STORE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

~---•" BUJt.DIN~~ ·,,•.rt; .-~... ......... . .. . :· ~ .. ~~~--.l~i~flt~:}) ,liAZARDOUS MA TERIALS&~~~r~¥':"~~~•~~ . .., •·-" . . .. • f'. . ,. . . ., .., '!}7., l ,"t . .. -- ~ - . J 

307 Hazardous waste 

323 Pesticide, soda ash, and antifreeze 

324 Columbite ore 

327 Pesticide, soda ash, and antifreeze 

330 Pesticide, soda ash, and antifreeze 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 
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331 

333 

336 

343 

'356 

357 

Table 3-14 
(Continued) 

Pesticide, soda ash, and antifreeze 

STB, DS-2, and solvents 

STB and chlorine impregnate 

Pesticide, soda ash, and antifreeze 

DS-2 and columbite ore storage 

DS-2 and columbite ore storage 

PROPERTY CHARACTERIZATION 

Fibrous asbestos ore is currently stored in Tanlc Number 88 at the Taruc Farm (SEADs 50 and 

54). Asbestos, previously stored in some of the other tanks, was shipped to other GSA ' 

warehouses in the 1960s (USA THMA 1980). Other. materials that are known to have been stored 

in the Taruc Farm include antimony, rutile, and silicon carbide. 

In the 1940s, 11 of the igloos (EO801 -EO81 l) in the ammunition area were used for the storage 

of pitchblende ore. After the ore was removed, the igloos were used to store conventional 

munitions until 1976. Although there has been a remediation effort of this area, there is still 

outstanding concern about radiological contamination, and this area is one of the recognized 

SWMUs (SEAD-48) (Engineering Science, Inc. 1994c; STV /Lyon Associates l 990). This 

SWMU is discussed further in Section 4.1. 

3.4.2 Solid Waste/Landfill Management 

Solid waste is collected and transported by contract for disposal at an ~ff-site, private landfill 

(USAMC 1994). Metal and other materials that have resale value are stored at the property 

disposal yard until enough materials accwnulate to warrant a solicitation for b~ds. Waste oil is 

st~red at this yard in two USTs, and it is also stored in USTs at Buildings 117 (SEAD-31 ), 188, 

and 732. Radiological waste was stored at the depot in the 1940s but this practice no longer 

occurs (STV /Lyon Associates 1990). 

A large area of the Seneca Army Depot Activity that consists of a non-combustible landfill 

(SEAD-8), an incinerator cooling water pond (SEAD-3), an ash landfill (SEAD-6), refuse 

3-30 Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 
El:.95 l lSMINI,.IU'T .DOC )I 11 l'n/B M C/SO/EB SI I 



FINAL 
SECTIONTHREE PROPERTY CHARACTERIZATION 

burning pits (SEAD-14), and a solid waste incinerator (SEAD-15) has been combined into a 

single operable unit referred to as the Ash Landfill. Also located in the general vicinity is a 

disposal area west of Building 2203 (SEAD-64D). The non-combustible landfill was used from 

1974 to 1979 to dispose of materials that were either non-combustible or too bulky to be 

incinerated or burned, The incinerator cooling water pond was used from 1974 to 1979 to hold 

the cooling water and fly ash generated from the scrubber of the solid waste incinerator. The fly 

ash was r~moved every 18 months and disposed of at the ash landfill. The ash landfill was used 

from 1941 to the late 1950s or early 1960s, and again from 1974 to 1979. Ash from the refuse 

burning pits was disposed of from 1941 'until the late 1950s or early 1960s. The refuse burning 

pits were used from 1941 to 1974 to burn all wastes generated on the depot until the incinerator 

opened in 1974. After burning, metal was removed for recycling and the ash was pushed into the 

ash landfill. The solid waste incinerator was used from 1974 to 1979 to bum depot refuse. This 

Operable Unit is currently being investigated under a CERCLA RI/FS. These SWMU~ are 

discussed further in Section 4.1 . 

The disposal area west of Building 2203 (SEAD-64D) was reportedly used for the dumping of 

crushed heavy gauge metal drums, empty smoke generating canisters, and various other metallic 

debris. Results of an expanded site investigation (ESI) conducted at this SWMU indicated that 

one large debris pile in the southwestern portion of this SWMU may have impacted the soils and 

groundwater locally. TWs SWMU is discussed further in Section 4.1 (Engineering Science, Inc. 

1994c). 

Nine of the other previously recognized SWMUs are associated with former solid waste disposal 

areas. SEAD-8 is a non-compustible landfill located to the south of Smith Fann Road. It was 

used for the burial of non-combustible and bulky items between 1974 and 1979. TWs site is 

presently closed and is being investigated as part of the Ash Landfill OU. SEAD-9 is a former 

construction debris landfill located near the intersection of the East Patrol Road and East Kendaia 

Road. This site was used for the disposal of construction debris from 1977 to 1984, for the 

disposal of scrapwood from 1984 to 1986, and for firewood storage from 1984 to 1994. This 

SWMU bas been classified as a Moderately Low Priority Area of Concern (AOC) and a mini­

risk assessment has been recommended. 
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SEAD-11 is ah old construction debris landfill that is located south of Indian Creek Road, This 

site was used for the disposal of construction debris from 1946 to 1949. This SWMU has been 

classified as a Moderate Priority AOC and an RIIFS has been recommended. SEAD-59 is a fill 

area located to the west of Building 135. It was potentially used for the disposal .~f construction 

debris, and the dates of usage are not known. This SWMU has been classified as a Moderately 

Low Priority 'AOC and an RI/FS has been recommended. 

SEAD-64 includes four separate garbage disposal areas that were possibly used when the 

installation solid waste incinerator was ·inoperable. This SWMU has been previously classified 

as a Low Priority AOC. SEAD-64A is a small land.fill located in the M~ Depot Area south of 

7th Stree,. Investigations at this site by Engineering Science, Inc. revealed soil and groundwater 

contamfoati.on, and an RI/FS has been recommended. SEAD-64B is a landfill located near the 

south end of the Main Depot Area. Investigations by Engineering Science, Inc. indicate that 

minimal impacts to the soil, sediment, surface water, and groundwater have occurred at this site. 

It has been recomtnended that a minor risk assessment and a Completion Report be completed 

· and finalized in a Record of Decision (ROD). SEAD-64C was a proposed landfill site located 

north of South Patrol Road that had been rumored to have been used for debris dwnping. This 

site was investigated by Engineering Science, Inc., and no significant impacts to the media 

investigated were found. It has been recommended that a mini-risk assessment and a Completion 

Report be completed and finalized in an ROD. SEAD-64D is one large and two smaller debris 

piles, located west of Building 223 and east of West Patrol Road. This site was investigated by 

Engineering Science, Inc,, and several localized impacts to soil and groundwater were found. An 

Rl/FS has been recommended for this site. 

SEAD-67 is a disposal area located east of Sewage Treatment Plant No. 4. This site was 

investigated by Engineering Science, Inc., and soil and sediment were found to have been 

significantly impacted. This SWMU is classified as a Low Priority AOC and a limited sampling 

program and a removal action have been recommended. SEAD-69 is a disposal area located 

southeast of Building 606. This site was investigated by Engineering Science, Inc., and no 

significant impacts to any of the media investigated were found. This SWMU is classified as a 

Moderately Low Priority AOC, and it has been recommended that a mini-risk assessment and a 
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Completion Report be completed and finalized in an ROD. SEAD-70 is a fill area east of 

Building T-2110 that had oeen used to dispose of construction debris. An investigation of this 

site by Engineering Science, Inc. revealed that sediment in the surrounding wetland and the soils 

which comprise the landfill material have been impacted by moderate releases of polyaromatic 

hydrocarbons (PAHs) (in the sediment) and arsenic (in the soil). This SWMU is classified as a 

Lo~ Priority AOC, and it has been recommended that a mini-risk assessment and Completion 

Report be completed and finalized in an ROD. 

SEAD-71 is a rumored paint and solvent disposal pit located west of Building 127. Th.is site was 

investigated by Ei:igineering Science, Inc., and, although a paint disposal pit was not confirmed, 

at least one pit with construction debris and contaminated soils was found. This SWMU is 

classified as a Low Priority AOC, and an RI/FS has been recommended. 

3.4.3 Storage Tanks 

The Seneca Army Depot Activity has 219 USTs or ASTs register~ with the state of New York. 

A complete listing of these tanks, including their state registration numbers (SRN), capacities, 

year installed, and status as of August 1995, is provided in Appendix C. 

3.4.4 Drinking Water Management 

Water is supplied to the depot, as well as the towns of Varick and Romulus, by means of a 

treatment and pumping facility located at Building 2411. The water is drawn from Seneca Lake 

and is chlo~ted and fluoridated at this plant. Treated water is then· piped across the Main 

Depot to.open Reservoir 334 at the South Depot. From the reservoir, the water is rechlorinated 

and pumped to elevated Water.Tower 109. Water is sent from this tower to supply off-post; 

users, Reservoir 352, and North Depot elevated Water Tower 730. The Airfield Area is supplied 

from an independent ground storage tank that is filled from Reservoir 334. A well near Building 

2301 is also used for water supply on a daily basis (STV/Lyon Associates 1990). 

The drinking water distribution system consists of various networks of mains that range in size 

from 6 to 12 inches in diameter. About half of the system is constructed of plastic polyvinyl 
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chloride (PVC) piping, while the remainder is steel, asbestos cement, or ductile-iron piping 

(STV /Lyon Associates 1990). 

A few water. wells are located on the Seneca Army Depot Activity to supply water to remote 

facilities (Seneca Army Depot Activity 1991 ). 

3.4.5 Groundwater Monitoring Wells 
. . 

· Over I 00 groW1dwater monitoring wells are in place at the Seneca Anny Depot Activity. Forty-

seven of these are located at the Ash Landfill, 17 are located at the open detonation groW1ds, and 

37 are associated with the open burning grounds (Engineering Science 1994a, 1994b, 1994c). 

3.4.6 Stonnwater Management 

The storm drainage system consists of both open and closed systems that discharge into µie four 

watersheds of Indian Creek; Kendaia Creek, Kendig Creek, and Reeder Creek. A system of 

extensive channels has been ex~avated, and drains have been built to facilitate surl'ace drainage 

of most of the depot lands. All hazardous materials storage areas are located indoors to prevent 

precipitation from contacting the drums. The incinerator and waste processing area are also 

located indoors (STY/Lyon Associates 1990; Seneca Army Depot Activity 1991). 

3.4. 7 Sewage Treatment 

The sanitary sewage disposal system comprises two major collection systems serving the depot 

and a combined system for the towns of Varick and Romulus. The South Depot and Warehouse 

Areas ar~ ~~rved by a system that incorporates a pumping station at Building 314 (SEAD-22) and 

treatment at Building 4 (STP 4, SEAD-20). A New York Discharge Elimination System 
' . 

(NYDES) tertiary pennit has been approved for STP 4. Treated sewage from this plant is 

discharged into Kendig Creek. The sanitary system for the Special Weapons and North Depot 

Areas is connected to a treatment plant at Building 715 (SEAD-2 1). Treated sewage is 

discharged from this plant into Reeder Creek, which is also covered by the NYDES pemtlt 

(STV /Lyon Associates 1990; Seneca Anny Depot Activity 1991 ). 
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A sanitary system that is connected to the Seneca County Sewer District serves the Lake Housing 

Area ( except five residences to the north). Individual septic tanks serve all remaining buildings 

with sanitary facilities (Seneca Army Depot Activity 1991), 

3.4.8 Electrical Power Generation 

Electrical power is not generated at the Seneca Army Depot Activity. Electrical power is 

provided by the New York State Electric anp Gas Corporation (NYSEG) through a substation off 

site that is jointly operated by NYSEG and the U.S. Army. NYSEG is designing an upgrade to 

this 1950s-age facility. A second substation is located at the North Depot and is of similar age, 

but no upgrading is planned (S'.fV /Lyon Associates 1990). 

3.4.9 Heating System 

. The majority of buildings, specifically the storage igloos and various warehouses,~ unheated. 

Buildings that are heated use either cen~ steam distribution systems or individual oil-fired 

systems. About 60 percent of the heated space is served by the central steam heating system. 

Approximately 66 buildings and 279 housing units are heated with individual systems 

(STV /Lyon Associates 1990). 

3.4. 10 Fire Training 

Fire protection is afforded by a fully-equipped on-site fire department that is located in Building 

103. Two areas have been identified as having been used for fire training exercises. Both are 

previously recognized-SWMUs (SEADs 25 and 26) and will be discussed in Section 4.1 

(STV /Lyon Associates 1990; Seneca Army Depot Activity 1991 ). 

3.4.11 Medical Activities 

Infectious and contaminated wastes generated by the health clinic are disposed of off depot by 

contractors in accordance with NYSDEC regulations (STV /Lyon Associates 1990). For a time, 

medical wastes were stored in appropriate biohazard containers in Building 106-A (SEAD-42). 

Seneca Anny Depot Actfvlty, New York 
EE95 USO/FlNL-UT .DOC )111'97/BRAC/Slll'ED SI I 

3-35 



FINAL 
SEOTIONTHREE PROPERTY CHARACTERIZATION 

3.4.12 On-Site Housing 

Housing is provided at three on-post areas: Elliot Acres, Lake Housing, and the North Depot. 

Out of a total of 124 three-to-four bedroom units at Elliot Acres, 10 are single units, 13 are 

double units, and 22 are four-unit buildings. This housing area covers about 90 acres of real 

property. The Lake Housing Area includes 78 housing units covering about 110 acres, five 

community facilities covering about 10 acres, and about 155 acres of environmentally sensitive 

land that is used for outdoor recreation. Troop housing at the North Depot covers.about 8 acres 

and includes 3 barracks that can accommodate 270 troops and a Bachelor Officers, Quarters 

accommodating 18 men (STY /Lyon Associates 1990). The North Depot housing was not in use 

at the time of the field investigation. Currently, the North Depot area is closed, and many of the 

housing units at Elliot Acres a.rid Lake Housing are unoccupied. 

3.5 SENSITNE ENVIRONMENTS 

The Seneca Anny Depot Activity BRAC 1995 Implementation Plan (Headquarters, Seneca Army 

Depot Activity 1995) outlines the steps that need to be taken in order to address issues pertaining 

to sensitive environments. It addresses National Environmental Policy Act Q'lEPA), cultural 

resources, and natural resources requirements. Since the entire installation is wi NPL site, NEPA 

compliance will most likely be fulfilled through an Environmental Assessment (EA) or a full 

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). Headquarters, Industrial Operations Command is 

planning to prepare an EIS. The environmental action plan outlines a possible NEPA 

compliance scenario that includes the following steps: 

3-36 

• Conduct complete property inventory to determine disposaVreuse alternatives and 

differentiate those parcels that are in one of the following categories: 

Totally clean and saleable 

Require varying degrees of remediation 

Where no closure-related accessing will occur 
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• Conduct a detailed building inspection 

• Determine the level of cleanliness needed prior to transfer 

• Perform property signoff 

Cultural resources issues are required to be addressed because ofNEP A, National Historic 

Preservation Act (NI-IPA), Archaeological Resources Protection Act (ARPA), Native American 

Graves Protection Act (NAGPRA), and American Indian Religions Freedom Act (AIRF A). To 

fulfill the mandates of these laws, the following actions are required: 

• Create a cultural resources m~agement plan 

• Develop NHP A compliance programs, including Section 106 review 

• Conduct historical/archival investigations 

• Conduct a comprehensive archaeological survey/inventory 

• • Nominate eligible sites and/or districts 

• Prepare and execute a Programmatic Agreement 

Natural resources issues that need to be addressed at the Seneca Anny Depot Activity include: 

the Endangered Species Act; wetlands; migratory.birds; the resident deer herd; a forest 

inventory; unique ecosystems; and impact(s) on the local environment (Headquarters~ Seneca 

Army _Depot Activity 1995). The following include recommendations made in the BRAC 1995 

lmplementation Plan (Headquarters, Seneca Army Depot Activity 1995). 

• A formal survey for end.angered or threatened species, both floral and faunal, 

has not been undertaken at the Seneca Anny Depot Activity (Headquarters, 

Seneca Army Depot Activity 1995). However, no known federally-listed 

end.angered or threatened species, designated endangered species, or critical 

habitats are known to occur in the Seneca Anny Depot Activity area, although 

some species IDEJ.Y occur as transients. A survey for endangered and 

threatened species is presently ongoing and is scheduled for completion in 

December 1996. 
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3-38-

• A survey to define the wetlands at the Seneca Army Depot Activity has been 

completed and became available in July 1996. After the survey, issues that 

remain to be addressed include how wetlands will be managed, who will 

manage them, and whether all or portions should be retained at all after 

installation closure. The environmental action plan will need to address any 

potential conflicts affecting migratory bird populations that may frequent the 

Seneca Army Depot Activity's wetlands (Headquarters, Seneca Army Depot 

Activity 1995). 

. . 
• A foreseeable impact to the environment could result if any area that is 

presently used by migratory birds is taken out of use. There is also a need for 

some yearly maintenance of waterfowl nesting areas. Before closure, any 

ensuing impacts to migratory bird habitats and waterfowl nesting areas should 

be reviewed with both NYSDEC and U.S. Fish and Wildlife (Headquarters, 

Seneca Army Depot Activity 1995). 

• A resident herd of white-tailed deer is of particular interest owing to the high 

frequency of a genetic trait that produces a white-coat color. At this time, the 

herd consists of about 225 with the white-coat color and about 300 brown 

deer. The white-coat condition probably occurs at the Seneca.Anny Depot 

Activity at this frequency because of the fence enclosure that surrounds the 

installation. If there was no fence, the herd would out breed and the white-coat 

frequency would decrease. The presence of the fence requires the continual 

management of the herd, which has been shown to expand beyond the limited 

carrying capacity of the installation (Headquarters, Seneca Anny Depot 

Activity 1995). 

• A large portion of the Seneca ·Army Depot Activity is wooded and the timber 

is salable. A timber inventory has recently been completed, and there is no 

plan at present for harvesting (Headquarters, Seneca Army Depot Activity 

1995). 
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• No wtlque ecosystems are known to exist at the Seneca Army Depot Activity 

(Headquarters, Seneca Anny Depot Activity 1995). 
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4.0 INVESTIGATION RESULTS 

This section describes the results of the EBS investigation. It discusses: 

• Sources of potential contamination that have been addressed in prior reports 

• Sources of potential contamination that have not been addressed by previous 

investigations · 

• Adjacent properties that may be potential sources of_contamination to the 

installation property 

• Areas containing contamination substances not regulated by CERCLA (non­

CERCLA) 

• Real property within the installation property that will be retained by the U.S . 

. Anny (reserve enclaves) 

4.1 PREVIOUSLY IDENTIFIED SOURCES OF POTENTIAL CONTAMINATION 

Seventy-two sites were classified as SWMUs in the final Solid Waste Management Classification· 

Study completed in 1994 (Engineering Science, Inc. 1994c ). Identification and classification of 

SWMUs was cond!-lcted by the U.S. Army in accordance with the decision process outlined in 

the Interagency Agreement (IAG) betw~n the USACE, EPA, Region II, and NYSDEC. 

Twenty-four sites have been classified as No Action required; 20 as requiring Removal Action or 

Completion Report/Record of !)ecision; and 28 as requiring an RI/FS, Remedial Action, and 

ROD. The 28 sites requiring an Rl/FS are divided into thirteen ~ups and Ris are final at two of 

these. One site is the Ash Landfill site (SEADs 3, 6, 8, 14, and 15) where the source area was 

decontaminated using low temperature thermal desorption. Additional work may be needed for 

the groundwater. The s~cond site is the Open Burning Ground (SEAD-23). The Ash Landfill FS 

is currently under debate over· unresolved remedial alternatives. Four new groups of Rls are 

planned and it is likely that all of the remaining groups will require the full process 

(Headquarters, Seneca Army Depot Activity 1995). The 72 recognized SWMUs are listed 

according to relative priority in Tables 4-la through 4-le (following Section Four). The 

priorities were detennined in accordance with the IAG. 
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Numerous spills of petroleum products or haz.ardous materials and several LUSTs have been 

reported to NYSDEC and are listed in Section 2.1.2. Most of these involved small quantities of 

material and were quickly cleaned up. A.single spill involving a very large quantity of material 

occurred in 1988. A leak of3,500 gallons of fuel oil from the heating plant, Building 718, 

entered the North Depot STP (Building 715). The oil was contained in the STP sludge holding 

tank and subsequently cleaned up. No violations were listed for this spill, which was inspected 

by several New York state environmental officials (STV/Lyon Associates 1990). 

A release of 1,900 gallons of fuel oil from a LUST occurred at Building 13 8 on Nov(?mber 19, 

1992 (Case Number 9209672). The oil drained from the tank into the sto~ drain, then into a 

drainage ditch, and then into Kendaia Creek. The total length of the release covered about one 

mile. The incident was reported to NYSDEC and cleanup actions followed. The case is listed as 

closed in the database; however, a closure report wrui unavailable. Furthermore, an interview 

conducted during the 1995 EBS field investigation revealed that only 1,700 gallons of the 

product was recovered. For the purposes of this EBS, we are considering this case open. 

4.2 POTENTIAL CONTAMINATION AREAS IDENTIFIED DURING THE EBS 
INVESTIGATION 

Extensive environmental assessments have previously been conducted at the Seneca Army Depot 

Activity and are summarized in the preceding section. Because of this extensive work, most of 

the potential areas of contamination have ~y been identified. The following table 

summarizes additional areas identified during the 1995 EBS interviews and visual inspections. 

The BRAC Parcel Number and Label presented in this table correspond with those described in 

Section Five and illustrated on Figure 5-1. 
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Table 4-2 
POTENTIAL CONTAMINATION AREAS 

.::<iioaRAPH1c:i ~ _, ;:'--, .. 
: ·· :Aru:A > t :: . ·· , . FACILITY . DESCRIPTION 

Coast Guard LORAN-C Halon spill Interview 43(3)HR 

Lake Housing 
Airfield 
Airfield 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Warehouse 
South Depot 

South Depot 

South Depot 

South Depot 

Special Weapons 

North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
Main Depot 
Airfield 

Main Depot 

Main Depot 

Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 

North Depot · 

North Depot 

South Depot 

South Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 

Building 2409 
Skeel/frap Range 
Building 2302 
"SOArca" 
Near Ovid Road 
Bullding325 
DRMOYard 

Buildings 306 and 308 

Building 127 

Building 135 

Buildings 813-817 

MP ~ervlce Station 
Building 744 
Buildings 716 and 717 
Near Building 2131 
Near Building 2311 

South end of Main Depot 
Area 
Duck ponds area 

Building 810 
Buildings 819, AOIOI, and 
A0l02 
Building 747 

Undeveloped area west of 
Building 715 
Open Area 

Open Area 
Open Area 
Hill north of Post 3 

Raw sewage spill 
Skeet/frap Range 
Small aims range 
Dumping areas 
Small arms range 
PCB oil spill 
Rele~ of hazardous 
materials 
Release of hazardous 
materials 
UST with evidence of 
petroleum release 
Stained soil in vehicle storage 
building 
Storage and release of paints 
and solvents, potential 
radionuclide release, unknoYrn 
burial activities 
Multiple petroleum releases 
lndoor firing range 
Petroleum release 
Possible DDT disposal 
.Connex with unknown 
contents 
Munitions burial sites 

Mounds with unknown 
contents 
Unknown use and contents 
Unknown use and contents . 

Storage of acid and petroleum 
products, release of petroleum 
products and solvents 
Mounds with a rusty drum 

Rumored coal a.sh disposal 
area 

Visual Inspection 
Interview, Visual Inspection 
Visual Inspection, Interview 
Visual Inspection, Interview 
Visual Inspection, Interview 
Interview 
Interview 

Visual Inspection, Interview 

Visual Inspection 

Visual Inspection, Interview 

Visual Inspection, Interview 

Visual Inspection, Interviews 
Interview 
Visual Inspection 
Interview 
Visual Inspection · 

Interview 

Visual Inspection 

Visual Inspection Denied 
Visual Inspection Denied 

Interview 

Visual Inspection 

Interview 

Rumored coal storage area interview 
Rumored DDT can burial area Interview 
Rumored drum burial area Interview 

54(6)HR(P) 
115 Q•X 
114 Q-X 
57(6)PS/PR/HR 
119 Q-X 
77(6)PR/HR. 
78(6)HS/HR 

84(6)PS/PR(P) 

88(6)PS/PR 

86( 6)PR/HS/HR. 

98(6)PS/PR/llS/HR 

99(6)PS/PR 
12S Q-X 
102(6)PS/PR(P) 
106(6)HR 
107(7) 

116 Q·X 
117 Q·X 
111(7) 
112(7) 
98(6)PS/PR/HS/HR 
98(6)PS/PR/HS/HR 

I 00(6)PS/PR/HS/HR 

113(7) 

137(7) 

138(7) 
139(7) 
140(7) 

The U.S. Anny has compiled a list of stories and rumors regarding past activities at the Seneca 

Anny Depot Activity (Seneca Anny Depot Activity 1995a). This list is infonnally referred to as 
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the "rumors list," and it contains 17 different entries. At the request of the BRAC Environmental 

Coordinator (BEC) and Geographic Project Manager (GPM), the Woodward-Clyde EBS 

investigation pursued these rumors during interviews involving current or past employees who 
.., 

may have knowledge of these past activities. After the interviews were 'completed, these rumors 

were analyzed in relation to any information that had been obtained. Th~ original list of rumors 

is included as Appendix H. In swnmary, confirmation was found for eight of these rumors, no 

confirmation was found for five, and conflicting information was obtained for four. Subsequent 

visual inspections and confirmed locations led to the inclusion of fourteen of the rumors into the 

list of potential contamination areas listecl in Table 4-2. Table 4-3 provides a breakdown of the 

results of the rumored sites investigation. 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 
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Table 4-3 
RESULTS OF RUMOR INVESTIGATION 

Rumor confinned: two ammunition 
burial areas identified 
Rumor confirmed: fill materials included · 5(2)PSffiS 
concrete, dirt, and shale 
Conflicting infonnation obtained: area 3(1) and/or 113(7) 
possibly investigated as part ofSEAD-7 
Conflicting infonnatlon obtained: 
s ecific location not identified 
Conflicting information obtained: area is 103(6)HR 
part of SEAD-67 
Rumor confirmed: a potential location 38(7) 
has been identified 
Rumor confinned: solvents, paints, and 98( 6)PS/PR/HS/HR 
acids dumped/buried east of Building 813 
Rumor not confirmed: no interviewees 140(7) 
had wty direct knowledge of this activity; 
a potential location has been identified 
Rumor not confirmed: no interviewees 139(7) 
had any direct knowledge of this activity; 
a potential location has been identified 
Aerial photographs revealed no evidence 3(1) 
of a pond in the reported area 
Rumor not confirmed: no interviewees 109(7) 
had wty direct knowledge of this activity; 
a potential location has been identified 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 
EE9SUSDIFINl,-.IU'T .DOC 1/11197/BRAC/SDIEBS/I 



SECTI0NFOUR 

· .. :.r_-:.-.;-~::-.-~~ '.t. ~:··::-:. ~:.?{~?:/~\:~~ 
RUMOR NUMBER/f< 

12 
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14 
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Table 4-3 
(Continued) 

t t~~:tf~Jfl:_~~~.,{};:;:;? \}it?.~--.: . =-;;:;',:= . ':;_"*-_~;~~:-: .·~:/ .. '.\:-:- ·:~ ·:·. 
/"':-_'.?;J.NYESTIGATIONRESULTS' ·_ 
Rumor not confirmed: no interviewees 
had any direct knowledge of this activity; 
former staging area identified in aerial 
photograph 
Rumor confirmed regarding cleaning, but 
no indication of use ofhaz.ardous 
materials; no specific location Identified 
Rumor confirmed: a potential location 
has been Identified 
Rumor confirmed: visual inspection 
Identified three areas where materials 
have been dumped 
Conflicting information obta_ined: 
interviews indicated that crushed shale 
was used for fill and that oils and solvents 
were disposed of in the area 
Rumor confirmed: rumored area is part 
of No Action SWMU SEAD-51 

INVESTIGATION RESULTS 

_;:'. ~ .,_' ·; BR,AC::_~ ~~I.l'¾i!lt 
·' . NUMBER AND LABEL' t 

57(6) 

3(1) 

137(7) 

57(6)PS/PR/HR 

78(6)HS/HR 

3(1) 

4.3 SOURCES OF POTENTIAL CONTAMINATION FROM ADJACENT OR 
· SURROUNDING PROPERTY 

The search of federal and state computerized databases revealed one site on the state priorities 

list (SPL), five RCRA generators within 0.25 mile to 1 mile from the Seneca Army Depot 

Activity, six LUSTs on the NYSDEC LUST database, and 14 sites with USTs registered on the 

NYSDEC Petroleum Bulle Storage UST database. · 

The site on the SPL is Sampson State Park, which is located adjacent to and southeast of the 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity. 

The five RCRA generators located near the Seneca Anny Depot Activity are listed in Table 4-4. 

Their locations are shown on Figure 3-1 according to their corresponding map numbers. 
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Town of Varick, New York 

Northside of White Road 

Sampson State Park 

Service Station, Route 96A, Ovid 

Ronnie's Body Shop, Route 96, 
Ovid . 
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Table 4-4 
RCRA GENERATORS 

Generates 100 kilograms per month (kg/mo) but less than 
1,000 kg/mo of non-acutely hazardous waste. 
Generates 100 kg/mo but less than 1,000 kg/mo ofnon­
acutely hazardous waste. 
Generates at least 1,000 kg/mo of non-acutely hazardous 
waste. 
Generates at least 1,000 kg/mo of non-acutely hazardous 
waste. 
Generates 100 kg/mo but less than 1,000 kg/mo ofnon­
acutely hazardous waste. 

6 

5 

7 

7 

Table 4-5 lists the 14 LUSTs that have been reported to be located wi~n a 4-mile radius of the 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity. 

George Clarie 
Residence 
Split Pine Fanns 
Town of Varick 
Sampson State Park 
Marsha and Willie 
Elmo 
Willard Psychiatric 
Center 
Willard Psychiatric 
Center 
Willard Psychiatric 
Center 
Lamoreax/Quinn 
Donald Baker 
Residence 
Quick-N-Easy 
Seneca County 
Highway Department 
Howard's Mobile 
Sunoco Service 
Station 
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Table 4-5 
LEAKING UNOERGROUNO STORAGE TANKS 

3/27/87 Diesel 
8/3/93 Diesel. 
3/1/90 Gasoline 
3/7/91 No. 2 Fuel Oil 

11/29/94 Gasoline 

1/26/88 No, 2 Fuel Qil 

3123195 Gasoline 

11/19/87 Gasoline 
Unknown Kerosene 

Unknown Unknown 
11/13/87 Gasoline 

12/23/87 Gasoline 
Unknown Gasoline 

Case Closed/Cleanup Complete Crossgradieot 4 
Case Open Downgradient 6 
Case Closed/Cleanup Complete Downgr¢lent 5 
Case Closed/Cleanup Complete Upgradient 9 

Case Open Crossgradient • 

Case ~losed/Cleanup Complete Crossgradient 

Case Open Crossgradient 

Case Closed/Cleanup Complete Upgradient 9 
Case Closed/Cleanup Complete Unknown 8 

Case Open Crossgradient 7 
Case Closed/Cleanup Complete Upgradient AP-I 

Case Closed/Cleanup Complete Crossgradient 7 
Case Closed/Cleanup Complete Crossgradient 7 

Seneca Anny Depot ActMty, New York 
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Based on these records, it appears that no LUSTs with ongoing investigations are located 

up gradient from the Seneca Army Depot Activity. 

A visual inspection of adjacent properties resulted in the identification of three areas of possible 

contamination that co·uld potentially affect the Seneca Army Depot Activity. 

• The first is the Seneca County Highway Department yard, located in the 

town of Romulus, approximately 0.25 miles northeast of the Main Gate to 

the Seneca Army Depot Activity (Figure 3-1, AP-1). This county facility 

appears to be a heavy equipment and maintenance yard and_ shop. The 

property is approximately two acres in size and contains several buildings, 

including a large previously used AST that has been modified to hold 

roadway salt. This facility lies directly hydraulically upgradient from the 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity and should be environmentally characterized 

for the potential of soil and groundwater contamination. Visual 

inspections revealed numerous US Ts and ASTs in various states of neglect 

and disrepair. This area was photographed for documentary purposes. 

• The second suspect adjacent property is a large AST (approximately 15 

• 

. . 

feet in diameter and 50 feet high) located about 500 feet due west of the 

intersection of We~ Kendaia Road and the West Patrol Road (Figure 3-1, 

AP-2). This tank has a large hole in the side, arid a large visible stain of 

petroleum product was observed around the base. This area is located 

hydraulically upgradient from the Lake Housing Area. 

The third area, also discovered during a visual inspection, consists of farm 

trash that has been dumped down the slopes of a branch of Kendaia Creek 

(Figure 3-1, AP-3). Materials observed in this area included household 

refuse, 5-gallon buckets, and construction debris. The size of the dumping 

area is about 500 feet square and it is located hydraulically upgradient 

from the Lake Housing Area. 

Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 
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4.4 NON~CERCLA RELATED ENVIRONMENTAL, HAZARD, AND SAFETY ISSUES 

The following s~arizes the results of the records review pertaining to non-CERCLA 

contamination substances as well as any documented haz.ard or safety issues. 

4.4.1 Asbestos-Containing Material 

The Seneca Army Depot Activity has an asbestos management program that includes building 

surveys for asbestos in buildings and removal actions, Approximately 50 percent of the asbestos 

identified in the original surveys at the Seneca Army Depot Activity' has been removed . 

. Update/follow-up inspections of buildings that were not mothballed were scheduled to be 

performed at the end of fiscal y<$' 1995. Results from these inspections were not available for this 

.. ,.,. report as ofDecember 1995. 

4.4.1. 1 Sources of lnfonnation 

Information concerning the potential presence of asbestos in buildings on the site was available 

from the Asbestos Management Plan Report (Seneca Army Depot Activity Asbestos Management · 

Plan), which swnmarized results from: 

1. A 1988 survey of ACM in 144 buildings at the Seneca Army Depot Activity by Galson 

& Galson (the original report was also available (Galson & Galson 1988] ); 

2. A 199i survey of31 additional buildings by the Campbell'Design Group; 

3. · As needed inspections of 180 housing units at the Seneca Army Depot Activity by 

depot personnel; and 

4, Asbestos removal efforts at the Seneca Army Depot Activity. 

4.4.1.2 Designation of Buildings 

Designation of buildings at the Seneca Anny Depot Activity was based on reported identification 

and/or removal of asbestos, If ACM was present but not fully remediated, tp.e. building was 

designated "A." If asbestos was never present or was identified and fully remediated, then the 

building was considered to be asbestos free and no designation was given. When asbestos was 
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suspect (based·on inspection or on construction dates before 1985) and no remediation was 

performed, the building was 'designated "A(P)" for possible presence of asbestos. An asbestos · 

abatement contract has been written, but had not been released at the time of the 1995 EBS. 

It was not always possible to detennine from statements in the Asbestos Management Plan whether 

full br partial remediation of asbestos had occurred in a building. Therefore, full remediation was 

assumed only when the Asbestos Management Plan (Seneca Army Depot Activity Asbestos 

Management Plan) stated "all identified asbestos-containing material (ACM) removed,, for non­

housing units and "all floor covering removed,, for family housing units in Elliot Acres (the 

Asbestos Management Plan reported that only the floor covering in Elliot Acres contained 

asbestos); in other cases, partial remediation was assumed and the building was designated "A" for 

presence of asbestos. 

4.4.1.3 Results 

Infonnation regarding the asbestos status for each building at the Seneca Anny Depot Activity is 

pre·sented in Appendix G. Of 457 buildings, asbestos is present and not fully remediated in 197 

buildings (designated "A") and is possible (either suspected in the survey or not surveyed and 

constructed prior to 1985) and not remediated in 54 buildings ( designated "A(P)"). The total area 

for buildings designated "N' and "A(P)" is 73, 11 acres. Asbestos was known to be absent ( either 

never present or present and fully remediated) in 205 buildings (no designation), 

There are no asbestos-containing building materials in the 519 ammunition igloos. 

4.4.2 Lead-Based Paint · 

The Seneca Army Depot Activity BRAG 1995 Implementation Plan (Headquarters, Seneca Army 

Depot Activity 1995) indicates that all housing units in Elliot Acres, Lake Housing, and "Colonels 

Row'' will be inspected for LBP and that inspections of other buildings and structures will be 

performed at the depot's suggestion. However, no infonnation on the status of LBP on buildings at 

the Seneca Army Depot Activity was available. Instead, potential for LBP was evaluated based on 

construction dates for buildings obtained from the Inventory of Military Real Property database 

(Seneca Army Depot Activity 1995b). 

Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 
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4.4.2.1 Designation of Buildings 

Painted buildings constructed prior to 1978 were designated "L(P)" for potential LBP, whereas 

buildings constructed in or after 1977 were considered not to contain LBP and received no 

designation. LBP status was designated as "L(P)" for potential LBP in buildings with unknown 

construction dates. 

4.4.2.2 Results · 

Infonnation regarding LBP status for each building at the Seneca Anny Depot Activity is presented 

in Appendix G. Of 456 buildings, LBP is possible in 365 buildings cons·tructed before 1978 and 

for 4 buildings with unknown construction dates, and is presumed absent in 86 buildings 

constructed after 1977. The total area for buildings designated "L(P)" is 82.17 acres. 

The 519 ammunition igloos were never painted and, therefore, do not constitute an LBP hazard. 

4.4.3 Polychlorinated.Biphenyls . 

The Seneca Anny Depot Activity has a program for disposing of electrical equipment containing 

PCBs. Building 30 l, located in the Main Depot Area along Fayette Road, is the PCB Transformer 

Storage Facility. Decommissioned transfonner units and other suspected PCB-contaminated 

electrical-equipment are delivered to Building 301 by linemen. Sampling is conducted by the 

enviri:mmental coordinator to determine the concentrations of PCBs in the units and contaminated 

electrical equipment. The items are then dispos¢ ofby the DRMO. Transformers are stored in 

Building 301 for a maximwn of seven months prior to disposal. It is not known to what extent the 

seven months policy was followed historically. This facility is a RCRA storage facility that will 

require closure. 

There is no evidence of PCB releases from Building 301 based on regular inspections by the 

Seneca Army Depot Activity environmental coordinator. In addition, PCBs in soil samples in the 

vicinity of Building 301 were less than 1.0 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg) and thus were below 

the regulatory limits established in EPA's PCB Spill Cleanup Policy (40 CFR 761). Therefore, 
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Building 301 is not CERCLA regulated, but is qualified with a "P" for storage of equipment with 

greater than 50 parts per million (ppm) PCBs in the absence of evidence of a PCB release. The area 

for Building 301_ is 824 square feet. The qualified area for this parcel is 0.02 acres. 

4.4.4 Radon 

The Seneca Anny Depot Activity BRAC 1995 Implementation Plan (Headquarters, Seneca Anny 

Depot Activity 199 5) states that all Class 1 and Cl.ass 2 structures (structures that have 24-hour 

occupancy, living quarters, or day care or children occupancy) were.tested for radon and that testing 

of Class 3 structures (buildings with less than continual occupancy and warehoUsP..,s) was due to be 

completed in 1995. Radon results from surveys of 303 buildings were available from the Seneca 

Army Depot Activity files (Seneca Anny Depot Activity Radon Survey Results). Retesting of 

buildings exceeding mitigation levels was completed in May 1996. 

4.4.4.1 Designation of Buildings 

Buildings with radon levels of 4.0 pCi/L or greater were designated "R," while those with radon 

less than 4.0 pCi/L were below EPA recommended mitigation levels and received no designation. . 

It should be noted that any buildings that were not tested did not receive any designation. 

4.4,4.2 Results 

Information regarding radon status for 303 buildings at the Seneca Army Depot Activity is 

presented in Appendix G. Retesting of these buildings in May 1996 revealed that only two 

remained above 4.0 pCi/L. The total area for these two buildings is 0.38 acres. 

4.4.5 Unexploded Ordnance 

Information on ·the potential presence of UXO at the Seneca Anny Depot Activity was available 

from the following sources: 

1. The Solid Waste Management Classification Study (Engineering Science, Inc. 1994c), 

which was used to identify buildings or areas in SWMUs potentially containing UXO; 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 
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2. The IR1viP database, which was ~~·'to identify potential UXO based on names of 

buildings and areas; and 

3. On-site interviews and visual inspections. 

~.4.5.1 Designation of Buildings 

Buildings and areas where UXO was stored or disposed are designated "X.11 Buildings possibly 

containing UX O stored for use or disposal and areas containing possible surface or buriec:l UXO 

based on previous testing, dismantling, or deactivation ofU:XO were designated "X(P)." 

4.4.5.2 Results 

Toe UXO status for each building or area at the Seneca Anny Depot Activity is presented in 

Appendix G. Forty-two buildings, ten areas, and all 5i9 igloos were also designated "X(P)" for 

possible UXO stored for use or disposal. The total area is 1,303.24 acres. 

4.4.6 Radionuclides 

The Seneca Anny Depot Activity currently stores radioactive material (radiation calibration 

sources) in Buildings 321 and 806 and mixed waste in Building 803 (Engineering Science, Inc. 

1994c). Building 803 is presently empty. A single row of eleven storage igloos was used to store 

pitchblende ore (Parcel 49(5)HS/HR). This area is one of the currently recognized SWMUs 

(SEAD-48) and it covers about 72.79 acres. Each of these igloos and the surrounding area ofland 

have been qualified for radionuclides. Three parcels in the North Depot Area have also been 

qualified for radionuclides. Tuey correspond with BRAC Parcels 53(5)HR, 98(6)!>8/HS/HR, and 

103(6)HR. 

A decommissioning survey was perfom1ed in 1992 and 1993 on 64 Special Weapons Area 

ammunition igloos (A0l0l, A0102, A0201 to A0218, A0301 to A0317, A0401 to A0409, A0501 

to A0508, and A0601 to A0610) to _confirm that the igloos have no radiation contamination and 

could be released for unrestricted use (Radiological Assistance Team, Seneca Anny Depot Activity 

1993). This survey was conducted because these igloos have been used for the storage of special 

weapens. No fixed or removable radiological contamination was found at the surveyed sites that 
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exceeded regulatory guidelines and requirements. At the request of the Seneca Army Depot 

Activity, these igloos will ·be qualified for radionuclides, Also at the installation's request, another 

96 storage igloos located in the munitions storage area will be qualified for radionucli4es. These 

are listed in Appendix G and Table 5-4. These buildings and four areas were qualified for 

radionuclides. The total area of buildings and parcels designated «RD" is 438.00 acres. 

4.4.7 Pesticides, Herbicides, and Fungi~ide Usage 

The Seneca Army Depot Activity has a herbicide/pesticide management program (Absolom 1994; 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity 1994b ). Herbicides and pesticides are stored for use at the Seneca 

Anny Depot Activity in Building 606 (Parcel 74(6)PS/HS/HR). The area of Building 606 is 3,414 

square feet No qualified designation was given to non~CERCLA herbicide/pesticide areas at the 

Seneca Army Depot Activity (in this case, Building ~06). 

4.5 RESERVE ENCLAVES 

Even though some areas have been identified in the BRA.C 1995 Implementation Plan 

(Headquarters, Seneca Army Depot Activity 1995) as being likely to be retained by DOD, all 

areas within the Seneca Army Depot Activity cantonment were investigated for this EBS. Areas 

that have been identified as being likely to be retained include: six warehouses for future storage 

of hazardous materials (Buildings 339, 347, 348, 350, 356, and 357); 20 strategic materials ore 

storage piles; a single administrative building (Building 103 ); and 36 areas of known 

environmental contamination, 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 
EE95 I lSMINL-RPT DOC 3/1 tmlBl\AC/Sll/EllSI I 

4-13 





Table 4-la 
NO ACTION SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT UNITS 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTIVITY, NEW YORK 

Building 307 - Hazardous Waste Container Storage 
Facility 

SEAD-2 Building 301 • PCB Transformer Storage Facility 3-301Q-L(P)/P 
,~ SEAD-7 Shale Pit 3(1) 

SEAD~l0 Present Scrap Wood Site 3(1) 
SEAD-18 Building 709 - Classified Document Incinerator 3(1) 
SEAD-19 Building 80 l - Classified Document Incinerator 3(1) 
SEAD-20 Sewage Treatment Plant No. 4 94(6)HR 
'SEAD-21 Sewage Treatment Plant No. 715 136(4)PR 
SEAD-22 Sewage Treatment Plant No. 314 3(1) 
SEAD-29 Building 732 - Undarground Waste Oil Tank 47(3)PS/PR/HS 
SEAD-30 Building 118 - Underground Waste Oil Tank 24(3)PS/PR/HS 
SEAD-31 Building 117 - Underground Waste Oil Tank 25(2)PS/HS 
SEAD-35 Building 718 - Waste Oil-Burning Boilers (3 units) 101 (6)PS/PR/HS/HR 
SEAD-36 Building 121 - Waste Oil-Burning Boilers (2 units) 87(6)PS/PR/HR(P) 
SEAD-37 Building 319 • Waste Oil-Burning Boilers (2 units) 50(5)PS/PR/HR(P) 
SEAD-42 Building 106 - Preventive Medicine Laboratory 27(2)PS/HS 
SEAD-47 Buildings 32 r and 806 - Radiation Calibration Source 3(1) and 98(6)PS/PR/HS/HR 

Storage 
SEAD-49 Building 356 - Columbite Ore Storage 45(3)HS/HR 
SEAD-51 Herbicide Usage • Perimeter of High Security Area 3(1) 
SEAD-53 Munitions Storage Igloos 3(1) and 49(5)HS/HR 
SEAD-55 Building 357 - Tannin Storage 3(1) 
SEAD-61 Building 718 • Underground Waste Oil Tank IO l (6)P8/HR/HS/HR 
SEAD-65 Acid Storage Areas 41(2)HS, 42(2)HS, 43(2)HS 
SEAD-72 Building 803 - Mixed Waste Storage Facility 98( 6)PS/PR/HS/HR 

Note: No Action SWMUs are sites which likely pose no threat to the environmenL 
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SEAD-8 
SEAD-14 
SEAD-15 
SEAD-16 
SEAD-17 
SEAD-23 
SEAD-24 
SEAD-25 
SEAD-26 
SEAD-45 

Table 4-lb 
HIGH PRIORITY AREAS OF CONCERN 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTMTY, NEW YORK 

48(5)HR 
Munitions Washout Facility Leach Field 57(6)PS/PR/HR 
Abandoned Ash Landfill 48(5)HR 
Non-Combustible Fill Area 48(5)HR 
Refuse Burning Pits (2 units) 48(5)HR 
Building 2207 - Abandoned Solid Waste Incinerator 48(5)HR 
Building S-311 • Fonner Deactivation Furnace 82(6)PS/PR/HS/HR 
Building 367 - Existing Deactivation Furnace 80(6)PS/HR 
Open Burning Ground 104(6)PR/HS/HR 
Abandoned Powder Burning Pit 55(6)PR(P)/HR 
Fire Training and Demonstration Pad 79(6)HR 
Fire Training Pit 66(6)HR 
Demolition Area 104(6)PR/HS/HR 

Notes: RI/FS currently underway at SEAD-3, SEAD-6, SEAD-8, SEAD-14, SEAD-15, and SEAD-23. 

High priority AO Cs are SWMUs for which a release of hazardous waste has been reported or a release is likely to have 
occurred. 
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SEAD-57 

Table 4-lc 
MODERATE PRIORITY AREAS OF CONCERN 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTMTY, NEW YORK 

Inhibited Red Fuming Nitric Acid (IRFNA) Disposal 
Site 
Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area 

57(6)PS/PR/HR 
96(6)HR and 97(6)HR 

l 04(6)PR/HS/HR 

Note: Moderate Priority AOCs are SWMUs for which there is evidence or suspicion of waste disposal, but for whlch the 
types and/or the exact locations of the wastes have not n~ly been established, and for which further investigation 
is a moderate priority. 
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Table 4-ld 
MODERATELY LOW PRIORITY AREAS OF CONCERN 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTMTY, NEW YORK 

SEAD-44 

SEAD-50 
SEAD-54 
SEAD-56 

SEAD-58 
SEAD-59 
SEAD-69 

Old Scrap Wood Site 
Radioactive Waste Burial Sites 
Building 606 • Old Missile Propellant Test 
Laboratory (refer to SEAD-56) 
Quality Assurance Test Laboratory 
Location A: West ofBuilding 616 
Location B: Brady Road 
Tank Fann (refer to SEAD-54) 
Asbestos Storage 
Building 606 - Herbicide and Pesticide Storage 
(refer to SEAD-43) 
Debris Area Near Booster Station 2131 
Fill Area West ofBuilding 135 
Building 606 - Disposal Area 

81(6)HS/HR 
90(6)PR(P)/HR 
53(5)HR and 98(6)PS/PR/HS/HR 
63(6)PS/HS/HR 

60(6)HR 
61(6)HR 
72(6)HS/HR 
72(6)HS/HR 
63(6)PS/HS/HR 

106(6)HR 
85(6)PR/HR 
63(6)PS/HS/HR 

Notes: SEAD-43, SEAD-56, and SEAD-69 are included as one AOC for the SI program. 
SEAD-50 and SEAD-54 are included as one AOC for the SI program. 

Moderately Low Priority AOCs are SWMUs for which there is evidence or suspicion of waste disposal, but for which 
the types and/or the exact locations of the wastes have not necessarily been established, and for which further 
investigation is a moderately low priority. 
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SEAD-28 
SEAD-32 
SEAD-33 
SEAD-34 
SEAD-38 
SEAD-39 
SEAD-40 
SEAD-4J 
SEAD-46 
SEAD-48 
SEAD-52 
SEAD-60 
SEAD-62 
SEAD-63 
SEAD-64 

SEAD-66 
SEAD-67 
SEAD-68 
SEAD-70 
SEAD-71 

Table 4-le 
LOW PRIORITY AREAS OF CONCERN 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTMTY, NEW YORK 

Building 360 - Underground Waste Oil Tanks 
Building 718 - Underground Waste Oil Tanks 
Building 121 - Underground Waste Oil Tanks 
Building 319 - Underground Waste Oil Tanks 
Building 2079 - Boiler Plant Blowdown Leach Pit 
Building 121 - Boiler Plant Blowdown Leach Pit 
Building 319 - Boiler Plant Blowdown Leach Pit 
Building 718 • Boiler Plant Blowdown Leach Pit 
Small Anns Range 
Pitch Blend Storage Igloos 
Buildings 608 and 612 - Ammunition Breakdown Area 
Oil Discharge Adjacent to Building 609 
Nicotine Sulfate Disposal Area near Buildings 606 or 612 
Miscellaneous Components Burial Site 
Garbage Disposal Areas: 
Location A: Debris Landfill South of Storage Pad 
Location B: Disposal Area South of Classification Yards 
Location C: Proposed Landfill Site 
Location D: Disposal Area West of Building 2203 
Pesticide Storage Near Buildings 5 and 6 
Dump Site East of Sewage Treatment Plant No. 4 
Building S-335 • Oil Pest Control Shop 
Building 2110 - Fill Area 
Alleged Paint Disposal Area 

51 (S)PS/PR/HS/HR(P) 
5 l(S)PS/PR/HS/HR(P) 
101 ( 6)PS/PR/HS/HR 
87(6)PS/PR/HR(P) 
50(5)PS/PR/HR(P) 
57(6)PS/PR/HR 
87(6)PS/PR/HR(P) 
50(5)PS/PR/HR(P) 
101(6)PS/PR/HS/HR 
122Q-X 
48(5)HS/HR 
59(6)PS/PR/HR 
59( 6)PS/PR/HR 
62(6)HR(P) 
103(6)HR 

64(6)HR 
58(6)HR 
3(1) 
48(5)HR 
92( 6)HS/HR(P) 
94(6)HR 
108(7)HS(P)/HR(P) 
l 04(6)PR/HS/HR 
89(6)HR 

Note: Low Priority AOCs are SWMUs for which there is evidence or suspicion of waste disposal, but for which the types 
and/or the exact locations of the wastes have not necessarily been established, and for which further investigation is a 
low priority. 
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SECTIONFIVE ENVIRONMENTAl CONDITION OF THE PROPERTY AREA 

5.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITION OF THE PROPERTY AREA 

This section presents the parcelization of the BRAC property in accordance with the criteria 

described in the CERF A guidance and the DOD BCP Guidebook (DOD 1993). 

5.1 PARCEL DESIGNATIONS 

Based on a review of installation documents; federal, state, and local recor.ds; and a site visit 

including employee interviews and visual inspections of the property and facilities, Woodward­

Clyde divided the Seneca Army Depot Activity iristallation into BRAC parcels that represent the 

environmental condition of the property area. The BRAC parcels and corresponding 

categorizations are identified in Table 5- la (following Section Five) and on the CERFA map, 

Figure 5-1. Areas containing non-CERCLA contamination substances are identified and 

delineated separately as qualified parcels and are presented in Table 5-1 b (following Section 

Five). Qualified parcels overlay all environmental condition of the property categories 

(Categories 1 through 7). Parcels are labeled as described in Section 1.3. A 25-acre grid 

coordinate system is overlaid on the CERF A map to facilitate the parcelization discussion by 

geographically locating the. various parcels. 

Parcel boundaries are drawn using the best available information on the e)!.tent of contamination 

and do not follow map grid lines. Small point sources of contamination or storage, such as 

USTs, were delineated by circular 0.25-acre parcels centered on the source, as stipulated in DOD 

guidance. For consistency and to facilitate the summation of acreages, parcel acreages were 

calculated to two decimal places using the digitized map (Figure 5-1) and AutoCad Release 12. 

This method is not meant to imply an accuracy to one one-hundredth of an acre. 

5.1.1 Category 1 Parcels 

Woodward-Clyde's survey and subsequent parcelization of the Seneca Army Depot Activity 

identified four parcels, approximately 8,555 acres, as Category I parcels. The Category 1 parcels 

and locations on Figure 5-1 arc d~cribed in the following sections. 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 5-1 
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BRAC Parcel Number nod Lahel 1(1) 

CERFA Map Location 18,6. 

This parcel is associated with most of the Lake Housing Area, with the exclusion of the housing 

area itself. This parcel consists of the area between the housing and the highway. The housing 

area is excludel from this parcel and placed in Parcel 5(2) because it is associated with 

pe.trolewn storage activities. The parcel is designated as a Category I parcel because there has 

been no documented storage of hazardous substances or petrolewn products; nor is there 

evidence of release, disposal, or migration from an adjacent prope~ o_f hazardous substances or 

petroleum products within the identified area. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 2(1) 
CERF A Map Location 26,10" 

This parcel is associated with most of the Airfield Area, with the exclusion of those areas that are 

otherwise identified. The P,nrcel is designated as a Category I parcel because there has l?een no 

documented storage of hazardous substances or petroleum products; nor is there evidence of 

release, disposal, or migration from an adjacent property of hazardous substances or petroleum 

products within the identified area. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 3(1) 
CERFA Map Location f 6,15 

This parcel is associated Vfith most of the Main Depot, South Depot, Coast Guard, and North 

Depot Areas, with _the exclusion of those areas that are otherwise identified. The parcel is 

designated as a Category l parcel because there has been no docwnented storage of hazardous 

substances or petroleum products; nor is there evidence of release, disposal, or migration from an . 

adjacent property of hazardous substances or petroleum products within the identified area. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Lobel 4(1) 
CERFA Map Location 19,24 

This parcel is associated with the small area within the Ell iot Acres Housing Area. The parcel is 

designated as a Category I parcel because there has been no documented storage of hazardous 
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substances or petrolewn products; nor is there evidence of release, disposal, or migration from an 

adjacent property of hazardous substances or petroleum products within the identified area. 

5.1.2 Category 2 Parcels 

Of the I 0,634 acres that comprise the Seneca Anny Depot Activity BRAC property, 30 parcels, 

approximately 111 acres, were designated as Category 2. The Category 2 parcels are identified 

on Figure 5-1 and summarized in the following sections. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label S(:Z)PS/HS 
CERFA Map Location 17,2 

This parcel is associated with 26 petrolewn USTs and 34 ASTs located at the Lake Housing Area 

(Buildings2401 to 2422, 2423 to 2439, 2441, 2443 to 2451, 2453 to 2456, 2466, 2470 to 2502, · 

2504 to 2505, 2507, 2508, 2510 to 2521, 2523 to 2524) and hazardous storage at Building 2456. 

Table 5-2 summarizes the USTs and ASTs associated with this parcel. 

TableS-2 . . 
USTs and ASTs ASSOCIATED WITH 

BRAC PARCEL NUMBER AND LABEL S(2)PS/HR 

T~~~sriri~~b:itJi·;+,:tiiittf1~~~:~T1
-
0

N ·. •.J!/:::-~;Aiii}fftf 
550-gallon fuel oil USTs I 141 to 144, 146 to 156, 158 to 164, and I In service since 1942 

275-gallon fuel oil ASTs 

1,000-gallon fuel oil UST 
Two 275-_g_allon fuel oil ASTs 
2,000-_g_allon fuel oil AST 
Two 275-gallon fuel oil ASTs 
500-gallon fuel oil UST 
550-_g_allon gasoline AST 
1,500-gallon fuel oil UST 

166 
3, 14, 22, 27, 54, 60, 63, 67, 173, 186, I In service since 1988 
189, 191 to 193, 199,204 to 209, and . 
_216to224 
71 I In service since 1981 
72 I In service sJncc 1942 
73 I In service since 1992 
145 I In service since 1991 
157 I In service since 1986 
174 I In service since 1991 
184 I Closed in place with 

NYSDEC a!'!'_roval 

There have been no documented releases associated with these USTs or ASTs. Building 2456 is 

a boat house that is used for the storage of paints and solvents. A visual inspection during the 
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1995 EBS did not wicover any evidence of a release nor is there any record of a reicase 

associated with this building. This parcel is designated as Category 2. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 7(2)PS 
CERFA Map Location 28,10 

This parcel is associated with a UST located at Building 2306. This UST (SRN 70) is used to 

store 1,000 gallons of fuel oil and has been in service since 1957. A visual inspection of the area 

did not reveal any evidence of contamination or release, and there. is no record of any release. 

This parcel is designnted as Category 2: 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 9(2)HS(P) 
CERFA Map Location 30,23 

This parcel i~ associated with a rumored acid storage site and is located near the southern end of 

the Mnin Depot Alea. An interview confirmed that this area had been the location of an acid 

storage shed. A visual inspection of the area revealed the presence ofa depression that the escort 

reported as being near the location of the acid storage shed. The escort also claimed thnt the 

structure itself had been moved. The shed was described as being a self~ntained metal unit, 

and there is no record or evidence that there had ever been a release. This parcel is designated as 

Category 2. 

QRAC Parcel Number and Label J0(2)PS 
CERFA Map Location 28,26 

This parcel is associated with a petroleum AST lo_cated at the LORAN-C facility (SRN 215). 

This AST is used to store 6,000 gallons of fuel oil. There has been no documented release 

associated with the AST. This parcel-is designated as Category 2. 

QRAC Parcel Number and Label 1J(2)HS 
CERFA Map Location 24,22 

This parcel is associated with Building 327, a warehouse. Visual inspections and interviews 

conducted during the 1995 EBS indicated that pesticides, soda ash, and antifreeze have been 
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stored in this building. There have been no documented releases associated with this building; 

This parcel is designated as Category 2. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label t2(2)HS 
CERFA Map Location 24,22 

This parcel is associated with Building 326, a warehouse. A visual inspection conducted during 

the 1995 EBS indicated that super topical bleach (8TB) and chlorine impregnate are stored in 

this building. There have been no documented releases associated with ·this building. 1bis parcel 

is designated as Category 2. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 15(2)0S 
CERFA Map Location 22,22 

This parcel is associated.with Building 324, a warehouse. Records indicated that columbite ore 

had been stored in this building from 1954 to 1974. A radionuclide survey of this building was 

previously conducted and no evidence of contamination was detected. There have been no 

documented releases associated with this building. This parcel is designated as Category 2. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Labe116(2)HS 
CERFA Map Location 22,23 

This parcel is associated with Building 343, a warehouse. Visual inspections and interviews 

conducted during the 1995 EBS indicated that pesticides, soda ash, and antifreez.e have been 

stored in this building. There have been no documented releases associated with this building. 

This parcel is designated as Category 2. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 18(2)0S 
CERFA Map Location 21,22 

This parcel is associated with Building 333, a warehouse. Visual inspections and interviews 

conducted during the 1995 EBS indicated that solvents, 8TB, and diethylenctriamine (DS-2) 

have been stored in this building. There have been no documented releases associated with this 

building. This parcel is designated as Category 2. 
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BRAC Parcel Number and Label 20(2)PS/HS 
CERFA Map Location 21,21 

This parcel contains Buildings 31 6, 317,318, and 372, ordnance repair warehouses, and shops. 

Records and interviews indicated that solvents and petroleum products have been stored in these 

buildings. There has been no documented release associated with these buildings. This parcel is 

designated as Category 2. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 21(:Z)PS 
CERFA Map Location 20,23 

This parcel is associated with 63 petroleum USTs and 5 ASTs located at the Elliot Acres Family 

Housing Area (Buildings 200 to 219 and 221 to 245). Sixty,one tanks (SRNs 74 to 81, 86 to 87, 

89, 91 to 124,126 to 134, 136 to 140, and 200 to 201) are 550-gallon fuel oil USTs. Two (SRNs 

125 and 135) are 1,000-gallon fuel oil USTs. Four tanks (SRNs 82 to 85) are 275-gallon fuel oil 

ASTs. One (SRN 90) is a 500-gallon fuel oil AST. Installation dates of these tanks range from 

1942 to 1992. There have been no documented releases associated with any of these USTs or 

ASTs. This patcel is designated as Category 2. 

BRAC Paree) Number and Label 22(2}PS 
CERFA Map Location 19,23 

This parcel is associated with a petroleum UST located at Building 101 (SRN 6). This UST is" 

used to store 3,000 gallons of fuel oil and has been in service since 1942 .. Th~~e has been no 

docwnented release associated with this UST. This parcel is designated as Category 2. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 23(2lPS 
CERFA Map Location 18,23 

This parcel is associated with a petroleum UST located at Building 103 (SRN I). This UST is 

used to store 2,500 gallons of fuel oil and has been in service since 1988. There has been no 

documented release associated with this UST. This parcel is designated as Category 2. 
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BRAC ParcerNumber and Label 2S(Z)PS/HS 
CERFA Map Location 19,23 

This parcel is associated with Building 117. This facility is a heavy equipment shop that has 

been used for battery maintenance and storage. Antifreeze and battery acid have been stored in 

this building. A waste oil UST (SRN 25) is associated with this building. This UST is used to 

store 2,005 gallons of waste oil. This UST is still in use and is one of the presently recognized 

SWMUs (SEAD-31 ). It has been previously classified as a No Action SWMU under CERCLA. 

There have rn:en no documented releases associated with the building or UST. This parcel is 

designated as Category 2. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 26(:z)HS. 
CERFA Map Location 19,22 

This parcel js associated with Building 125, a fonner paint shop. This building was used to store 

paints and solvents. There has been no documented release associated with this buiiding. This 

parcel is designated as Category 2. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 27'2}PS/HS 
CERFA Map Location 18,23 

Tlµs parcel is associated with a preventive medicine laboratory and a petroleum UST located at 

Building I 06A (SRN 9). Medical waste materials have bee~ stored in this facility in appropriate 

biohazard containers. This UST is used to store 5,000 gallons of fuel oil. There has been no 

documented releases ~iated with this UST or the medical wastes. This parcel is designated 

as Category 2. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 28(:z)HS 
CERFA Map Location 18,22 

This parcel is associated with two USTs located at Building 114. These USTs (SRNs 12 and 13) 

are used to store 1,000 gallons each of fuel oil, and both have been in service since 1943. A 

visual inspection of the area did not reveal any evidence of contamination or release, and there is 

no record of any release. This parcel is designated as Category 2. 
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BRAC Parcel Number and Label 30(2)PS 
CERFA Map L ocation 18,21 

. This parcel is associated with a petroleum UST located at Building 113 (SRN 11 ). Th.is AST is 

used to store 2,000 gallons of fuel oil. There has been no documented release associated with 

this UST. This parcel is designated as Category 2. 

BRAC Parcel Number and I,abeJ 31(:z)PS/HS 
CERFA Map Location 20,21 

1bis parcel contains Building 312, an inflammable materials storage warehouse. Records and 

interviews indicated that solvents, paints, antifreeze, hydrofluorosilic acid, and petroleum 

products have been stored in this building. There has been no documented release associated 

with this building. 1bis parcel is designated as Category 2. 

BRAC Parcel Number and I,ahel 32(2)PS 
CERFA Map Location 2,15 

This parcel is associated with a petrolew'n UST located at Building 800 (SRN 45). 1bis UST is 

used to store 1,500 gallons of fuel oil and has been in service since 1981. There has been no 

documented release associated with this UST. This parcel is designated as Category 2. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 33(2)PS 
CERFA-Map Location 2,15 

This parcel is associated with a petroleum UST located at Building 729 (SRN 39). This UST is 

used to store 2,000 gallons of fuel oil and has been in service since 1986. There has been no 

documented release associated with this UST. 1bis parcel is designated as Category 2. 

13RAC Parcel Number and Label 34(2)PS 
CERFA Map Location 3,3 

Th.is parcel is associated with Buildings 719, 720, and 721, and two USTs. These three buildings 

were associated with petroleum storage, a fueling station, and a maintenance shop. A visual 

inspection did not reveal any evidence of staining or leaking ofpetrolewn product. Building 719 
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is a pump house for a 15,000-gallon gasoline UST (SRN 172). This UST has been in service 

since I 98~. Building 720 is a motor vehicle shop. Bl\ilding 721 is a military police maintenance 

and office building, whlch is served by a 12,000-gallon diesel UST (SRN 202) located north of 

the building. This UST has been in service since 1986. There have been no documented releases 

associated with these USTs or buildings. This parcel is designated as Category 2. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 35(2)PS 
CERFA Map Location 2,2 

This parcel is associated with a petroleum UST located at Building 733 (SRN 40). This UST is 

used to store 1,000 gallons of fuel oil and has been in service since 1971. There bas been no 

docwnentedrelease associated with this UST. This parcel is designated as Category 2. 

BRAC Paree! Number and Label 36(Z)PS 
CERFA Map Location 3,14 

This parcel is associated with a petrolewn UST located at Building 746 (SRN 43). -This UST is 

used to store 3",000 gallons of fuel oil and has been in service since 1982. There has been no 
. . 

documented release associated with this UST. Tbis parcel is designated as Category 2. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 38(Z)PS 
CER:FA Map Location 2,12 

Tbis parcel and area of real property is associated with two petrolewn USTs located at Building 

742 (SRNs 210 and 211). These USTs were used to store 3,000 gallons of gasoline each. They 

have been in service since 1990 but were both temporarily out of service at the time of the 1995 

EBS investigation. There has been no dqcumented release associated with these USTs. This 

parcel is designated as Category 2 . 
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BRAC Parcel Number and Label 39(2)PS 
CERFA Map Location 2,12 

This parcel is associated with a petrolewn UST located at Building 714 (SRN 37). This UST is 

used to store 1,000 gallons of fuel oil and has been in service since 1957. There has been no 

documented release associated with this UST. This parcel is designated as Category 2. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 40(.l)PS 
CERFA Map Location 2,12 

This parcel is associated with a petroleum UST located at Building 740 (SRN 42). This UST is 

used to store [,000 gallons of fuel oil and has been in service since 1960. · There has been no· 

documented release associated with this UST. This parcel is designated as Gategory 2. 

· BRAC Parcel Number and I,abeI 41(2)HS 
. CERFA Map L ocation 14,9 

This parcel is associated with an acid storage area south of the truck gate. This area corresponds 

to one of the previously recognized SWMUs (SEA.D-65A) . . No evidence of release has been 

observed, and pH testing by Engineering Science, Inc. of the soils in this area did not find pH 

values outside of the normal range for soils. This SWMU has been previously classified as a No 

Action SWMU under CERCI'..A. This parcel is designated as Category 2. 

BRAC Pared Number and Label 42(2)HS 
CERFA Map Location 14,9 

This parcel is associated with an acid storage area south of the truck gate. This area corresponds 

to one of the previously recogniz.cd SWMUs (SEAD-65B). No evidence of release has been 

observed, and pH testing by Engineering Science, Inc. of the soils in this area did not find pH 

values outside of the normal range for soils. This SWMU has been classified as a No Action 

SWMU under CERCLA. This parcel is designated as Category 2. 
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BRAC ParceINumber and Label 43(2)HS 
CERFA Map Location 14,9 

This parcel is associated with an acid storage area south of the truck gate. Titls area corresponds 

to one of the previously recognized SWMUs (SEAD-65C). No evidence of release has been 

observed, and pH testing by Engineetjng Science, Inc. of the soils in this area did not find pH 

values outside of the normal range for soils. Titls SWMU has been classified as a No Action 

SWMU under CERCLA. Titls parcel is designated as Category 2. 

5. 1.3 Category 3 Parcels 

Of the 10,634 acres that comprise the Seneca Anny Depot Activity BRAC property, ten parcels, 

approximately 21 acres, were designated as Category 3. The Category 3 parcels are identified on 

Figure 5-1 and are summariz.ed in the following sections. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 13'3}HSIHR 
CERFA Map Location 23,22 

This parcel is associated with Building 330, a warehouse. Visual inspections and interviews 

conducted during the 1995 EBS indicated that pesticides, soda ash, and antifreeze have been 

stored in this building. 1n 1993, five gallons of an unspeci°fied hazardous substance were spilled 

inside of this building. The spill was cleaned up, and the case is closed (NYSDEC Identification 

Number 9306000). There have been no other documented releases associated with this building. 

This parcel is designated as Category 3. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label t4(3)HSIHR 
CERFA Map Lo~_tion 22,22 

This parcel is associated with Building 331, a warehouse. Visual inspections and interviews 

conducted during the 1995 EBS indicated that pesticides, soda ash, and antifreeze have been 

stored in this building. In 1992, \Juee gallons of an unspecified hazardous· substance was spilled 

inside this bui)ding. The spill was cleaned up, and the case is closed (NYSDEC Identification 

Number 9208729). There have been no other documented releases associated with this building. 

This parcel is designated as Category 3. 
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BRAC Parcel Number and Label 17(3)HS/HR 
CERFA Map Location 22,22 

This parcel is associated with Building 323, a warehouse. Visual inspections and interviews 

conducted during the 1995 EBS indicated that pesticides, soda ash, and antifreeze have been 

sto_red in this building. In .1992, three gallons of an unspecified hazardous substance were-spilled 

inside th.is building. The spill wa;; cleaned up, and the case is closed (NYSDEC Identification 

Number 9112897). This parcel is designated as Category 3. 

BRAC Paree) Number and Labc) 19(3)HS/HR 
CERFA Map Location 21,22 

This parcel is associated with Building 307, a hazardous waste container storage facility. 

Records indicated that this building has been used for the storage of waste materials, such as 

PCBs, solvents, corrosive liquids, flommable sol.ids, and flammable liquids. The buildin_g 

conforms.to hazardous waste storage regulations in the state of New York (New York 

Regulo.tions.Title 6, Section 373-2) and is included in the RCRAPart B penn.it application. In 

1991, 45 gallons of an unspecified hazardous substance were spilled inside this building. The 

spill was cleaned up, and the case is closed (NYSDEC Identification Number 9100990). This 

building is one of the previously recognized SWMUs (SEAD-1) and has been previously 

classified as a No Action SWMU under CERCLA. This parcel is designated as Category 3. 

BRAC Paree) Number and Label 24(3)PS/PR/HS 
CERFA Map Location 19,23 

This parcel is associaied with Building 118, an autci shop, and Building 120, a gas station. A 

500-gallon used oil AST (SRN 23) is located at Building 118. Building 118 is one of the 

presently recognized SWMUs (SEAD-30) and has been classified by Engineering Science, Inc. 

as a No Action SWMU under CERCLA. This designation was based on the previous presence of 

a 550-gallon waste oil UST (Fonner SRN 208) that has been removed. Records indicate that no 

evidence of release was observed when the tank was removed in 1992. In 1992, _two gallons of 

diesel fuel were spilled inside Building 118. The spill was cleaned up, and the case is closed 

(NYSDEC Identification Number 9204312). Two USTs are located at Building 120; SRN 168 is 

a 20,000-gallon gasoline UST and SRN 176 is a I 0,000-gallon diesel fuel ·usT. There have been 
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no documented releases associated with the AST or any of the USTs. This parcel is designated as 

Category 3. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 29(3)PS/PR 
CERFA Map Location 19,21 

This parcel is associated with a petroleum AST locnted at Building 129 (SRN 187). This AST is 

used to store 60,000 gallons of fuel oil. In 1994, a 15-gallon release from this tank was reported 

because of mechanical failure. The spill was cleaned up, and the case is closed (NYSDEC 

Identification Number 9402116). This parcel is designated as Category 3. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 44(3)PR/HR 
CERFA Map Location 29,26 

This parcel is associated with the LORAN-C building. Interviews revealed that in 1995 there was 

a I 00-pound accidental release of halon in the control room of this building. The control room 

was evacuated and ventilated, and the released materials were cleaned up. No other actions were 

taken. In 199( an ~own quanti~ of diesel fuel was released at ibis facility. The spill was 

cleaned up, and the case is closed (NYSDEC Identification Number 9306216). This parcel is 

designated as Category 3. 

BRAC Paa:el Number and Label 4SQ)HS/HR 
CERFA Map Loca1ion 27,25 

This parcel is associated with Building 356, a warehouse. This building is one of the recognized 

SWMl)s (SEAD-49) because it was used to store columbite ore from 1973 to 1993. According 

to the Solid Waste_ Management Unit Classification Study, no evidence of a release was observed, 

and a radiological s~ey ~f_the building did not find any readings above background levels, 

leading to a No Action classification. 

This building is-presently used for the storage of DS-2. In Jwie of 1995, three spills involving 

DS-2 were noted for this building. One spill of three gallons ofDS-2 was reported to the 

NYSDEC (Spill No. 9503157). The other two spills involved two quarts ofDS-2. The three 
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spills were inside 40-foot steel containers that were being off-loaded into Building 356. These 

spills ~re cleaned up, and the reported case is closed. This parcel is designated as Category 3. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 46(3)HR 

CERFA Map Location 18,21 

Tiiis parcel is associated with a scrap wood storage site. Tiiis site is one of the presently 

recogni:z.ed SWMUs (SEAD-10). Periodic releases to the air, because of the burning of wood in 

this area, have been documented. Tiiis SWMU has been previously classified as a No Action 

SWMU under CERCLA. Tiiis parcel is designated as Category 3. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 47(3)PS/PR/HS 

CERFA Map Location 2,14 

• This parcel is associated with Building 732, the Auto Hobby Shop in the North Administration 

. Area. 11iis building has been previously classified as a No Action SWMU (SEAD-29). 

Interviews conducted during the 1995 EBS revealed that numerous small quantity spills of 

petroleum products occurred in this building. However, there have been no reported spills inside 

this building since 1990. Before 1990, procedures were in place for addressing the spills as they 

occurred to ensure prompt cleanup. The petroleum product may have also drained into the floor 

drains and entered the storm sewer system. The presence of an oil/water separator has likely · 

minimized any actual release. When this facility was closed and the hydraulic lifts were 

removed, sampling was conducted that indicated there was no need for any remedial actions. 

One UST (SRN 59) is located at this site. It has a 550-gallon capacity, is used to store waste oil, 

and has been in service since 1982. There has been no record of leakage from this tank. ~s 

parcel is designated as Category 3. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 129(3)HR 
CERFA Map Location 19,2 

This parcel is associated with an area adjacent to Building 2438, located in the Lake Housing 

Area. In 1993, a release of 500 gallons cif sewage occurred because of a mechanical failure. The 

spill was cleaned up, and the case is closed. (NYSDEC Identification Number 9213269). Tiiis 

parcel has been designated as Category 3. 
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BRAC Paree) Number and Label 130(3)PR/HR(P) 
CERFA Map Location 24,23 

This parcel is associated with Building 349, a warehouse. Thee spills involving fuel oil, non­

PCB oil, and an unknown substance, have been reported to have occurred inside this building 

The spills were cleaned up, and the cases are closed (see Table 2.3 for details). This parccl has 

been designated as Category 3. 

BRAC Paree) Number and Label J31(3)PS/PR/HSIHR 
CERFA Map Location 27,25 

This parcel is associated with Building 357, a warehouse. At the time of the EBS site inspection, · 

this building was not being used for hazardous storage. However, various types of hazardous 

materials were stored in this building in the past. Five spills involving small quantities (5 gallons 

or less) ofwispeeified hazardous materials bave been reported to have occurred inside this 

building. The spills were all cleaned up, and the cases are closed (see Table 2-3 for identification 

numbers). In 1987, a lejik of75 gallons of fuel oil was reported at this building. The release was 

cleaned up, and the case is closed (NYSDEC Identification Number 8708149). This parcel has 

been designated as Category 5. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 132(3)PR/HR(P) 
CERFA Map Location 18,17 

In 1992, a small spill of"waste oil" reportedly occurred near storage igloo C509. This incident 

involved motor oil and hydraulic fluid released from a tractor that overturned while mowing in 

this area. The spill was cleaned up, and the case is closed (NYSDEC Identification Number 

9206638). This parcel has been designated as Category 3. 

5.·1.4 Category 4 Parcels 

Of the I 0,634 acres that comprise _the Seneca Army Depot Activity BRAC property, four parcels, 

approximately two acres, were designated as Category 4. The Category 4 parcels are identified 

on Figure 5-1 and are summarized in the following sections. 
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BRAC Parcel Number and Label 6(4)PSIPR 
CERF A Map Location 28;10 

This parcel is associated with a UST located at Building 2310 in the Airfield Area. This UST 

(SRN 185) is used to store 30,000 gal lons of JPS and has been in service since 1990. A visual 

JPS inspection of the area did not reveal any evidence of contamination. In 1988, this tank was 

rep<irted as leaking; an unknown quantity of jet fuel was released. All necessary remedial actions 

have been taken, and the case is closed (NYSDEC _Identification Nwnber 9402116). This parcel 

is designated as Category 4. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 8f4}PSIPR 
CERFA Map Location 28,10 

This parcel is associated with reported spills and a "CJST located at Building 2305. This UST 

(SRN 69) is used to store 1,000 gallons of fuel oil and has been in service since 1957. A visual 

inspection of the area did not reveal any evidence of contamination. In 1987, this tank was listed 

as a LUST. Reportedly an unknown quantity of No. 2 fuel oil was released. All necessary 

remedial actions have been taken and the case is closed (NYSDEC Identification Nwnber 

9011429). Two spills were reported at or near Building 2305. These have a tvro-gallon release 

of non-PCB oil that was related to an automobile accident (NYSDEC Identification Number 

9411405) and a twenty-five gallon release of fuel oil from an overfilled tank (NYSDEC 

Identification 9011429). This parcel is designated as Category 4. 

BRAC Paree) Number and Label 37(4)PSIPR 
CERFA Map Location 3,12 

This parcel is associated with a petroleum UST located at Building 710 (SRN 36). This UST is 

used to store 1,000 gallons of fuel oil and has been in service since 1991. In 1989, this UST was 

reported as leaking; an unknown quantity of fuel oil was released. All necessary remedial 

actions were taken; and the case is closed (NYSDEC Identification Number 8907242). This 

parcel is designated as Category 4. 
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BRAC Parcel Number and Label J33(4)PSIPR 
CERFA Map Location 19,2 

In 1992, a leach was reported involving an unknown quantity of fuel from an AST near Building 

2452, located in the Lake Housing Area. All necessary remedial actions were taken, and the case 

is closed (NYSDEC Identification Number 9204266). This parcel has been designated as 

Category 4. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 134(4}PS/PR 
CERFA Map Location 2,14 

In 1992, a leak was.reported involving seven gallons of fuel oil from an AST near Building 752, 

located in the North Depot Area. All necessary remedial actions were taken, and the case is 

closed (NYSDEC Identificatic;m Number 9207220). This parcel has been designated as 

· Category 4. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 135(4}PS/PR 
CERFA Map Location 19,23 

In 1990, a leak was reported involving an unknown quantity of fuel oil from an AST near 

Building 212 in the Elliot Acres Housing Area. All necessary remedial actions were taken, and 

the case is closed (NYSDEC Identification Number 8910053). This parcel has been designated 

as Category 4. 

BRAC Parcel Number ·and Label 136(4)PR 
CERFA Map Location 2,11 

lhis parcel is associated with Building 715, a sewage treatment plant. In 1987, a fuel line 

ruptured inside of Building 718, a boiler plant. The fuel oil entered the sewage system and 

traveled to Building 715 where it was contained in the secondary sewage treatment facility. The 

release was cleaned up, and the case is closed (NYSDEC Identification Number 8910830). lhis 

parcel has been designated as Category 4. 
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5.1.5 Category 5 Parcels 

Of the 10,634 acres that comprise the Seneca Army Depot Activity BRAC property, six parcels, . 

approximately 207 acres, were designated as Category 5. The Category 5 parcels are identified 

on Figure 5-1 and are sumrnariz.ed in the following sections. 

BRAC Pared Number and Label 48(S)HR 
CERFA Map Location 22,12 

This parcel consists of a non-combustible landfill (SEAD-8), an incinerator cooling water pond 

(SEAD-3), an ash landfill (SEAD-6), refuse burning pits (SEAD-14), a solid waste incinerator 

(SEAD-15), and a disposal area :West ofBuilding 2203 (SEAD-64D). 

The non-combustible landfill was used from 1974 to 1979 to dispose of materials that were either 

non-conibusti~le or too bulky to be incinerated or burned. The incinerator cooling water pond 

was used from 1974 to 1979 to hold the cooling water and fly ash generated from the scrubber of 

the solid waste incinerator. The fly ash _was removed every 18 months and disposed of at the ash . 

landfill. The ash landfill was used from 1941 to the late 1950s or early 1960s, and again from 

1974 to 1979. Ash from the refuse burning pits was disposed of from 1941 until the late 1950s 

or early 1960s. In 1994 and 1995, soil from the ash landfill was excavated and treated utilizing a 

Low Temperature Thermal Desorption system. Groundwater contamination at this site remains 

to be mitigated. The refuse burningpits were used from 1941 to 1974 to bum all wastes 

generated on the depot until the incinerator openci:1 in 1974. After burning, metal was removed 

for recycling and the ash was pushed into the ash landfill. The solid waste il).cinerator was used 

from 1974 to 1979 to burn depot refuse. 

The disposal area west of Building 22()3 was reportedly used for the dumping of crushed heavy 

gauge metal drums, empty smoke generating canisters, and various other metallic debris. Fi vc of 

these SWMUs (SEADs-3, 6, 8, 14, and 15) have been combined into an Operable Unit, referred 

to as the Ash Landfill, that is currently being investigated under the CERCLA Rl/FS. Results of 

an ESI conducted by Engineering Science, Inc. indicated that one large debris pile in the 

southwestern portion ofSEAD-64D may have impacted the soils and groundwater locally. 

Engineering Science, Inc. has recommended an Rl/FS for this SWMU. 
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This parcel is designated as Category 5. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 49(S}HSiliR 
CERFA Map Location 29,19 

'l11:is parcel is associated with 11 pitchblende storage igloos (EO80 I to EO811) and a railroad 

loading area. In the 1940s, the igloos were used for the storage of about 2,000 barrels of 

pitchblende, a uranium ore. After the pitchblende was removed, the igloos were used for the 

storage of conventional munitions until about 1979. This area is a previously recognized SWMU 

(SEAD-48). In 1976, a radiological survey indicated that while no health hazards ex.isled, the 

radiation levels present were in excess of allowable concentrations that would permit unrestricted · 

use of the 11 storage igloos and the surrounding areas. Remediation was conducted in the 1980s, 

but NYSDEC and the New York State Department of Health found that contamination still 

existed. This SWMU has been classified as a Low Priority AOC under CERCLA, and an RI/FS 

has been recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. This parcel is designated as Category 5. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label SO(S}PS/PR/HR(P) 
CERFA Map Location 21,22 

This parcel consists of two waste oil storage USTs (SEAD-34), a boiler blowdown leach pit 

(SEAD-40), and two waste oil burning boHers at Building 319 (SEAD-37). 

Both of the USTs have been in use since 1951 for fuel oil storage, and small quantities of waste 

oil were stored in them from 1982 to 1989. One tank has a 30,000-gallon capacity (SRN 196) 

and the other has a 20,000-gallon capacity (SRN 197). Limited sampling by Engineering 

Science, Inc. detected the presence oftotaf petroleum hydrocarbon (TPH) in two soil samples. In 

1994, a LUST were reported at this location; 40 gallons of gasoline were released. The spill was 

cleaned up, and the case is closed (NYSDEC Identification Number 9402630). This SWMU is 

classified as a Low Priority AOC, and an RI/FS of this -S WMU is scheduled. 

In 1994, 40 gallons of fuel oil were released in this area. The spill was cleaned up, and the case 

is closed (NYSDEC Identification Number 9402630). In 1992, 30 gallons of fuel oil were 
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released in this area. The spill was cleaned up, and the case is closed (NYSDEC Identification 

Nwnber 9111882). 

The boiler blowdown leach pit was used from the time the boilers were first placed in service to 

the time when the blowdown points were connected to the sanitary sewer system in 1979 or 

I 980, which constitutes a first step toward remediation of this area. Limited sampling by 

Engineering Science, Inc. detected TPH in surface and subsurface soil samples. This SWMU is 

classified as a Low Priority AOC, and remedial action has been recommended by Engineering 

Science, Inc. 

Th\: two boilers in Building 319 were used to burn a waste oil and No. 6 fuel oil mixture from 

1982 to 1989 and are still functional . This SWMU is classified as a No Action SWMU under 

CERCLA. 

This parcel is designated as Category 5. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label Sl(S)PS/PR/HS/HR<P} 
CERF A Map Location 21,21 

This parcel consists of two waste oil USTs (SEAD-28), three fuel oil USTs, and a steam (Jenny) 

cleaning waste tank (SEAD-27). All of these facilities are located at Building 360 in the Main 

Depot Area just west oft!ie,IPE Subarea. The two waste oil USTs (SRN 26, Building -~.5.5E;_ and 

SRN 206, Building 3 55W) bad a 2,005-gallon capacity and had been used since 1981 10· provide 

a fuel _supplcment to boilers. SRN 206 was found to contain water in 1993 and was subsequently 

removed. SRN 26 was unused and subsequently removed in December of 1994. A visual 

inspection in 1990 revealed that waste oil had been spilled around both of the tanks. Removal 

and appropriate disposal of swficial soil in this area was conducted, but NYSDEC requires that 

SEAD-28 be considered an AOC. It bas been classified as a Low Priority AOC, and the 

development of a Site Inspeetion (SI) Woi-kplan has been recommended by Engineering Science, 

Inc. 
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The three fuel ·oil USTs located in this parcel are SRN 29 (500-gallon), SRN 30 (500-gallon), and 

SRN 31 (1,000-gallon). Tanks 29 and 30 have been in place since 1969 and Tank 31 since 1980. 

There is no evidence of a release from any of these three US Ts. The steam cleaning waste tank is 

an open-top concrete tank with a grate over the top. It has a maximum capacity of 4,500 gallons. 

It was in use from 1976 to 1989 to collect wastewater from the cleaning and degreasing of 

equipment that was being refurbished in Building 360. This SWMU has been previously 

classified as a Low Priority AOC, and a RCRA Closure Plan is under review. This J)arcel is 

designated as Category 5. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 52(5)PR 
CERFA Map Location 19,23 · 

This parcel is associated with an oil spill that started from a failed UST at Building 138. The 

incident occurred on November 19, 1992 and involved the release of approximately 1,900 

gallons of fuel oil. The oil drained from the tank into the storm drain, then into a drainage ditch, 

and ultimately into Kendaia Creek. The total length of the release is about one mile. The 

inciden\ was reported to NYSDEC (LUST No. 9209672) and cleanup actions followed. 

Howeve_r, based on an interview conducted during the 1995 EBS, and the unavailability of a 

closure report regarding this incident, it appears that additional remediation efforts may still be 

required. This parcel is designated as Category 5. 

BRAC Paa:el Number and Label 53(5)HR 
CERFA Map Location 3,17 

This parcel is associated with an area located northeast of Building 813 that was used for 

radioactive burial . This area is one of the previously recognized SWMUs (SEAD-12A). 

Reported radioactive waste was burie_d here in the form of swipes and other laboratory wastes. 
. . 

This area was excavated in 1986, and the trash was containerized and shipped to an authorized 

·off-post radioactive waste landfill in December 1987. The results of an ESI conducted by 

Engineering Science, Inc. indicated that fill material sampled at this location has been 

contaminated by heavy metals. This SWMU is classified as a Moderately Low AOC, and an 

RI/FS has been recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. This parcel is designated as 

Category 5. 
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5.1.6 Category 6 Parcels 

Of the I 0,634 acres that comprise the Seneca Army Depot Activity BRAC property, 53 parcels, 

approximately I, 725 acres, were designated as Category 6. The Category 6 parcels are identified 

on Figure 5-1 and are summarized in the following sections. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 54(6)HRO') 
CERFA Map Location 16,2 

lbis parcel is associated with a lift station located by Building 2409, a former pump house 

presently used for dry storage. A raw sewage release was observed on the east side of this 

building during the 1995 EBS visual inspection. The lift station receives wastes from multiple 

sources, potentially containing hazardous substances. lbis parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 55(6)PRO')aJR 
CERFA Map Location 18,11 

·~c,;~~~,.~: · . 

lbis parcel is the abandoned. powder burning pit. This area is one of the previously recognized 

SWMUs (SEAD-24). Records indicate th_at black powder, MIO and M6 solid propellants, and 

probably explosive-contaminated trash were disposed ofin this area from the 1940s to the 1950s. 

An ESI conducted at this site by Engineering Science, Inc. indicated soil contamination from 

arsenic has occurred. TPH was also documented in low concentrations. No adverse impacts to 

the groundwater have occurred. lbis SWMU has been classified as a High Priority AOC, and a 

removal action in conjunction with a limited investigation has been recommended by 

Engineering Sciences, Inc. lbis parcel is designated as Category 5. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 56(6)PR 
CERFA Map Location 29,12 

This parcel is the site of an aviation fuel spill that occurred in 1990 and was revealed during an 

interview. The incident occurred oµ the "hot pad" located about 800 feet west of Building 2312. 

The spill involved more than 50 gallons of fuel, which ran off the pad into the grass. No records 

indicate that this spill was cleaned up. Records indicate that two other spills of aviation fuel also 
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occurred at this location. These spills were cleaned up, and these cases are closed (see Table 2-3 

for details). This parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 57(6)PS/PR/HR 
CERF A Map Location 32,17 

This parcel consists of a fuel oil AST at Building 2076, a UST at Building 2073, the former 

munitions washout plant (SEAD-4 ), a construction debris landfill (SEAD-11 ), a boiler plant 

blowdown leach pit at Building 2079 (SEAD-38), and dwnping areas. Other buildings included 

within this parcel are S-2084, 2077, 2078, and 2081. The fuel oil AST located at Building 2076 

(SRN 4)-has a 275-gallon capacity and has .been in service since 1988. No evidence of a release 

from this tank was found. In 1993, a leak ofan unknown quantity of fuel oil was reported at 

Building 2079. The release was cleaned up, and the case is closed _(NYSDEC Identification 

Number 9307375). 

This parcel is also associated with a petroleum UST located at Building 2073 (SRN 203). This 

UST is used to store 1,000 gallo~ of fuel oil and has been in service since 1986. In 1992, 15 

gallons of fuel oil were spilled at Building 2073. The spill was cleaned up, and the case is closed · 

(NYSDEC Identification Nwnber 9209232). 

The munitions washout plant was used from 1948 to 1963. The results ofan ESI conducted by _ 

Engineering Science, Inc. at this area indicate that impacts to the surface soils, sediment, surface 

water, and groundwater have occurred. An effort was made during the ESI to locate; a leach field 

that_was ~sociated with this facility. The leach field was not found, but three different surface 

water drainages were found to be impacted. This SWMU has been classified as a High Priority 

AOC, and an RI/FS has been recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. 

The construction debris landfill was used from 1946 to 1949. An ESI conducted at this site by 

Engineering Science, Inc. indicates that impacts to the surface and subsurface soils have 

occuned. The results' of a groundwater sampling program conducted by Engineering Science, . 

Inc. indicate that iron, lead, and sodium were present in individual downgradient wells at 
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concentrations above criteria values. lbis SWMU has been classified as a Moderate Priority 

AOC, and an RI/FS has been recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. 

The boiler plant blowdown leach pit at Building 2079 was in use until 1979 or 1980. Results of 

a limited sampling program conducted by Engineering Science, Inc. at this site indicated that 

TPH was present in the surface soil samples at levels considered to be evidence of a rc;lease of 

petroleum hydrocarbons. lbis SWMU has been classified as a Low Priority AOC, and a 

Remedial Action has been recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. 

Visual inspections during the 1995 EBS revealed that dumping activities have occurred in the 

"50 Area" west of Seneca Road and south of Indian Creek Road. Two ofilie dumping areas 

were observed to contain concrete blocks and fill dirt (SMK-42 and SMK-43; SMK are the 

initials of one of the field investigators and were used to label and track areas of visual 

· inspection), one had steel drums (SMK-44), and one is believed to be a former railn:>ad dump 

· containing railroad ties and scrap metal (SMK-46). An aerial photograph from circa 1941 

showed a construction staging area located within this parcel. 

lbis parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Pan;el Number and Label 58(6) HR 
CERFA Map Location 31,19 

lbis parcc;l is associated with a former garbage disposal area south of the classified yards and 

north of Ovid Road. lbis area is one of the previously recognized SWMUs (SEAD-64B). 

Results of an ES! conducted at this sfte by Engineering Science, Inc. indicate that minimal 

impacts to the soil, sediment, surface water, and groundwater have occurred. lbis SWMU is 

classified as a Low Priority AOC, and a mini-risk assessment has been recommended by 

Engineering Science, Inc. lbis parcel is designated as Category 6. 
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BRAC Parcel Number and Label 59(6)PS/PR/HR 
CERFA Map Location 31,22 

This parcel is associated with an ammunition breakdown area at Buildings 608 and 612 (SEAD-

52), an oil discharge adjacent to Building 609 (SEAD-60), and a UST and an AST at Building 

609. The ammunition breakdown area has been in use from the 1940s to the present. A limited 

sampling program by Engineering Science, Inc. has detected the presence of explosive 

compounds in the soil, constituting evidence of a release. This SWMU is classified as a Low 

Priority AOC, and the development of an ESl Workplan has been recommend_ed by Engineering 

Science, Inc. 

The oil discharge area immedi~tely west of Building 609 was discovered in 1989 and is believed 

to have come from a pipe located inside of the building. Results of an ESl conducted at this site 

by Engineering Science, Inc. revealed the presence of petroleum hydrocarbons and P AHs, heavy 

metals, and (to a lesser extent) PCB compounds in the surface soils. Semi-volatile organic 

compounds (SVOCs) and TPH were found in sediment samples taken downslope of the _oil­

stained soil. TPH has also been shown to have impacted the groundwater beneath the oil release 

area. This SWMU is classified as a Low Priority AOC, and an Rl/FS has been recommended by 

Engineering Science, Inc. 

Fuel oil storage has also occwred within this parcel. Associated with Building 609 arc a UST and 

an AST. SRN 34 was a 3,000-gall_on UST that had been in service•since 1954. This tank was 

removed in August 1996 and will be replaced by a 3,000-gallon AST in October 1996. The SRN 

will remain as 34. SRN 35 is a 1,000-gallon AST that has been in service since 1953. No 

evidence of release from either of these tanks has been documented. 

This parcel is designated as Category 6. 

_ BRAC Parcel Number and Label 60(6)HR 
CERF A Map Location 32,23 

This parcel is associated with a material proof and surveillance test area west of Building 616. 

This area was used between 1960 and 1980 and is one of the previously identified SWMUs _ 
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(SEAD-44A). · The results of an ESl conducted at this site by Engineering Science, Inc. indicate 

that there have been no significant releases to the media investigated. However, organic 

compounds were detected at elevated concentrations in the berm excavation samples. This 

SWMU was classified as a Moderately Low Priority AOC, and a mini-risk assessment has been 

• recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. This parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC ~arceJ Number and Label 61(6)HR 
CERFA Map Location 30,22 

This parcel is associated with a material proof and surveillance test area on Brady Road. This 

area was used between 1960 and 1980 and is one of the previously identified SWMUs (SEAD-

44B). The results of an ESI conducted at this site by Engineering Science, lnc. indicated that 

there have been no significant releases to the media i_nvcstigated. However, elevated 

concentrations of PAH compounds were detected in a soil sample. This SWMU was classified 

as a Moderately Low Priority AOC, and a mini-risk assessment has been recommended by 

Engineering Science, Inc. This parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 62(6)HR(P) 
CERFA Map Location 31,23 

This parcel is associated with a nicotine sulfate disposal area near Buildings 606 and 612. This 

area was previously reported to have been used for the burial of drums· containing nicotine sulfate 

and is one of the pre~iously identified SWMUs (SEAD-62). An ESI conducted at this site by 

Engineering Science, Inc. did not identify any aicas that were used for the disposal of nicotine 

sulfate nor were there any areas that had been significantly impacted by a release of oi\ or other 

hazardous materials. This SWMU was classified as a Low Priority AOC, and a mini-risk 

assessment has been recommended b):'_Engineering Science, Inc. This parcel is designated as 

Ci:tegory 6. 

BRAC Paree) Number and Label 63f6)PS/HS/HR 
CERFA Map Location 30,25 

This parcel is associated with the old missile propellant laboratory and a UST at Building 606 

(SEAD-43), a disposal area southeast of Building 606 (SEAD-69), and a formec herbicide and 
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pesticide storage area at Building 606 (SEAD-56). A 2,000-gallon fuel oil UST (SRN 33) was 

located at Building 60"6. Titls UST was installed in 1956 and it was removed in August 1996. 

Tltls tank will not be replaced and its SRN has been reassigned. Building 606 was used as a 

missile propellant test laboratory in the 1960s. From 1976 to the present, the building has been 

used for pesticide and herbicide storage. It has been reported that debris, including fence posts, 

2,4-D cans, and pesticide cans, has been disposed of southeast of Building 606. The results of an 

ESI conducted at these three SWMUs by Engineering Science, Inc. indicated that no significant 

impacts have occurred to any of the media investigated at this site. Limited releases of P AHs 

were detected in the soil samples collected in close proximity to Building 606. All of the 

remaining PAHs that were detected at these SWMUs were found at concentrations that were 

ei_ther below their re_spcctive Technical Assistance Guidance Memorandum levels (TAGMs) or 

exceeded their respective t AGMs by less than a factor of three. According to the ESI report 

(Engineering Science, Inc. 1995a), metals were the only other constituents that were detected at 

concentrations that slightly exceeded their respective criteria for soils, groundwater, surface 

water, and sediment. However, no significant concentrations of heavy metals were found at 

these SWMUs: All three of these SWMUs have been classified as _Moderately Low Priority 

AOCs, and mini-risk assessments have been recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. Tltls 

parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRA_C Poree! Number and Label 64(6)HR 
CERFA Map Location 25,22 

This parcel is associated with a disposal area west of Building 2203. It has been reported that 

asix:stos and debris, including metal drums, empty smoke-generating canisters, and other metal 

debris, have been dumped in this area. This parcel is one of the previously identified SWMUs 

(SEAD-64A). The results ·of an ESI conducted by Engineering Science, Inc. at this location 

suggest that there have been several localized impacts to the soil and groundwater. The SWMU 

was classified as a Low Priority AOC, and an RI/FS has been recommended by Engineering 

Science, Inc. This parcel is designated as Category 6. 
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BRAC Parcel Number and Label 6S((i)HS/HR(P) 
CERFA Map Location 25,22 

lrus parcel is associated with.an open ore storage pile. Records indicate that the ore stored at 

this location is zinc, which is considered a hazardous material. U.S. Anny Toxic and Hazardous 

Materials Agency (USA THAMA) has concluded that the uncovered ore could migrate into the 

environment through air dispersal of dust particulate or transport of particulate through surface 

water runoff. At a minimum, remediation will be required that specifically includes removal of 

the ore. lrus parcel is designated as Cat_egory 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 66(6)HR 
CERFA Map Location 26,22 

This parcel is associated with .a fire training pit and area located to the south of Building 328 . 

· This training pit and area have been in use from 1977 to the present. This parcel is one of the 

. previously recognized SWMUs (SEAD-26). An ESI conducted at this site by Engineering 

Science, Inc. indicated that SVOCs were detected at concentrations above TAGM values in 

several of the surface and subsurface soil samples analyzed, and the site is considered to pose a 

threat. lrus SWMU has been classified as a High Priority AOC, and an RI/FS has been 

recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. This parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 67(6)8S/HR(P) 
CERFA Map Location 26,26 

· This ·parcel is associated with an open ore storage pile. Records indicate that the ore stored at 

-this location is chromite, which is considered a hazardous material. USA TilAMA has concluded 

that the uncovered ore could migrate into the environment through air dispersal of dust 

particul.ate or transport of particulate through surface water runoff. At a minimum, remediation 

will be required that specifically includes removal of the ore. lnis parcel is designated as 

Category 6. 
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BRAC Parcel Number and Label 68(6)HS/HR(P) 
CERFA Map Location 25,25 

This parcel is associated with an open ore storage pile. Records indicate that the ore stored at 

this location is alwninwn oxide, which is considered a hazardous material. USATIIAMA has 

concluded that the uncovered ore could migrate into the environment through air dispersal of 

dust particulate or transport of particulate through surface water runoff. At a minimum, 

remediation will be required that specifically includes removal of the ore. This parcel is 

designated as Category 6. , 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 69(6)HS/HRO') 
CERFA Map Location 26,26 

This parcel is associated with an open ore storage pile. Records indicate that the ore stored at 

this location is antimony, which is considered a hazardous material. USA 11IAMA has 

concluded that the uncovered ore could migrate into the environment through air dispersal of 

dust particulate or transport of particulate through surface water runoff. At a minimum, 

remediation will be required that specifically includes removal of the ore. This parcel is 

designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number aod Label 70(6)HS/HR(P} 
CERFA Map Location 26,26 

This parcel is associated with an open ore storage pile. Records indicate that the ore stored a_t 

this location is ferro chrome, which is considered a hazardous material. USATIIAMA has 

concluded that the uncovered ore could migrate into the environment through air dispersal of 

dust particulate or transport of particulate through surface water runoff. At a minimum, 

remediation will be required that specifically inciudes removal of the ore. This parcel is 

designated as Category 6. 
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BRAC Parcel Number and Label 7H6)HSIHR{P) 
CERFA Map Location 26,25 

This parcel is associated with an open ore storage pile. Records indicate that the ore stored at 

this location is antimony, which is considered a hazardous matcriaJ. USATHAMA has 

co~cluded that the uncovered ore could migrate into the environment through air dispersal of 

dust particulate or transport of particulate through surface water runoff. At a minimum, 

remediation will be required that specifically includes removal of the ore. This parcel is 

designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 72(6)HS/lIR 
CERFA Map Location 25,24 

This parcel is associated with the 1:~ Farm Area. At one time, there may have been as many as 

60 ASTs used to store antimony, asbestos, silicon carbide, and rutile. Presently, only four of the 

tanks remain: Tanks 8 and 17, antimony storage; Tank 88, asbestos storage; and Tanlc 302, rutile 

storage. An ESI conducted of this area by Engineering Science, Inc. has documented a· 

hazardous release associated with these ASTs (Engineering Science; Inc. 1995a). 1bis area 

comprises two of the recognized SWMUs (SEADs 50 and 54) that have been combined as 

SEAD-50 and was previously classified as a Moderately Low Priority AOC. A Decision 

Document outlining a limited sampling program and a removal action was recommended. This 

pareel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 73(6)HS/RR{P) 
CERFA Map Location 24,23 

This parcel is associated with an open ore storage pile. Records indicate that the ore stored at 

this location is chromite, which is considered a hazardous material. USA TIIAMA has concluded 

tl1at the uncovered ore could migrate into the environment through air dispersal of dust 

particulate or transport of particulate through surface water runoff. At a minimum, remediation 

will be required that specifically includes removal of the ore. This parcel is designated as 

Category 6. 
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BRAC Parcel Number and Label 74(6)HS/HR(P) 
CERFA Map Location 24,22 

This parcel is associated with an open ore storage pile. Records indicate that the ore stored at 

thls location is ferro manganese, which is considered a hazardous material. USATHAMA has 

concluded that the uncovered ore could migrate into the environment through air dispersal of 

dust particulate or transport of particulate through surface water runoff. At a minimum, 

remediation will be required that specifically includes removal of the ore. This parcel is 

designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 75(6)HS/HR(P) 
CERF A Map Location 23,23 

This parcel is associated with an open ore storage pile. Records indicate that the ore s!~red at 

thls location is chromite, which is considered a hazardous material. USAlHAMA has concluded 

that the uncovered ore could migrate into the environment through air dispersal of dust 

particulate or transport of particulate through surface water runoff. At a minimum, remediation 

will be required that specifically includes removal of the ore. This parcel is designated as 

Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and ·Label 76{6)HS/HR(P) 
CERF A Map Location 22,23 

This parcel is associated with an open ore storage pile. Records indicate th.rt the ore stored at 

thls location is ferro manganese, which is considered a hazardous material: USATIIAMA has 

concluded that the uncovered ore could migrate into the environment through air dispersal of 

dust particulate or transport of particulate through surface water runoff. At a minimum, 

remediation will be required that specifically includes removal of the ore. This parcel is 

designated as Category 6. 
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BRAC Parcel Number and Label 77(6)PR/HR 
CERFA Map Location 22,22 

This parcel is associated with an area to the noi:th of Building 325 where PCBs were reported to 

have been spilled. An interview revealed that 55 gallons of PCB oil were spilled in this location, 

but it was uncertain when. It was reported that there was no cleanup of this release, and there is 

no record that this spill was ever reported to NYSDEC. This parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 78(6)HS/lIR 
CERF A Map Location 21,21 

This parcel is associated with the DRMO yard to the west of Building 360. Interviews revealed 

that hazardous materials such as solvents and PCB oil have been dumped in this area. The parcel 

has been designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 79(6)HR 
CERFA Map Location 20,22 

Tilis parcel is associated with a fire training and demonstration pad to the north of Ordnance 

Road and west of Administration Avenue. 1bis facility has been in use since the late 1960s and 

is one of the previously recognized SWMUs (SEAD-25). An ES] conducted at this site by 

En~ineering Science, Inc. revealed that BTEX compounds have impacted the surface and 

subsurface soils and groundwater at this site. This SWMU was cl~sified as a High Priority 

AOC, and an RI/FS bas been recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. This parcel is 

designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 80(6)PSfHR 
CERF A Map Location 20,20 

Tilis parcel consists ofan AST and a deactivation furnace located at Building 367. A 2,000-

gallon fuel oil AST (SRN 32) was installed at this building in 1990. There is no record of release 

from this AST. 1bis area corresponds with one of the previously identified SWMUs (SEAD-17). 

The furnace was used from 1962 to the present for the destruction of ammunition and is currently 

operating under interim status as part of the Part B RCRA permit. Proper closure of the site will 
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be required as ·part of the RCRA permit. An ESI conducted at this SWMU by Engineering 

Science, Inc. indicated that impacts to the surface soils from the release of SVOCs and heavy 

metals have occurred at this site. This SWMU is classified as a High Priority AOC, and an 

RI/FS has been recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. This parcel is designated as 

Category·6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 81(6)HS/HR 
CERFA Map Location 19,21 

This parcel is associated with sewage sludge_ waste piles from the two sewage treatment plants. 

Sewage sludge has been deposited here since 1980. This area is one of the previously recognized . 

SWMUs (SEAD-5). An ESI conducted at this SWMU by Engineering Science, Inc. revealed a 

significant release of PAHs in the material of the sewage sludge piles; however, it appears that 

the groundwater underneath the piles has not been impacted. This SWMU was classified as a 

Moderately Low AOC, and an RI/FS has been recommended by Engineering Science, Irie. This 

parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Paree) Number and Label 82(6.)PS/PR/HSIHR 
CERFAMap Location 19,21 

This parcel consists of a deactivation furnace located at Building S-311, a previously reported 

LUST at Building S-311, and a raw material storage yard at Building S-361. The deactivation 

furnace corresponds to one of the previously identified SWMUs (SEAD-16). The furnace was 

used from 1945 to the mid-1960s for the destruction of small arms. An ESI conducted at this 

SWMU by Engineering Science, Inc. indicated that impacts to the surface soils from the release -~- . 
of heavy metals and SVOCs have occurred at this site. This SWMU was classified as a High 

Priority AOC, and an RI/FS has been recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. 

The database search and Seneca Army Depot Activity records indicate that in l 99l a LUST was 

reported at Building S-311. It was reported that 20 gallons of No. 2 fuel oil were released and 

that the case is still open (NYSDEC Identification Number 9307284). 
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A raw material storage yard located west of Building S-361 and containing drums, scrap wood, 

and other matcrinls was observed during the 1995 EBS. 

This parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Paree! Number and Label 83(6)HSiliR(P) 
CERFA Map Location 19,19 

This parcel is associated with an open ore storage pile. Records indicate that the ore stored at 

this location is chromite, which is considered a hazardous material. USATHAMA has concluded 

that the uncovered ore could migrate into the environment through air dispersal of dust 

particulate or transport of particulate through surface water runoff. contain drums, scrap wood, 

and other materials. At a minimum, remediation will be required that specifically includes 

removal of the ore. This parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 84(6)PS/PR/HR(P) 
CERFA Map Location 18,19 

This parcel is assoeiateiwith Building 306, an inspector's workshop, and Building 308, a boiler 

house. Records indicate that a 1,000-gallon fuel oil UST (SRN 20) is located at Building 308. 

This UST has been in service since 1942. Interviews conducted during the 1995 EBS revealed 

that petroleum has been released in the area of Building 306. The interviews also revealed that 

paints and solvents have been stored in this building and may have been released. This parcel is 

designated as Category 6. 

BRAC ParccJ Number and Label 85(6)PR/HR 
CERFA Map Location 19,21 

This parcel is associated with a fill area west of Building 135. The contents-of this fill area are 

llllknown. This area corresponds to one of the previously identified SWMUs (SEAD-59). An 

ESI conducted at this S.WMU by Engineering Science, Inc. identified s~ve"i-al. areas that have 

been impacted by releases of volatile organic compounds (VOCs), SVOCs, TPH, and, to a lesser 

extent, heavy metals. Analyses also indicated that the groundwater has been moderately 
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impacted by TPH. This SWMU was classified as a Moderately Low Priority Aoc; and an RI/FS 

has been recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. This parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 86(.6)PR:tHS/HR 
CERFA Mop Location 19,22 

This parcel is associated with Building 135. This building has been used for vehicle storage over 

the last 25 years.· ·A visual inspection during the 1995 EBS documented that the dirt floor was 

extensively stained with oil, fuel, and hydraulic fluid. An intervic;w for the 1995 EBS revealed 

that this building had been used for acid storage. This interview also documented the release of 

acids in this building. This parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 87(6)PS/PR/HR(l') 
CERFA Map Location _19,23 

This parcel consists of a waste oil UST (SEAD-33), two waste oil bwning boilers (SEAD-36), 

and a boilerblowdown leach pit (SEAD-39). All of these facilities are located at Building 121 . 

The UST (SRN 198) has a 30,000-gallon capacity and has been in use since 1943. Small 

quantities of waste oil were stored in it from 1982 to 1989, and it was also used to store fuel oil. 

Limited sampling conducted by Engineering Science, Inc. detected the presence ofTPH in the 

soil adjacent to this tank. This SWMU was classified as a Low Priority AOC, and a mini-risk 

assessment has been recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. 

The waste oil burning boilers were used to bum a waste oil and No. 6 fuel oil mixture from 1982 

to 1989. The only releases known are permitted air emissions. This SWMU was classified as a 

No Action SWMU under CERCLA by Engineering Science, Inc. The boiler blowdown leach pit 

was in use until the blowdown poin~ were connected to the sanitary sewer in 1979 or 1980. 

Results of limited sampling perfon'11ed at this site by En&ineering S<;ience, Inc. revealed TPH in 

the soil. This SWMU has been classified as a Low Priority AOC, and a Remedial Action has 

been recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. Tilis parcel is designated as Category 6. 
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BRAC Parcel Number and Label 88(6)PS/PR 
CERFA Map Location 19,22 

This parcel is associated with a UST and stained mound located near Building 127. The UST 

(SRN 177) has a 12,000-gallon capacity and is used to store diesel fuel. It has been in service 

since 1985. A visual inspection ofthls UST during the 1995 EBS documented some 

discoloration of the concrete at the base of the pump. The visual inspection also noted an earthen 

mound with oil or hydraulic fluid staining to the southwest of Building 127. This parcel is 

designated as Category 6. 

·BRAC Parcel Number and Label 89C6)HR 
CERFA Map Location 18,22 

This parcel is associated with an alleged paint/solvent disposal area located west of Building 127. 

This site is one of the previously recognized SWMUs (SEAD-71 ). The results of an ESI 

conducted at this location by Engineering Science, Inc. revealed that the soils have been 

impacted by waste materials that _were placed in at least one disposal pit on site. Groundwater at · 

the site has not been significantly impacted by any of the constituents for which analyses were 

conducted during th~ ESI. This SWMU is classified as a Low Priority AOC, and an Rl/FS has 

been recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. This parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 90C6)PRO')IHR 
CERFA Map Location 17,22 

This parcel is associated with an old scrap ":'ood site located north ofKendaia Road and south of 

the East Patrol Road. The site was used to dispose of scrap wood from 1984 to 1986, and 

construction debris was dumped at this site from 1977 to 1984. This site is one of the recogniz.ed 

SWMUs (SEAD-9). The results of an ES! conducted at this site by Engineering Science, Inc. 

indicated that releases of P AHs, hydrocarbons, and inorganic metals have occurred in the fill 

material of the site. These results also indicated that TPH has impacted the groundwater 

downgradient of the site. This SWMU was classified as a Moderately Low Priority' AOC, and a 

mini-risk assessment has been recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. This parcel is 

designated as Category 6. 
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BRAC Parcel Number and Label 91(§.)HSIHR(P) 
CERFA Map Location 17,19 

This parcel is associated with an open ore storage pile. Records indicate that the ore stored at 

this location is chromite, which is considered a hazardous material. USA TiiAMA has concluded 

that the uncovered ore could migrate into the environment through air dispersal of dust 

particulate or transport of particulate through surface water runoff. At a minimum, remediation 

will be required that specifically includes removal of the ore. This parcel is designated as 

Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 92f6)HSIHR(P) 
CERFA Map Location 16,19 

This parcel is associated with a former pesticide storage area that is known to have been located 

in the vicinity of Buildings 5 and 6. Th.is area corresponds with one of the previously recognized 

SWMUs (SEAD-66). The exact location oftlie forincr pesticide storage area is unknown. 

However, a small shed adjacent to Building 5 and a concrete pad adjacent to Building 6 are 

considered as possible locations of the former pesticide area. Limited sampling conducted in this 

area resulted· in the detection of pesticide compounds above NYSDEC TAG Ms. This S WMU 

has been classified as a Low Priority AOC, and an RI/FS Scoping Plan is being developed. Th.is 

parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 93(§.)HS/HR(P) 
CERFA Map Location 16,19 

This parcel is associated with an open ore storag~ pile. Records indicate that the ore stored at 

this location is aluminum oxide, which is considered a hazardous material. USA TiiAMA has 

concluded that the uncovered ore could migrate into the environment through air dispersal of 

dust particulate or transport of particulate through surface water runoff. At a minimum, 

remediation will be required that specifically includes removal of the ore. This parcel is 

designated as Category 6. 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New Yori< 
EnSll$Dr'f1NL..kPT.OOC J/I IRJIBMCo'SDr'DS/1 

5-37 



FINAL 

SECTIONFIVE ENVJRDNMENTAL CDNDRION OF THE PROPERTY AREA 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 94(6}HR 
CERFA Map Location 16,20 

1bis parcel is associated with Sewage Treatment Plant No. 4 (SEAD-20) and a dwnp site to the 

east of the plant (SEAD-67). Sewage Treatment Plant No. 4 has been used from 1942 to the 

present. The facility is operated under a NYDES permit. 1bis SWMU was classified as a No 

Action SWMU under CERCLA by Engineering Science, Inc. 

The area to the east of Sewage Treatment Plant No. 4 was reportedly used as a dwnp site. An 

ES! conducted at this SWMU by Engineering Science, Inc. identified soils and sediment that 

have been impacted predominately by PAHs and mercury. Groundwater and surface water at the 

site have not been significantly impacted by any of the constituents for which analyses were 

conducted during the investigation. 1bis SWMU has.been classified as a Low Priority AOC, and 

a limited sampling program and removal action have been recommended by Engineering. 

Science, Inc. 1bis parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 95(6}HS/HRcP} 
CERFA Map Location 16,19 

1bis parcel is associated with. an open ore storage pile. Records indicate that the ore stored at 

this location is ferro manganese, which is considered a hazardous material. USATHAMA has 

concluded that the uncovered ore could migrate into the environment through air dispersal of 

dust particulate or transport of particulate through surface water runoff. At n minimum, 

remediation will be required that specifically includes removal of the ore. This parcel is 

designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Paree) Number and Label 96(6)HR(P) 
CERFA Map Location 11,19 

This parcel is associated with an abandoned IRFNA Disposal Site. 1bis facility was in use 

during the 1960s, and this area corresponds to one of the locations of a previously identified 

SWMU (SEAD-13). An ES! conducted at this SWMU by Engineering Science, Inc. indicates 

that impacts to the groundwater have occurred at this site. This SWMU was classified as a 
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Moderate Priority AOC, and an RJ/FS has been recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. Thls 

parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 97(6)HR(P) 

CERFA Map Location 11,20 

Thls parcel is associated with an abandoned IR.FN:A Disposal Site. Tius facility was in use 

during the 1960s and this area corresponds to one of the locations of a previously identified 

SWMU (SEAD-13). An ES! conducted at this SWMU by Engineering Science, Inc. indicates 

that impacts to the groundwater have occurred at this site. Thls SWMU was classified as a 

Moderate Priority AOC, and an RJ/FS has been recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. This . 

parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 98(!i)PS/PR/HSmR 
CERFA Map Location 4,17 

This parcel is associated with Buildings 801,802,803,804,805,806,807,810,813,814,815, 

816,817 and 819, and storage igloos A0101 and A0102. It also includes three of the previously . . . 
recognized SWMUs (SEAD-72, SEAD-12B, and SEAD-19). Building 803 (SEAD-72) is a 

mixed waste storage building that at one time was used to store classified materials. Floor drains 

are located in each vault drain to the exterior and front of the building. No evidence of release 

· has been documented, and, during a site visit by NYSDEC, it was noted that the floor drains had 

been plugged. Th.is facility is a R.CRA facility operating under interim status and must undergo 

closure as a requirement of the RCRA permit. This SWMU was previously classified as a No 

Action SWMU under CERCLA. 

SEAD-12B consists of Building 804 and two burial pits located to the north, and Building 805. 

One of the pits was used for dry storage and the other contained a UST that was used for 

wastewater storage. The wastewater was_generated during the washing ofradioactive­

contaminated clothing: The area was excavated in 1986. An ES! conducted at this SWMU by 

Engineering Science, Inc. indicated that although there has been no impacts to soils at this 

location, the groundwater has been impacted by the release ofradionuclides. Building 805 is 

included in the SWMU because it has the potential to have residual radioactive contamination. 
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Th.is SWMU has been classified as a Moderately Low Priority AOC, and an RI/FS has been 

recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. 

In 19.89, an unknown quantity of fuel oil was released from a tank at Building 806. All necessary 

remedial actions have been taken, and the case is closed (NYSDEC Identification Number 

8907722). In 1991, seven gallons of gasoline were released from a tank at Building 807. The 

release was cleaned up, and the case is closed (NYSDEC Identification Number 9412037). 

SEAD-19 consists of Building 810 and a classified document incinerator. The incinerator was 

operated from 1956 to· 1983. Th.is SWMU was previously classified as a No Action SWMU 

under CERCLA. 

Building 815 was a paint shop, and Buildings 813 and 814 were used for storage. Eictensive 

amounts of paints and solvents were used and stored in these facilities. There was no visible 

· evidence of spills or leaks in these buildings. However, interviews conducted during the 1995 

EBS revealed that unknown quantities of paints and solvents were disposed of into the drainage 

ditch that flows north, immediately east of Building 813. 

Buildings 816 and 817 were associated with a classified mission. The majority of Building 816 

was not available for inspection. Interviews with a radiation protection officer revealed that a 

potential release ofradionuclides occurred within the area of these buildings. Two radiation 

screening rooms, with venting leading directly outside the buildings, were also observed . . ~erial 

photograp~ analysis during the 1995 EBS also revealed disturbed ground directly west of 

Building 816. A visual inspection of this area during the 1995 EBS confirmed that the 

disturbance had occurred. Inte_rviews and records searches could not confirm or deny whether or 

not any burial activities were conducted in this area. 

A visual .inspection was attempted al Building 810 during the 1995 EBS, but access to this entire 

building was denied based on the classified mission of the building. A visual inspection was 

attempted of the ammunition storage igloos AOI0I and A0102 and the surrounding area. Access 
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to this area during the 1995 EBS was denied based on the classified mission of the area. A visual 

inspection of Building 819 was performed, but its mission could not be described. 

Nine USTs are also located within this parcel. A 1,000-gallon fuel oil UST (SRN 46) is located 

at __ B.uilding 802. Titls UST has been in service since 1956. A fuel oil UST (SRN 47) with a 

1,000-gallon capacity is located at Building 805. This UST has been in service since 1956. A 

UST located at Building 806 (SRN 48) is used to store 1,000 gallons of fuel oil and has been in 

service since 1991. A visual inspection of the area did not reveal any evidence of contamination 

or release, and there is no record of any release. A UST located at Building 812 (SRN 52) is 

used to store 1,500 gallons of fuel oil and has been in service since 1956. A visual inspection of 

. the area did not reveal any °"vidence of contamination or release, and there is no record of any 

release. The tank list shows two fuel oil USTs associated with Building 819. SRN 57 was a 

3,000-gallon UST that had been in service since 1957. Titls tank was removed and replaced wit)i 

a 1,000-gallon AST (SRN 26) in August 1996. SRN 182 is a I 0,000-gallon UST that has been in 

service since 1981. There is a 2,500-gallon UST (SRN 53) located at Building 813 that bas been 

in service since 1990. There is a 3,000-gallon UST (SRN 55) located at Building 816 that has 

been in service since 1983. There is a 1,000-gallon UST (SRN 56) located at Building 817 that 

has been in service since 1959: 

An RJ/FS Workplan that is currently under regulatory review has been prepared for this parcel by 

Engineering Science, Inc. This parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 99(6)PS/PB 
CERFA Map Location 3,15 

This parcel is associated with a former Military Police (MP) fueling station loca.ted northwest of 

Building 810. Two ASTs located behind Building 810 (SRNs 50 and 51) are presently located at 

this site. Both of these date to 1963, are used to store fuel oil, and have a 550-gallon capacity. A 

visual inspection during the 1995 !;:BS did not reveal any staining or stressed vegetation. 

However, interviews with base personnel revealed that the MPs fueled their vehicles in this area 

on a daily basis. Interviewees were certain that they had witnessed frequent spilling of petroleum 

products. This parcel is designated as Category 6. 
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BRAC Parcel Number and Label 100(6)PS/PR/HSa-JR 
CERFA Map Location 3,14 

This parcel is associated with Building 747. A visual inspection was attempted at this building; 

however, access to the building and the surrounding area was denied. The tank list shows that 

thee~ is a 4,000-ga!lon fuel oil UST (SRN 44) associated with this building that has been in 

service since 1982. No release has been documented for this UST. An interview conducted 

during the mid-EBS meeting in January 1996 revealed th~t this building has been used for 

storage of ba~ery acids and paints and that releases of petroleum product and solvents have 

occurred. In 1992, IO gallpns of fuel oil were reporteclly spilled at this building. The spill was 

cleaned up, and the case is closed (NYSDEC Identification Number 9207312): This parcel is 

designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label J01(6}PS/PR/HSa-JR 
CERFA Map Location 3,13 

This parcel is associated with Building 718 and four of the previously recognized SWMUs 

(SEAD-32, SEAD-35, SEAD-41, and SEAD-61). Building 718 was·a boiler house'for the entire 

North Depot Area. Several documented releases were associated with this building and have 

been investigated, including a 3000-ga!lon fuel oil release that was reported in 1987 (NYSDEC 

Identification Number 8910830). 

.SEAD-32 consists of two waste oil storage USTs that were used to store small quantities of 

waste oil from 1982 to 1989. Results oflimited sampling conducted by Engineering Science, 

Inc. detected elevated readings ofTPH in soils in this area and in one groundwater sample. This 

SWMU was classified as a Low Priority AOC, and a mia.i-risk assessment has been 

recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. 

SEAD-35 consists of three waste oil burning boilers inside of Building 718. This SWMU was 

previously classified as a No Action SWMU under CERCLA. 

SEAD-41 is the boiler blowdown leach pit that is located in the vicinity of Building 718. The 

results of the limited sampling at this SWMU detected TPH in the soils. This SWMU was 
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classified as a"Low Priority AOC, and remedial action has been recommended by Engineering 

Science, Inc. 

SEAD-61 is a UST (SRN 38) that is used to store waste oil before burning in the adjacent boiler 

plant. It has a 10,000-gallon capacity and was installed in 1989. No releases from this UST h~ve 

been documented. This SWMU was previously classified as a No Action SWMU under 

CERCLA. 

Two other fuel oil USTs are associated· with Building 718. SRN 194 has a 40,000-gallon capacity 

and has been in place since 1956. SRN 195 has a 20,000-gallon capacity and has been in place 

since 1978. No releases have been documented from either of these USTs. 

In 1994, 3 ounces of an unspecified hazardous material were released inside of Building 718. 

The spill was cleaned up, and the case is closed (NYSDEC Identification Number 9313511 ). 

This parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label JQ2<6}PSIPR(P) 
CERFA Map Location 3,13 

This parcel is associated with Buildings 716 and 717. Specifically, this is a 40,600-gallon fuel 

oil AST (SRN 188) that has been in service since 1956 and an associated fueling area There has 

been no record ofleaking or spilling of petroleum product at this location. However, based on a 

1995 EBS visual inspection, the area directly around the fueling station exhibited staining. This 

particular tank has been out-of-service and empty since I 989. The berm drain has been kept 

open since that time. A visual inspection conducted by the Seneca Army Depot Activity 

Environmental Department staff on April 24, 1996 revealed only small puddles of water inside of 

the berm. This parcel is designated as Category 6. 
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BRAC Parcel Number and Label JQ3<6)HR 
CERFA Map Location 5,13 

This parcel is associated with a miscellaneous components burial ground west of storage igloos 

A0I0I and A0102. This area includes one of the previously recognized SWMUs (SEAD-63). 

Records.revealed that miscellimeous components (i.e., classified parts) were buried in this area 

and have not yet been excavated. An ESI conducted by Engineering Science, Inc. at this SWMU 

revealed numerous burial pits that were shown to contain miscellaneous military components. 

The ESI results also indicated that the soils have been significantly impacted by PAHs, 

cadmium, and radionuclides, and that gross alpha and gross beta radiation are impacting surface 

water and groundwater quality . . This SWMU has been classified as a Low Priority AOC, and an 

Rl/FS has been recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. This parcel is designated as 

Category 6 . . 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label J04(6)PR/HSmR 
CERF A Map Location 5,9 

This parcel consists of an Open Burning Ground (SEAD-23), an Open Detonation Ground 

(SEAD-45), an explosive ordnance disposal area (SEAD-57), and a filled area at Building 

T-2110 (SEAD-70). The Open Burning Ground was used from the late 1960s to _1986 or 1987. 

Wastes burned here included explosives, contaminated trash, fuses containing lead, and 

proJectiles containing TNT, Comp B, and Amatol. This SWMU was previously classified as a 

High Priority AOC and is currently an Active Rl/FS. 

The Open Detonation Ground was in use from 1941 to 1994. Large, obsolete, and unserviceable 

ammunition and components were destroyed here by detonation. An ESI conducted at this 

locality by Engineering Science, Inc. indicates that impacts to the surface soils and sediment 

from the release of heavy metals and nitroaromatic compounds, and to a lesser extent by SVOCs, 

have occurred at this site. Other analyses completed during the ES! indicated that various metals 

have impacted the groundwater at this site. This SWMU has been classified as a High Priority 

AOC, and an Rl/FS has been recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. 
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In I 994, 530 pounds of an unknown substance were reportedly spilled at the Open Burning 

Grounds. The spill was cleaned up, and the case is closed (NYSDEC Identification Number 

9400993). In 1993, 80 gallons of diesel fuel were reportedly spilled at the Open Detonation 

Grounds. The spill was deaned up, and the case is closed (NYSDEC Identification Number 

9213247). In 1994, a fuel oil tank at the Open Detonation Grounds was reported as leaking; I 00 

gallons of fuel oil were released. All necessary remedial actions were taken, and the case is 

closed (NYSDEC Identification Number 9400104). 

In 1995, I 00 gallons of diesel fuel were -released at Building 2134 because of a mechanical 

failure. The spill _was cleaned up, and the case is closed (NYSDEC Identification Number 

9413197). 

The Open Burning/Open Detonation Grounds are currently RCRA facilities operating on interim 

status. Proper closure of these facilities will be required as part of the RCRA permit. 

The explosive ordnance disposal area was used from 1941 to 1994. In the past, the area was used 

for open detonation, and it may have been used for the disposal of explosives. An ES! conducted 

at this SWMU by Engineering Science, Inc. indicated that impacts to the soils and groundwater 

from heavy metals have occurred at this site. lb.is SWMU was classified as a Moderate Priority 

AOC, and an RJ/FS has been recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. 

The filled area east of Building T-2110 has previously been used to dispose of construction 

debris. The results of an ESI conducted at this SWMU by Engineering Science, Inc. indicated 

that the sediment in the wetland surrounding SEAI:i-70 and the soils that compose the landfill 

material have been•impacted by moderate releases of PAHs (in the sediment) and arsenic (in the 

soil). This SWMU was classified as a Low Priority AOC, and a mini-ri~k assessment has been 

recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. 

The area along both sides of the East-West Baseline Road and west of the North-South Baseline 

Road was used for live fire training activities. This training involved the demolition of vehicles 
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and resulted in the release of significant quantities of petroleum products. This area is also likely 

to be contaminated by explosive compounds and metals. 

Due to the inability to define the extent of activities associated with these areas, they were 

combined into a single parcel. "This parcel is designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Num_ber and Label 105(6)HS/HR(P) 
CERF A Map Location 15,13 

Th.is parcel is associated with an operi ore storage pile. Records indicate that the ore stored at 

this location is aluminum oxide, which is considered a hazardous material. USA THAMA has 

concluded that the uncovered ore could migrate into the environment through air dispersal of 

dust particulate or transport of particulate through surface water runoff. At a minimum, 

remediation will be required that specifically includes removal of the ore. Th.is parcel is 

designated as Category 6. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 1 Q6(6}HR 
CERFA Map Location 17,11 

Th.is parcel is associated with a debris area east of Booster Station 2131 and a possible DDT 

disposal area. Th.is area corresponds with one of the previously identified SWMUs (SEAD-58). 

• An ESI conducted at this site by Engineering Science, Inc. indicates that ihe soils, groundwater, 

and surface water have not been impacted by any of the constituents for wh.ich analyses were 

conducted. The sediment in the drainage swales in the area is the only medium that has been 

impacted by moderate releases of PAHs. Th.is SWMU was classified as a Moderately Low 

Priority AOC, and a mini-risk assessment has been recommended by Engineering Science, Inc. 

Th.is parcel is designated as Category 6. 

5.1.7 Category 7 Parcels 

Of the 10,634 acres that comprise Seneca Army Depot Activity BRAC property, 11 parcels, 

approximately 12 acres, are designated as Category 7. The Category 7 parcels arc identified on 

Figure 5-1 and are summarized in the following sections. 
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BRAC Parcel Number and Label 107(7) 
CERFA Map Location 30,10 

Tbis parcel is associated with a vented eonnex near Building 2311 at the Airfield. lbis connex 

was observed during the 1995 EBS visual inspection. The contents of this connex are unknown 

and, therefore, an accurate category designation could not be determined . . Tbis parcel is 

designated as Category 7. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label lQ8(7)HS(P)/HR(P) 
CERFA Map Location 22,22 

Tbis.parcel is associated with the reported former pest control shop in Building 335. Tbis site is 

one of the previously recognized SWMUs (SEAD-68). No documented cir visual evidence of a 

release has been discovered. However, NYSDEC bas classified this area as an AOC and the 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity agrees. Tbis SWMU has been classified as a Low Priority AOC, 

and an RJ/FS Scoping Plan is being developed. This parcel is designated as Category 7. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 109(7) 
CERFA Map Location 1.7,20 

Tbis parcel consists of earthen mounds that may be related to a small arms range that was 

reported in this area. It could not be determined if these mounds were in fact the location ofa 

small arms range that was reported in an interview during the 1995 .EBS. Therefore, an accurate 

category designation could not be detellilllled. Tbis parcel is designated as Category 7. 

BRAC Parcel Number and I,abel 110(7) 
CERFA Map Location 11,21 

Tbis _parcel is associated with a suspect mound in the Duck Ponds Area that was observed during 

. the 1995 EBS. The contents of this mound could not be determined; therefore, an accurate 

category designation could not be determined. Tbis parcel is designated as Category 7 . 
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BRAC Paa:el Number and Label J 11(7) 
CERFA Map Location 3;17 

1bis parcel is associated with a suspect mound in the Duck Ponds Area that was observed during 

the 1995 EBS. The contents of this mound could not be detennined; therefore, an accurate 

category designation could not be determined. 1bis parcel is designated as -Category 7. 

BRAC Paree) Number and Label 112(7) 
CERFA Map Location 2,17 

1bis parcel is associated with a suspect moWJd in the Duck Ponds Area that was observed during 

the 1995 EBS. The contents of this mound could not be determined; therefore, an accurate 

category designation could not be determined. 1bis parcel is designated as Category 7. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 113(7), 
CERFA Map I.-<ocation 2,11 

This parcel is associated with open land north of Building 715. A visual inspection of this area 

during the 1995 EBS revealed several suspect moWJding areas and a rusty drum protruding from 

a mound of soil. No evidence of soil staining or groundwater contamination could be determined 

from the visual inspection. During the 1995 EBS, interviewees were asked if they had any 

knowledge of this area, but no one had any information. 1bis parcel is designated as Category 7. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 137(7) 
CERF A Map Location 19,22 

This parcel is associated with an area where it has been rumored that coal ash was disposed. 

Although corroboration of this activity was not foWld, the U.S. Army has agreed to conduct 

limited sampling in this area. This parcel has been designated as Category 7. 
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RRAC Parcel Number and Label 138(7) 
CERFA Map Location 1-9,22 

This parcel is associated with ari area that was used for outdoor coal storage. This activity and 

location have been confirmed, and the U.S. Army has agreed to conduct limited sampling in this 

area. This parcel has been designated as Category 7. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 139(7) 
CERFA Map Location 2,14 

This parcel is associated with an area where it has been rumored that empty DDT cans were 

disposed. Although corroboration of this activity was not found, the U.S. Army has agreed to 

conduct-a geophysical study in this area and, if warranted, limited sampling. This parcel has 

been designated as Category 7. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 140(7) 
CERFA Map Location 2,12 

This parcel is associated with a hill located north of Post 3 it has been rumored that drains were 

disposed. Although corroboration of this activity was not found, the U.S. Army has agreed to 

conduct a geophysical study in this area and, if warranted by the results of the geophysical study, 

limited sampling. This parcel has been designated as Category 7. 

5.1.8 Qualified Parcels 

In determining the qualified parcels, Woodward~Clyde ~bserved the following guidelines: 

• If a complete asbestos survey/reinspection has not been conducted, then buildings 

constructed prior to 1985 were asswned to contain ACM. An "A(P)" for the 

possible presence of asbestos was used to qualify the parcel. Where buildings had 

been surveyed, and ACM was identified, then these buildings were designated 

with "A." 
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• · If a complete LBP survey has not been conducted, then buildings and structures 

constructed prior to 1978 were assumed to contain LBP. An "L(P)" for the 

possible presence ofLBP was used to qualify the parcel. Where buildings had 

been surveyed, and LBP was identified as being present, then these buildings were 

designated "L." 

• A distinction is made between the presence of PCBs within equipment, such as 

transformers, that have not leaked and PCBs in soil from leaking equipment PCBs 

in soil from leaking equipment is considered a CERCLA issue, while non-leaking, 

out-of-service equipme~t with greater than 50 ppm PCBs qualified the parcel with 

the designation "P ." 

• Buildings with radon levels of 4.0 pCi/L or greater were designated "R," while 

those with radon less than 4.0 pCi/L were below mitigation levels and received no · 

designation. Buildings for which there has been no radon survey remain 

unqualified. 

• . Buildings possibly containing UXO stored for use or disposal and areas containing 

possible surfacc·or buried UXO based on previous testing, dismantling, or 

deactivation ofUXO were designated "X(P)." Buildings and areas where UXO was 

stored or disposed of were designated "X." Also, locations of former firing ranges 

were UXO-qualificd and designated "X." 

• Buildings and areas where radioactive materials were stored were designated "RD." 

There are 917 parcels, approximately 1,804.58 acres, that are identified as qualified parcels as 

described in Table 5-1 b. On the CERF A map, Figure 5-1, qualified buildings are keyed by 

building numbers, and areas of land that are qualified are shown with a unique qualified parcel 

label. Tables 5a3 and.5-4 (following Section Five) elaborate upon potential UXO and 

radionuclide hazards identified at the Seneca Army Depot Activity. In addition to buildings, 

several areas of open land were qualified. These are described in the following sections. 
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BRAC Parcel Number and Label 114(210-X 
CERFA Map Location 30,11 

This parcel is associated with a firing range located in the area to the east of Building 2302 at the 

Airfield. This area was identified in a visual inspection and interview during the I 995 EBS. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 1150-X 
CERFA Map Location 29,11 

This parcel is associated with a former trap/skeet range located to the east of Building 2301 at the 

Airfield. This· area was identified in a visual inspection and interview during the 1995 EBS. 

BRAC Pared Number and Label 1160-X 
CERFA Map Location 32,16 

This parcel corresponds with BRAC Parcel 57(6)PS/PR/HR. Two non-CERCLA issues pertain 

to this parcel. First, at the eastern edge of the parcel was the former Mwtltions Washout Plant. 

Records indicate that explosive compounds were leached into the soils outside of the plant. 

Second, an interview conducted during the 1995 EBS site inspection revealed that munitions 

may have been buried in the northeast portion of this parcel. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 1170-X 
CERFA Map Location 30,18· 

This parcel is associated with an area that is suspected to be an ammunition burial/disposal area. 

Interviews conducted.during the 1995 EBS identified'that burial of ammwtltion took place in this 

general location. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 1180-RQ 
CERFA Map Location 29,19 

This parcel corresponds with BRAC Parcel 49(5)HS/HR. It co~ists of a series of 11 storage 

igloos and the surrounding area. These igloos were used to store pitchblende ore. 
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BRAC Panel Number and Label 1190-X 
CERFA Map Location 32,20 

'This parcel is believed to be the location of a small arms range. Interviews during the 1995 EBS 

indicated that this area had been used as a small anns range. A visual inspection of the area 

revealed a 250-foot long accurate berm with a dirt track road leading to it. 

DRAC Parcel Number and Label 120O-X 
CERFA Map Location 32,23 

'This parcel corresponds with BRAC Parcel 60(6)HR. 'This area was a material proof and 

'SUIVeillance test area located west of Building 616. 

DRAC Pared Number and Label 121O-X 
CERFA Map Location 30,22 

'This parcel corresponds with BRAC Parcel 61(6)HR. 'This area was a material proof and 

sUIVeillance test area on Brady Road. 

DRAC Parcel Number and Label 122O-X 
CERFA Map Location 11,21 

'This parcel is associated with a small arms range that was used for testing firing tracers and 

3.5-inch rockets. 'This area corresponds with one of the previously identified SWMUs (SEAD-

46). 'This ·SWMU was classified as a Low Priority AOC, and a RI/FS Scoping Pinn is being 

developed by Engineering Science, Inc. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 123O-RD 
CERFA Map Location 4,16 

'This parcel corresponds with BRAC Parcel 98(6)PS/HS/HR. This area was used as a part of the 

special weapons mission that was formerly at the depot. Although the nature of this mission is 

classified, it is known that several radioisotopes were stored in buildings within this area. 
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BRAC Parcei°Number and Label 1240-RD 
CERFA Map Location 3,17 

Th.is parcel corresponds with BRAC Parcel 53(5)HR. Th.is area was used for the burial of 

radioactive materials. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 1250-X 
CERFA Map Location 2,13 

Th.is parcel is associated with Building 744. Building 744 was a physical activities center or 

health club facility: Interviews conducted during the 1995 EBS revcale_d that a shooting range 

existed in the basement of the facility. These interviews also reported that the shooting range 

was dismantled, but no records could be found documenting the cleaning process. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 1260-RD 
CERFA Map Location 5,13 

Th.is parcel corresponds wi~ BRAC Parcel _ 103(6)HR. Th.is area was used for the burial of 

miscellaneous classified components. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 1270-X 
CERFA Map Location 5,8 

Th.is parcel corresponds with BRAC Parcel 104(6)PR/HS/HR. This area includes the Open 

Burning/Open Detonation Grounds and the live fire training area along East-West Baseline 

Road. 

BRAC Parcel Number and Label 1280-X 
CERFA Map Location 18,11 

Tli.is parcel corresponds with BRAC Parcel 55(6)PR(P)/HR. This area is the abandoned powder 

burning pit. Black powder, MIO and M6 solid propellants, and probably explosive-contaminated 

trash were disposed of in this area. 
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--t 1(1) 18,6 189.10 

2(1) 26,10 494.71 

3(1) 16,15 7,869.97 

4(1) 19,24 1.16 

S(l)PS/HS 17,2 61.88 

6(2)PS/PR 28,10 0.25 

7(l)PS 28,10 0.25 

8(2)PS/PR 28,10 0.25 

9(l)HS(P) 30,23 l.68 

l0(l)PS 28,26 0.25 

11(1 )HS 24,22 2.02 

12(\)HS 24,22 2.02 

13(3)HS/HR 23,22 2.02 

14(3)HS/HR. I 22,22 I 2.02 

EE9ll&!'()/fin-t~l• 9119197BRAC/l;OIEIIS/l 

Table 5-la 
BRAC PARCEL DESCRIPTIONS 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTIVITY, NEW YORK 

Lake Housing Aiea 

Airfield /\Ica 

Depot Wide. 

Circa l acre in Elliot 
Acres 

Lake Housing Aiea 

Airfield Aiea 

Airfield Aiea 

Airfield /\Ica 

Main Depot /\Iea 

LORAN-C Aiea 

Warehouse Aiea 

Warehouse Area 

Warehouse Area 

Warehouse Aiea 

2 

2 

3 

3 

No record of storage, disposal, release, or 
migration 

No record of storage, disposal, release, or 
migration 

No record of storage, disposal, release, or 
migration 

No record of storage, disposal, release, or 
migration 

Building 2485 - fuel oil storage 

Building 2310 - JP8 UST reported leaking 
in 1988 
Building 2306 - fuel oil UST 

Building 2305 spills - foci oil UST 
reoorted leaking in 1989 
Acid storage 

Fuel oil storage 

Building 327 - pesticide, soda ash, 
antifreeze 
Building 326 - STB and chlorine 

,e 

Building 330 - pesticide, soda ash, 
antifreeze storage: spill reoorted in 1993 

Building 331 - Pesticide, soda ash, 
antifreeze storage: spill reported in 1992 

.,,._~ 
Visual !None required 
Inspection, 
Interview 
Visual jNone required 
Inspection, 
Interview 
Visual !None required 
Inspection, 
Interview 
Visual !None required 
Inspection, 
Interview 
21 !None required 

21, LUST list \Required actions 
have been taken 

21 None required 

21, Spill list Required actions 
have been taken 

Visual None required 
Inspection, 
Interview 
21 None required 

Interview None required 

Interview None required 

Interview, SpilllRequired actions 
list have been taken 

Interview, SpilllRcquired actions 
list have been taken 
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, •• 11,. 
l5(l)HS I 22,22 I 2.02 

16(l)HS I 22,23 I 2.02 

17(3)HS/HR 22,22 2.02 

18(1)HS 21,22 0.67 

l9(3)HS/HR 21,22 0.06 

20(l)PSJHS 21,21 6.87 

2l(l)PS 20,23 26.29 

22(l)PS 19,23 0.25 

23(l)PS 18,23 0.25 

24(2 )PS/PR/HS 19,23 0.47 

25(l)PS/HS I 9,23 0.41 

26(l)HS I 19,22 I 0.16 

27(l)PS/HS I 18,23 I 0.25 

28(1)PS 18,22 0.2S 

29(2)PS/PR 19,21 0.2S 

30(l)PS 18,21 0.25 

=1ss:.Y6n-l.Sla 9/IW97/BRACISDIEBS/1 

Table 5-la 
(Continued} 

·---~Ef . 

-~~ 
!Warehouse Are:a 

!Warehouse Arca 

Warehouse Area 3 

Warehouse Area 

Warehouse Area 3 

IPEArea 

Elliot_Acres Housing 
/\rea 
South Depot Area 

South Depot Area 

South Depot Arca 2 

South Depot Area 

Sou~ Depot Are:a 

South Depot Area 

South Depot Area 

South Depot Area 2 

South Depot Area 

Building 324 - colwnbite ore storage 

Building 343 - pesticide, soda ash, 
antifreeze 
Building 323 - pesticide, soda ash, 
antifreeze~ spill reported in 1992 
Building 333 - STB, DS-2, solvents 

Building 307 (SE.AD-I) - hai:ardous waste 
storage; spill reported in 1991 
Buildings 316, 317, 318, and 372 - !PE -
solvents, petroleum products 
Fuel oil storage 

Building 10 l - fuel oil storage 

Building 103 - fuel oil storage 

Building 118 (SEAD-30) - auto shop, 
waste oil UST, Building 120 - gas station~ 
spill reported in 1992 

_.,..,.,.,,~-.,.Jlili 
l !None required 

Interview None required 

lnterview, SpilllRequired actions 
list · have been taken 
Interview None required 

1, Spill list Required actions 
have been taken 

Interview !None required 

0.25-acre tank None required 
acin , 21 

21 None required 

21 None required 

l, Spill list Required actions 
have been taken 

Building 117, Heavy Equipment Shop- II !None required 
waste oil storage UST (SEAD-31 

Building 125 - fon'ncr paint shop !Interview, 21 !None required 

Building 106 - health clinic, fuel oil 
storage 

Building 114 - USTs 

Building 129 - fuel oil storage~ spill 
reported in 1994 
Building 113 - fuel oil storage 

Interview, 21 !None required 

21 !None required 

21, Spill list !None required 

21, Spill list jNone required 
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l(l)PS/HS 20,21 0.25 

12( l)PS 2,15 0.25 

33(l)PS I 2,15 0.25 

34(l)PS I 3,14 0.25 

35(l)PS I 2,14 0.25 

36(l)PS 3,14 0.25 

37(2)PS/PR 3,12 0.25 

38(l)PS 2,12 0.71 

39(l)PS 2,12 0.2S. 

4~l)PS 2.12 0.2S 

4l(l)HS 14,9 0.2S 

42(I)HS 14,9 0.25 

43(I)HS 14,9 0.2S 

44(3)PR/BR 29,26 0.25 

45(3)HS/HR 27)5 4 .65 

46(3)H.R 18,21 0.96 

.47(2)PS/PR/HS 2,14 1.46 

--
EE95ISSIYtin-t.lla 9/19/VilRRAC/SOIEBSII 

Main Depot Area 

North Depot Area 

North Depot Area 

N~rth Depot Area 

North Depot Area 

North Depot Area 

!North Depot Area 

!North Depot Area 

North Depot Area 

North Depot Aiea 

Main Depot Aiea 

Main Depot Area 

!Main Depot Area 

LORAN-C Area 

Warehouse Area 

South Admin Area 

North Depot Area 

Table 5-la 
(Continued) 

, ' ,, '~~~~:;·-~-
~§~ 

.,,,::w:,iU~[!J 

2 

3 

3 

3 

2 

·--~--------~~,.,, --~4/IL •.. 
; 312 (General Supply) - lntenriew None required 
osilie acid. paint, antifreC7.c, 

ine, diesel oil 
Building 800 - fuel oil storage 21 None required 

Building 729 - fuel oil storage 121 J'J one req uircd 

l3uildings 719, 721, and 720 - gas station, 
vehicle maintenance 

None required 

Building 733 - fuel oil storage 12 I None required 

Building 746- fuel oil storage l21 None required 

Building 710 - fuel oil storage reported 
leaking in 1989 
Building 742 - gas station 

Building 714 - fuel oil storage 

Building 740 - fuel oil storage 

Acid storage (SEAI)..65A) 

Acid storage (SEAD1513) 

Acid storage (SEAD-65C) 

Halon and diesel spills 

Building 356 (SEAD-49) - eolumbite ore 
storage, DS-2 storage/spills 
Wood burn ash., pressure-treated wood 
SF.AD-IO 

Building 732 (SE/\D-29) - auto hobby 
shop, waste oil storage 

21. LUST list !Required actions 
have been taken 

Visual 
Inspection 
21 

21 

None required 

None required 

None required 

None required 

None required 

None required 

Interview, Spill,Requircd actions 
list have been taken 

1, 20 !None required 

None required 

None required 

Page 3 of I< 



\ 

I 
I 

I 
\ 
I 
\ 

I 
I 



---·iilKbe,,,,,,.,.,.,, ..... 
29(3)HR. 19,2 0.25 Lake Housing Area I 

. 30(3 )PR/H.R/(P) 24,23 2.02 Warehouse Area I 

131 (3)PS/PR/HS/HR 27.25 4.65 Warehouse Area I 

132(3 )PR/HR(P) 18,17 0.25 Main Depot Area I 

133(2)PS/PR 19,2 0.25 Lake Housing Area I 

134(2)PS/PR 2,14 0.25 North Depot Area I 

l35(2)PS/PR I 19,23 I 0.25 Elliot Acres Housing I 
Area 

136(2)PR 2.11 0.25 North Depot Aiea I 

48(5)HR 22,12 112.67 Main Depot Area I 

49(5)BS/HR 29,19 72.79 Main Depot Area 

S0(5)PS/PR/11R(P) 21,22 0.06 IPEArea 

51(5 )PS/PR/HS/l lR(P) 21,21 0.25 IPEArea 

52{2)PR 19,23 5.49 Main Depot Area 

EE9St8SD1fin•tSla 9/19197/UR/\C/SDIEBS/1 

Table 5-la 
(Continued) 

3 

3 

3 

3 

2 

2 

2 

2 

5 

5 

5 

5 

2 

Building 2438 - sewage release outside of 
buildin 
Building 349 - spills reported in 1986. 
1989, and 1991 
Building 357 - spills reported in 1990, 
1991, and l 992~ leaking tank reported in 
1987 
Building C-509 - spill reported in 1992 

Building 2452 - fuel oil AST reported 
leaking in 1991 
Building 752 - fuel oil AST reported 
leaking in 1992 
Building 212 - fuel oil AST reported 
leaking in 1990 
Building 715 - fuel oil release from 
Building 718 contained in secondary 
sewage treatment facilit 
Non-combustible landfill (SEAl)-8), 
incinerator cooling water pond (SEAD-3), 
ash landfill (SEAf)-6), refuse burning pits 
(SEJ\D-14 ), solid waste incinerator 
(SEJ\D-15), disposal area west ofBuilding 
2203 (SEAD-64O 

Spill list 

Spill list 

Spill list, 
LUST list 

Spill list 

LUST list 

LUST list 

LUST list 

Spill list 

1, 19 

Required actions 
have been taken 
Required actions 
have been taken 
Required actions 
have been taken 

Required actions 
have been taken 
Required actions 
have been taken 
Required actions 
have been taken 
Required actions 
have been taken 
Required actions 
have been taken 

Surface soils 
rcmcdiatcd 

Pitchblende storage and release (SE.AD-48)11 Pending 

Boiler blowdo\vn leach pit (SEAD-40), 
waste oil storage (SEAD-34), boilers at 
Building 319 (SEAD-37), UST reported 
leaking in 1994. spills reported in 1994 
Building 360 - waste oil storage (SEAD-
28), spill. steam Jenny (SEAD-27). 
Spill from Building 138, partially clean 

I, LUST list, !Pending 
Spill list 

Pending 

Interview, !Pending 
LUST list 
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53(5)HR 3,17 15.79 Special Weapons Area 

S4(6)HR(P) 16,2 0.25 Lake I lousing Area 

55(6)PR(P)/HR 18.11 1.88 Main Depot Aiea 

S6(2)PR 29.12 7.43 Airfield Aiea 

57(6)PS/PR/HR 32.17 178.84 Main Depot Area 

58(6)HR 31,19 8.60 Main Depot Area 

S9(6)PS/PR/HR 31 ,22 7.57 Main Depot Aiea 

60(6)HR 32,23 3.72 Main Depot Area 

61(6)HR 30,22 l.62 Main Depot Area 

62(6)HR(P) 31,23 l.82 Main Depot Area 

63(6)PS/HS/HR 30,25 10.00 Main Depot Aiea 

64{6)HR 25,22 l.77 Main Depot Aiea 

EE9518SDifin•t51a 9/19/V7/BRACJSD/EBSII 
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I 
I 

Table 5-la 
(Continued) 

5 

6 

6 

2 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

::J.11•• 
Radioactive waste burial (SEAD-12A) 1, 18 Pending 

Pump house Building 2409 - sewage 
release on east side of building 

Abandoned powder burning area (SEAD-
24 

Visual 
Inspection, 
Interview 
1, 16 

None to date 

None to date 

Fuel spills west of Building 2312 jlntcrview, Spill\None to date 
list 

Fuel oil storage, old construction debris 1. 16, 17, !None to date 
landfill (SEAD-11 ), munitions washout LUST list, 
plant (SE/\D-4), boiler pit blowdown leach Spill list. 
pit at Building 2079 (SEAD-38), leaking Interviews. 
tank reported at Building 2079 in 1993, Visual 
spill reported at Building 2073 in 1992, Inspection 
dwnpin 

Garbage disposal area (SEAD-64B) I I, I 9 !None to date 

Buildings608and612(SEAD-52)- II. 19 
ammunition breakdown area, oil discharge 
adjacent to Building 609 (SEAD-60), fuel 
oil storage 
Material proof and surveillance test area I 1, 18 
west of Building 616 (SEAD-44A 
Material proof and surveillance test area on! l, 18 
Brady Road (SEAD-44B 
Nicotine sulfate disposal area near I 1, 18 
Buildings 606 and 612 (SEAD-62 
Building 606 - Old Missile Propellant Test I 1. 18 
Laboratory (SEAD-43), disposal area 
(SEAD-69), herbicide and pesticide storage 
SEAD-56). UST at Building 606 

Debris landfill with raw asbestos (SEAD- I 1, 19 
64A 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 
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Table 5- la 
(Continued) 

tiil&iii~~;~f.i~i~Ti~~~~!~l -ifjy!~li~-~;ti~S 
i5(6)HS/HR(P) 25,22 l.39 Warehouse Area 6 Open zinc ore pile Visual None to date 

Inspection 
,6(6)HR 26,22 9.26 Warehouse Area 6 Fire training pit (SEAD-26) 1, 16 None to date 

S7(6)HS/HR(P) 26,22 0.89 Warehouse Aiea 6 Open chromite ore pile Visual None to date 
Inspection 

68(6)HS/HR.(P) I 25,22 I 0.65 Warehouse Area 6 Open alwninum oxide ore pile Visual· !None to date 
Inspection 

69(6)HS/HR(P) I 26,24 I 0.55 Warehouse Area 6 Open antimony ore pile Visual [None to date 
Inspection 

70( 6)HS/HR(P) I 26,25 I I.55 I Warehouse Area 6 Open ferro chrome ore pile Visual !None to date 
Inspection 

71(6)HS/HR(P) I 26,25 I 0.81 I Warehouse Area I 6 !Open antimony ·ore pile Visual !None to date 
Inspection 

72(6)HS/HR I 25,24 I 19.94 ITankFarm I 6 jStorage tanks for antimony, rutile, asbestos 1, 18 !None to date 

73( 6 )HS/HR(P) I 24,23 I 1.56 I Warehouse Area I 6 
and silicon carbide (SEAD-50, SEAD-54) I 
I Open chromite ore pile Visual !None to date 

Inspection 
74( 6 )HS/HR(P) I 24.22 I 0.74 I Warehouse Area I 6 !Open ferro manganese ore pile Visual !None to date 

Inspection 
75(6)HS/HR(P) I 23.23 I 1.94 I Warehouse Area I 6 !Open chromite ore pile Visual !None to date 

Inspection 

76( 6 )HS/HR(P) I 22,23 I 0.75 I Warehouse Area I 6 jOpen ferro manganese ore pile Visual !None to date 
I inspection 

77(6)PR/HR 23,22 0.49 Warehouse Area 6 Spill of PCB oil north of Building 325 Interview !None to date 

78( 6 )I iS/HR 21,21 3.08 Main Depot Area 6 Interviews revealed dumping of hazardous Interview !None to date 
materials at DRMO yard 

79(6)HR 20,22 2.82 Main Depot Area 6 Fire training pad (SEAD-25) I, 16 None to date 

80(6)PS/HR 20,20 1.93 Main Depot Area 6 Building 367 (SEAD-17) - deactivation I, 16 None to date 
fw-nace, AST 

81(6)HS/HR 19,21 0.43 Main Depot Area 6 Sewage sludge waste piles (SEAD-5) I. 18 None to date 

I 

Page 6 of 10 
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~o,oiliB 
82(6)PS/PR/HS/HR 19,21 4.47 Main Depot Area 

83(6)HS/HR(P) 19.19 1.41 
' 

Main Depot Area 

84(6)PS/PR/HR(P) 18,19 1.16 Main Depot Area 

85(6)PR/HR 19,2 l 0.69 USEArea. 

86(6)PR/HS/HR 19,22 0.11 South Depot Area 

87(6)PS/PR/HR(P) 19,23 0.25 South Depot Area 

88(2)PS/PR 19,22 0.14 South Depot Area 

89(6)HR 18,22 l.16 South Depot Area 

90(6)PR(PYHR 17,22 2.07 Duck Ponds Area. 

9!(6)HS/HR(P) 17,19 0.98 Main Depot Area 

92(6)HS/HR.(P) 16,19 4.62 Main Depot Are.a 

93(6)HS/HR.(P) 16,19 0.91 Main Depot Area 

94(6)HR 16,20 5.12 Duck Ponds Are.a 

95( 6 )HS/HR(P) 16,19 0.49 Main Depot Area 

96(6)HR(P) 11,19 10.07 Duck Ponds Area 

97(6)HR(P) 11,20 8.81 Duck Ponds Ne.a 

--
EE9}18SDl6n-tlla 9/19197/BRACISDIEBSII 
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Table 5-la 
(Continued) 

lliillt 
,i,,1J:CA:la'GC 
~tt~Nti;Ma.f,~~ 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

2 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

~~-~"'"#''"~'"- 1 Building S-311 (SEAD-16) - deactivation 
furnace, Building S-361 - raw material 
storage yard; spill reported at Building 
S-3 11 in I 993 
Open chromite ore pile 

Buildings 308, 306 - Boiler House, 
Inspector's Workshop, stainin 
Fill are.a wiU1 unknown contents west of 
Building 135 (SEAD-59 
Building 135 -· vehicle storage building 
with stained soil 
Building 12 l (SEAD-36) - waste oil tank 
(SEAD-33), boiler plant blowdown leach 

it (SEAD-39)~ boiler plant 
UST at Building 127 with stained soil 

Alleged paint/solvent disposal area. 
SEAD-71 

Old scrap wood (SEAD-9) 

Open chromite ore pile 

Pesticide storage - Buildings S and 6 
SEAD-66 

Open aluminum oxide ore pile 

I, 16, Visual 
Inspection, 
Spill list 

Visual 
Inspection 
Visual 
Inspection 

I. 18 

Visual 
ction 

1, 18 

Visual 
Inspection 

Visual 
ction 

Sewage Treatment Plant No. 4 (SEAD-20 ), I I, 19 
dwnp site to east (SEAD-67 
Open ferro manganese ore pile 

IR.FNA disposal site (SEAD-13) 

IRFNA disposal site (SEAD-13) 

'Visual 
Inspection 
I, 17 

l, 17 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 
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Table 5-la 
(Continued) 

"'·'''•'·--
98( 6)PSi'PR/HS/HR 4,17 334.79 Special Weapons Area 6 

99(2)PS/PR I 3,lS 0.25 Special Weapons Area 2 

100(6)PS/PR/HS/HR I 3,14 0.85 North Depot Area 7 

101{6)PS/PR/HS/HR 13,13 0.08 North Depot Area 6 

l 02(2)PS/PR{P) 3,13 1.52 North Depot Area 2 

103(6)HR 5,13 3.64 Special Weapons Area 6 

EE9$1SSDllin•t5h 91191'17/BRJ\CISDIEBS/1 

Buildings 813-817 - paints, boiler pits, 
petroleum release, tritium release, 
unknown burial activities 

Visual !None to date 
Inspection, 
Interview, I, 
18, Spill list, 

Radioactive waste burial north ofBuildingslLUST li~t 
804 and 805 (SEAD-12B), mixed waste 
storage at Building 803 (SEAD-72), 
incinerator and Building 810 (SEAD-19), 
USTs at Buildings 802 and 805 

Leaking tank at Building 806 reported in 
1989; leaking tank at Bqilding 807 
reported in 1991 

Unknown contents/unkno\Ml storage at 
Building 810 

Unknown activities/storage at Building 
819,igloosA0l0I andA0l02 
Fonner :MP gas station (removed tank) jVisual INone to date 

Inspection, 
Interview 

Building 747 - unknown contents/unknown llnterview, Spill!None to date 
storage; spill reported in 1992 list 
Building 718 - waste oil tank (SEAD-32, j l, Spill list !None to date 
SEAD-61), waste oil-burning boilers 
(SEAD-35), boiler blowdolMl leach pit 
(SEAD-41 ); spill reported in Building 718 
in 1994 
Buildings 716-717 - fuel oil filling and 
storage station, auto hobby shop, stained 
soil 
Miscellaneous components burial area 
SEAD-63 

Visual 
Inspection, 
Interview 
1, 19 

None to date 

None to date 
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. I 04( 6)PR/HS/HR 5,9 1055.65 Main Depot Area 

105(6)HS/HR(P) 

1"'13 1·~ I""" DepotA,e, I 
106(6)HR 17.11 i 1.36 Main Depot Area 

107(7) 30,10 0.25 Airfield Area 

108(7)HS(P)'HR(P) 22,22 0.09 Warehouse Area 

109(7) j 17,20 14.95 IDucic Ponds Area 

110(7) p1,21 p.10 !Duck Ponds Area 

111(7) p,17 j0.25 I Duck Ponds Area 

~11!S0/6t>-1Sh 9/19197/BRAC/SDIEBS/I 

Table 5-la 
(Continued) 

6 

6 

7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

~-Open burning (SEAD-23), open detonation I, 16, Visual None to date 
(SEAD-45), explosive ordnance disposal Inspection, 
(SEAD-57), filled area at Building T-2110 Interview, Spill 
(SEAD-70), traillling area, spills reported at list, LUST list 
Open Burning and Open Detonation 
Grounds in 1994; spill reported at Building 
2134 in 1995 
!Aluminum oxide ore pile I 

Debris area near Booster Station 2131 11. 18 
SEAD-58), possible DDT disoosal 

Connex - unkno'Ml contents !Visual 

Building S-335 (SEAD-68) - old pest 11 
control sho1 
Mowids possibly related to small anns !Visual 
range north of Building 309 Inspection, 

Interview 
Mowid of unkno'Ml contents Visual 

lnsnection 
Mowid of unknown contents Visual 

Inspection 

!None to date 

!None to date 

!None to date 

!None to date 

!None to date 

!None to date 

!None to date 
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Table 5-la 
(Continued). 

----■"" " " · 
,.,,,iJ!,>,w.~EE,.,,,.~❖--•:->h' .co.P.80JN.~lES •' ,.J~.tze., ACRES ,,,:,ix :-<~:❖x,:,¼<.;:<:A2~:i.:?-.,.,,,,:.,,,. :-,:<.;:«•.<❖:NU..N.,-c, 
;12(7) 2,17 0.25 Duck Ponds Area 7 

113(7) 2,11 

19.22 
19,22 
2.14 
2,12 

Notes: 

• BRAC parccl IU>d definitions ate as follows: 

PS a petroleum storage 
PR x petroleum rdc:asc or disposal 
HS ~ hazardous subsuncc storage 

4.96 

0.25 
0.25 
0.25 
0.25 

HR a hazardous substance release or disposal 

North Depot Area 

,tAiea 
,tArea 

North tAiea 

. 
Qualified parcel label definitions are as follows: 

A • asbestos containing material 
L ~ lead-based paint 
P = polychlorinated biphcnyls 
R "'radon 
X = UXO and/or ordmncc fngmaits 
RD = radioouclidcs 
(P) u possible (unverified) 

1 Acre.age figures arc :i.pprol(Ull:.tc; \hey have hccn CJ.lcul:i.tcd using AutoCad Release 12. 

< EBS Source of Evidence numbers refc:1' lo documents listed in Table 2-1 oflhis report. 

EE951SSOllin-l:!11 9/19/97/BllAC/SD/EBSII 

7 

7 
7 
7 
7 

---' date 

Mounds and a rusty drum None to date 
ction 

Rumored coal ash di Rumors list None to date 
Rumors list None to date 

sal area Rumors list None to date 
Rumored drum disposal area Rumors list None to date 

Page 10 of JG 





2-230 l Q·L(P) 
2-2302Q-L(P) 
2-2304Q-L(P) 
3-JQ-A(P)/L(P) 
3- 102Q-L(P} 
3- 104Q-A(P)/L(P) 
3-1 l0Q-L(P) 
3- l lSQ-L(P)/R 
3- 1 I6Q-L(P) 
3-l 19Q-L(P) 
3-122Q-A/L(P) 
3-l23Q-L(P) 
3- 124Q-A/L(P) 
3-125Q-A/L(P) 
3-131Q-L(P) 
3-137Q-A(P) 
3- 143Q-L(P) 
3-145Q-A(P)/L(P) 
3-247Q-A/L(P) 
3-301Q-L(P)/P 
3-304Q-L(P) 
3-309Q-A/L(P) 
3-3 I0Q-L(P) 
3-313Q-L(P) 
3-314Q-L(P) 
3-320Q-A(P)/L(P) 
3-321 Q-L(P)/RD r 

3-322Q-L(P) 
3-325Q-A{P)/L(P) 
3-328Q-A(P)/L(P)~(P) 
3-329Q-A(P)/L(P) 
3-332Q-A(P)/L(P) 
3-334Q-A/L(P) 
3-339Q-A(P)/L(P) 
3-340Q-A(P)/L(P) 
3-341 Q-A(P)/L(P) 
3-342Q-A{P)/L(P) 
3-345Q-A(P)/L(P) 
3-346Q-A(P)/L(P) 
3-347Q-A(P)/L(P) 
3-348Q-A(P)/L(P} 
130-349Q-A(P)/L(P) 
3-350Q-A(P)/L(P) 

Table 5-lb . 
QUALIFIED PARCEL DESCRIPTIONS 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTMTY 

0.006 Main Depot 
0.010 South Depot 
0.011 South Depot 
0.003 South Depot 
0,325 South Depot 
0.309 South Depot 
0.074 South Depot 
0.283 South Depot 
0.074 South Depot 
0.036 South Depot 
0.098 South Depot 
0.055 . Main Depot 
0.004 Main Depot 
0.001 Main Depot 
0.013 Main Depot 
0.001 Main Depot 
0.019 Main Depot 
0.019 Main Depot 
0.189 Main Depot 
0.019 Main Depot 
0.003 Main Depot 
0.010 Main Depot 
0,374 Main Depot 
0.215 Main Depot 
0.006 Main Depot 
2.066 Warehouse 
2.066 Warehouse 
2.066 Warehous·e 
2.066 Warehouse 
0.725 Warehouse 
2·.066 Warehouse 
2.066 Warehouse 
2.066 Warehouse 
2.066 Warehouse 
.2.066 Warehouse 
2.066 Warehouse 
2.066 Warehouse 
2.066 Warehouse 
2.066 Warehouse 
2.066 Warehouse· 

EE9511S M1N• T5 IB.DOC 3/1 1197/BM~ DIEJIS 

2-302 
2304 

102 
104 
110 
115 
116 
119 
122 
123 
124 
125 . 
131 
137 
143 
145 
247 
301 
304 
309 
310 
313 
314 
320 
321 
322 
325 
328 
329 
332 
334 
339 
340 
341 
342 
345 
346 
347 
348 
349 
350 
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itoSit. 
3-353Q-A/L(P) 
13 l-357Q-A(P)/L(P) 
3-359Q-A/L(P) 0.003 
3-360Q-A(P) 0.024 
3-363Q-A(P)/L(P) . 0.002 

3-366Q-A(P)/L(P)/X(P) 0.022 
3-3 73Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.024 
3-701Q-A/L(P) 0.328 
3-702Q-A/L(P) 0.420 
3-703Q-A 0.931 
3-704Q-NL(P) 0.714 
3-705Q-A/L(P) 0.184 
3-706Q-L(P) 0.085 
3-707Q-L(P) 0.434 
3-708Q-A/L(P) 0.714 
3-709Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.000 
3-71 IQ-L(P) 0.002 
136-71SQ-A/L(P) 0.110 
3-722Q-L(P) 0.108 
3-723Q-A/L(P) 0.532 
3-724Q-L(P) 0.207 
3-725Q-L(P) 0.004 
3-726Q-L(P) 0.022 
3-727Q-L(P) 0.030 
3-728Q-L(P) 0.004 
3-731Q-L(P) 0.158 
3-743Q-A/L(P) 0.011 
3-749Q-L(P) 0.019 
3-1495Q-L(P) 0.001 
3-l 593Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.003 
3-1594Q-X(P) 0.069 
3-2086Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.017 
3-2 l l 3Q-L(P) 0.004 
3-2117Q-A/L(P)/X(P) 0.259 
3-2 l 18Q-A/L(P)/X(P) 0.259 
3-2 l 19Q-A/L(P)/X(P) 0.259 
3-2 l 20Q-A/L(P)/X(P) 0.259 
_3-2121Q-A/L(P)/X(P) 0.259 
3-2 I 22A/L(P)/X(P) . 0.259 
3-2123Q-A/L(P)/X(P) 0.259 
3-2124Q-A/L(P)/X(P) 0.259 
3-2126Q-L(P) 0.019 
3-2129Q-L(P) 0.019 
3-2 l 32Q-X(P) · 0.002 

EE9S I ISMIN• TS I B.DOC 3/1 1191/B RAC/SD/EB S 

Table 5-lb 
(Continued) 

Warehouse 
Warehouse 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
~Orth Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 

353 
357 
359 
360 
363 
366 
373 
701 
702 
703 
704 
705 
706 
707 
708 
709 
711 
715 
722 
723 
724 
725 
726 
727 
728 
731 
743 
749 
1495 
1593 
1594 
2086 
2113 
2117 
2118 
2119 
2120 
2121 
2122 
2123 
2124 
2126 
2129 
2132 
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3-2133Q-X(P) 
3-2200Q-L(P) 
3-2202Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.003 
3-2204Q-L(P) 0.019 
3-2207Q-A/L(P)/X(P) 0.082 
3-70SA 1 Q-A/L(P) 0.088 
3-A0201 Q-X(P)/RD 0,056 
3-A0202Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0203Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 
3-A0204Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A020SQ-X(P)/RD 0.056 
3-A0206Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0207Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 
3-A0208Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0209Q·X(P)/RD 0.056 
3-A02 l 0Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0211Q•X(P)/RD 0.056 

· 3-A0212Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0213Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 
3-A0214Q-X(P)/RD . 0.042 
3-A02 l SQ·X(P)IRD 0.056 
3-A0216Q-X(P)IRD . 0.042 
3-A0217Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 
3-A0218Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0301Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0302Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 
3-A0303Q-X(P)/RD 0,042 
3-A0304Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 
3-A0305Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0306Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 
3-A0307Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0308Q-X(P)IRD 0.056 
3-A0309Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0310Q-X(P)IRD 0.056 
3-A03 l 1 Q-X(P)IRD 0.042 
3-A0312Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 
3-A0313Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0314Q-X(P)IRD 0.05 
3-A0315Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0316Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 
3-A0317Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0401Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0402Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0403Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
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Table S-lb 
(Continued) 

Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
North Depot 

,Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Spedal Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Speciid Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 

2204 
2207 
705A 
A0201 
A0202 
A0203 
A0204 
A020S 
A0206 
A0207 
A0208 
A0209 
A0210 
A0211 
A0212 
A0213 
A0214 
A0215 
A0216 
A0217 
A0218 
A0301 
A0302 

·A0303 
A0304 
A0305 
A0306 
A0307 
A0308 
A0309 
A0310 
A0311 
A0312 
A0313 
A0314 
A0315 
A0316 
A0317 
A0401 
A0402 
A0403 
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3~A0404Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0405Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0406Q·X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0407Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0408Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0409Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0S0 I Q·X(P)/RD 0.042 
3~A0S02Q-X(P)/RO 0.042 
3-A0503Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0504Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0S0SQ-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0506Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3·A0507Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0S0SQ-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0601Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0602Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0603Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0604Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A060SQ-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0606Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0607Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0608Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0609Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A061 0Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0701 Q•X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0702Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0703Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0704Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0705Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0706Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0707Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0708Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0709Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0710Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0711Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0801 Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0802Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0803Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0804Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A080SQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0806Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0807Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0808Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0809Q-X(P) 0.042 
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Table 5-lb 
(Continued) 

Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapon's 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 

Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 

A0405 
A0406 
A0407 
A0408 
A0409 
A0501 
A0502 
A0503 
A0504 
A0S05 
A0506 
-A0507 
A0S08 
A0601 
A0602 
A0603 
A0604' 
A0605 
A0606 
A0607 
A0608 
A0609 
A0610 
A0701 
A0702 
A0703 
A0704 
A0705 
A0706 
A0707 
A0708 
A0709 
A0710 
A0711 
A0801 
A0802 
A0803 
A0804 
A0805 
A0806 
A0807 
A0808 
A0809 
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3-A0810Q-X(P) 
3-A0811Q-X(P) 
3-A0901 Q-X(P)/RD 
3-A0902Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0903Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0904Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A090SQ-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-A0906Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0907Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0908Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0909Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A0910Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-AlOOlQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-A1002Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A I 003Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-AI004Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A 1 OOSQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-A 1006Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A1007Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-A l OOSQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-AI009Q-X(P) . 0.042 
3-AlOlOQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-AlOI lQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-A1012Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-Al lOlQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-Al 102Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-Al 103Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-Al104Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-Al lOSQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-Al 106Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-Al 107Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-Al 108Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-Al 109Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-Al l lOQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-Al 11 IQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-BOlOlQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0102Q-X(P) 0.042 · 
3-BO 103Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-BO l 04Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-BOIOSQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-BO 106Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0107Q-X(P) . 0.042 
3-B0108Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0109Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 · 
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Table 5-lb 
(Continued) 

Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main D_epot 

.. Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
·Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 

A0901 
A0902 
A0903 
A0904 
A0905 
A0906 
A0907 
A0908 
A0909 . 
A0910 
Al001 
Al002 
AI003 
A1004 
AIOOS 
A1006 
Al007 
Al008 
Al009 
AlOIO 
AlOII 
Al012 
AllOl 
Al102 
Al103 
A1104 
AllOS 
Al 106 
A1107 
Al108 
Al 109 
Al 110 
Al 111 
B0101 
B0102 
B0103 
B0104 
B0105 
B0106 
B0107 
B0108 
B0109 
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3-B01 J0Q-X(P) 
3-B0I l lQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0112Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B020 I Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0202Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0203Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0204Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0205Q•X(P) 0.042 
3-B0206Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0207Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0208Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0209Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B021 0Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B021 lQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-B030 l 0.X(P) 0.042 
3-B0302Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B03030.X(P) 0.042 
3-B0304Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-80305Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-80306Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0307Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0308Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0309Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B03 I0Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-80311 Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B04010.X(P) 0.042 
3-B0402Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0403Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0404Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0405Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-80406Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0407Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0408Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0409Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-8041 OQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-B041 lQ-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-B0501 Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-80S02Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B05030.X(P) 0.042 
3-80504Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0505Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0506Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0507Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0508Q-X(P) 0.042 
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Table 5-l b. 
(Continued) 

Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
·Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 

B0201 
B0202 
B0203 
B0204 
80205 
B0206 
B0207 
B0208 
B0209 
B0210 
B0211 
B0301 
B0302 
80303 
B0304 
B0305 
80306 
B0307 
B0308 
B0309 
B0310 
B0311 
B0401 
B0402 
B0403 
B0404 

~ 

80405 
B0406 
B0407 
B0408 
B0409 
B0410 
B0411 
B0501 
B0502 
B0503 
B0504 
B0505 
B0506 
B0507 
B0508 
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3-B0509Q-X(P) 
3-B05 lOQ-X(P) 
3-B051 lQ-X(P) 
3-B0601 Q· X(P) 0.042 
3-B0602Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-B0603Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-B0604Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0605Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0606Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0607Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0608Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0609Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-B0610Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0611Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0701Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0702Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0103Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0704Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0705Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-B0706Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0707Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-B0708Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-B0709Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-B0710Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B071 IQ-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-B080IQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0802Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-B0803Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0804Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-B0805Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0806Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0807Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0808Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0809Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0810Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B081 IQ•X(P) 0.042 
3-B0901Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0902Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0903Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0904Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0905Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0906Q·X{P) .0.042 
3-B0907Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-B0908Q-X(P) 0.042 
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Table 5-lb 
(Continued) 

Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot · 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 

B0511 
B0601 
B0602 
B0603 
B0604 
B0605 
B0606 
B0607 
B0608 
B0609 
B0610 
B0611 
B0701 
B0702 
B0703 
B0704 
B0705 
B0706 
B0707 
B0708 
B0709 
B0710 
B0711 
B0801 
B0802 
B0803 

, B0804 
B0805 
B0806 
B0807 
B0808 
B0809 
B0810 
B0811 
B0901 
B0902 
80903 
B0904 
B0905 
B0906 
B0907 
B0908 
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3-B0909Q-X(P)/RD 
3-B0910Q-X(P) 
3-B091 I Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-COlOIQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-CO 102Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0103Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0104Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-CO 105Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-COl 06Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0107Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-CO I 08Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0109Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-COl lOQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-COl 1 lQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0201Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0202 -X(P) 0.042 
3-C0203Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0204Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0205Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0206Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0207Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0208Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0209Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0210Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0211Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C030 I Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0302Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0303Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0304Q-X(P) 0.042 · 
3-C0305Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0306Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0307Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0308Q-X(P)/RD" 0.042 
3-C0309Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C03 l OQ-X(P) 0,042 
3-C03 ll Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0401 Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0402Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0403Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0404Q-X(P) 0.042 
3--C0405Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0406Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0407Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0408Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
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Table 5-lb 
(Continued) 

Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 

B0911 
COIOl 
C0102 
COI03 
C0104 
COI05 
C0106 
C0107 
C0108 
C0109 
_COllO 
COl 11 
C0201 
C0202 
C0203 
C0204 
C0205 
C0206 
C0207 
C0208 
C0209 
C0210 
C0211 
C0301 
C0302 
C0303 
C0304 
C0305 
C0306 
C0307 
C0308 
C0309 
C0310 
C0311 
C0401 
C0402 
C0403 
C0404 
C0405 
C0406 
C0407 
C0408 
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3-C0409Q-X(P) 
3-C04 l OQ-X(P) 
3-C0411Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0412Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0501Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0502Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0503Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0504Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-COSOSQ-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0506Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0507Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-COSOSQ-X(P)/RD 0.042 
132-C0509Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0510Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-COSl lQ-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-COS l 2Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0513Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0601 Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0602Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0603Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0604Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 ' 
3-C0605Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0606Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0607Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0608Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0609Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0610Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0611Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C070 lQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0702Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0703Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0704Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0705Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0706Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0707Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0708Q-X(P) . 0.042 
3-C0709Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0801 Q·X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0802Q-X(P) 0.042 
3·C0803Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0804Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0805Q•X(P) 0.042 
3-C0806Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0807Q·X(P)/RD 0.042 
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Table 5-lb 
(Continued) 

Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot . 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 

· Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 

C0502 
C0503 
C0504 

. cosos 
COS06 
COS07 
COS08 
COS09 
COSIO 
COSI l 
C0512 
C0513 
C0601 
C0602 
C0603 
C0604 
C0605 
C0606 
C0607 
C0608 
C0609 

. C0610 
C0611 
C0701 
C0702 
C0703 
C0704· 
C0705 
C0706 
C0707 
C0708 
C0709 
C0801 
C0802 
C0803 
C0804 
C0805 
C0806 
C0807 
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mMJeawi.at .,_ ---~-
3-C0808Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0809Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C090 l Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0902Q-X(P)/RD 0,042 
3-C0903Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0904Q-X(P) 0,042 
3-C0905Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0906Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0907Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0908Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0909Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-C0910Q-X(P)- 0.042 
3-C09 l l Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-C0912Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-CQ913Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-DOIOIQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0102Q-X(P) 0.042 

. 3-D0103Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0104Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-DOIOSQ-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-D0106Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-00107Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-O0108Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-D0109Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D01 I0Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-D011 IQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0112Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0113Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-D0201Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D02"02Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0203Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0204Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0205Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0706Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-D0207Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-D0208Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0209Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D021 0Q-X(P) 0.042' 
3-O021 lQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0212Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-0030 I Q-X(P) . 0.042 
3-D0302Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-O0303Q-X(P) . 0.042 
3-O0304Q-X(P) 0.042 

EE9~11SDIF!N•TSIB.DOC J/11197/tlRAC/SOIEBS 

Table 5-lb 
(Continued) 

Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 

. Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 

C0808 
C0809 
C0901 
C0902 
C0903 
C0904 
C0905 
C0906 
C0907 
C0908 
C0909 
C0910 
C091 l 
C0912 
C0913 
D0101 
D0102 
D0103 
D0104 
D0105 
D0106 
D0107 
D0108 
D0109 
D0I 10 
D0I 11 
D0112 
D0113 
D0201 
D0202 
00203 
D0204 
D0205 
D0206 
D0207 
D0208 
D0209 
00210 
D0211 
D0212 
D0301 
D0302 
D0303 
00304 
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: 

3-D030SQ·X(P)/RD 
3-D0306Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-D0307Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0308Q·X(P) 0.042 
3-D030_9Q-X(P) 0.042 
3 -D03 l 0Q· X(P) 0.042 
3-D031 IQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0312Q·X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-D0313Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D040 I Q·X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-D0402Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0403Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0404Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0405Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0406Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-D0407Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-D0408Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0409Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D04 l0Q·X(P) 0,042 
3-D041 lQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0412Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0413Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-DOS0lQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0502Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0503Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-00504Q-X(P) 0.042 
3.-D0505Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0506Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0507Q•X(P) 0.042 
3-D0508Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0509Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0S IOQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0511 Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0512Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0513Q-X(P) 0,042 
3-D060IQ-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-D0602Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0603Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0604Q-X(P)/RD 0,042 
3-D0605Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0606Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0607Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-D0608Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0609Q-X(P) 0.042 

EE9S11SDIFIN,TSIB.OOC 311 lmlBRAC/SO'EBS 

Table 5-lb 
(Continued) 

Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 

·Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 

D0305 
D0306 
D0307 
D0308 
D0309 
D0310 
D0311 
D0312 
D0313 
D0401 
D0402 
D0403 
D0404 
D0405 
D0406 
D0407 
00408 
D0409 
00410 
D0411 
00412 
00413 
D0501 
D0502 
D0503 
D0504 
D0505 
D0506 
D0507 
D0508 
D0509 
D0S10 
D051 I 
D0512 
D0S13 
D0601 
D0602 
D0603 
D0604 
D0605 
D0606 
D0607 
D0608 
D0609 
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3-D061 0Q-X(P) 
3-D061 IQ-X(P) 
3-D0612Q-X(P) 
3-D0701Q-X(P) 
3-D0702Q-X(P) 
3-D0703Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0704Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-D0705Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-D0706Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0707Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0708Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0709Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D071 0Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0711Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-D0712Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-D0801Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-D0802Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0803Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-00804Q-X(P) . 0.042 
3-D0805Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 
3-D0806Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0807Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0808Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0809Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0SI0Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-D081 lQ-X(P) 0.042 
3-D0812Q-X(P) 0.042 
3-E0l0lQ-X(P) o.oss 
3-E0102Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0 103Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 
3-E0 l 04Q-X(P) 0.0S5 
3-E0 105Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 
3-E0106Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0107Q-X(P) 0.0S5 
3-E0 t 0SQ-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0l09Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0 l l0Q-X(P) 0.0S5 
3-E0ll IQ-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0112Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 
3-E0113Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0114Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E020 I Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0202Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0203Q-X(P) 0.055 

EE9SIISMIN,TS I B.DOC 3/11197/BRAC/SDIEllS 

Table 54 1b 
(Continued) 

Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 

. Main Depot 
Main Depot 
~fain Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot . 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot . 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot .. 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 

· Main Depot 

. D0612 
D070l 
D0702 
D0703 
D0704 
00705 
D0706 
D0707 
D0708 
00709 
00710 
D0711 
00712 
00801 
00802 
00803 
00804 
D0805 
D0806 
D0807 
D0808 
00809 
D0810 
D0811 
D0812 
E0lOl 
E0102 
E0103 . 
E0104 
E0105 
E0106 
E0107 
B0108 
E0109 
E0ll0 
E0l 11 
B0112 
E0113 
E0t 14 
E0201 
E0202 
E0203 
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3-E0204Q-X(P) 0.0S5 
3-E0205Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0206Q-X(P) 0,055 
3-E0207Q-X(P) . 0.055 
3-E0208Q-X(P) 0,055 

• 3-E0209Q-X(P) 0.055 
. 3-E0210Q-X(P) 0.055 

3-E021 IQ-X(P)/RD 0.055 
3-E0212Q·X(P) 0.055 
3-E0213Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E02 l 4Q-X(P) 0.0S5. 
3-E0301 Q·X(P)/RD 0.0S5 
3-E0302Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 
3-E0303Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 
3-E0304Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0305Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0306Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0307Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0308Q-X(P) 0.0S5 
3-E0309Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E03 l 0Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E03 l 1 Q-X(P) 0.055 · 
3-E0312Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 
3-E03 l 3Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E040 I Q·X(P) 0.055 
3-E0402Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 
3~E0403Q-X(P) 0,055 
3-E0404Q-X(P) 0.055 . 
3-E0405Q•X(P) ' 0,055 
3-E0406Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0407Q-X(P) · 0.055 
3-E0408Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0409Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E04 lOQ-X(P)/RD 0.055 
3-E041 IQ•X(P)/RD 0.055 
3-E0412Q•X(P) 0.055 
3-E0413Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 
3-E0501 Q-X(P) 0.055 .. 
3-E0S02Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0503Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0504Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 
3-E0S0SQ-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0506Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 
3-E0S0?Q·X(P) 0.055 

l:-E9SIIS0/11N-TS1B.DOC 3/1 lmlBRACISOIEBS 

Table 5-lb 
(Continued) 

Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
MainDepot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 

· Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot ·· 

. Main Depot 
Main Depot 
-Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 

. Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Maip Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 

.. Main Depot 
Main Depot 

E0204 
E0205 
E0206 
E0207 
E0208 
E0209 
E0210 
E021 l 
E0212 
E0213 
E0214 
E0301 
E0302 
E0303 
E0304 
E0305 
E0306 
E0307 
E0308 
E0309 
E0310 
E031 l 
E0312 
E0313 
E0401 
E0402 
E0403 
E0404 

.. E0405 
E0406 
E0407 
E0408 
E0409 
E0410 
E041 l 
E0412 
E0413 
E0501 
E0502 
E0503 
.E0504 
E0505 
E0S0.6 
E0507 
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3-E0508Q-X(P) 
3-E0509Q·X(P) 
3-E05 l 0Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0511Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E05 !2Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 
3-E0S 13Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0601 Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0602Q-X(P)fRD• 0.055 
3-E0603Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0604Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 
3-E0605Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0606Q-X(P) · 0.055 
3-E0607Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0608Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0609Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 
3-E06 l 0Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 
3-E0611Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0701Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0702Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 
3-E0703 Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0704Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0705Q-X{P) 0.055 
3-E0706Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 
3-E0707Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0708Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E0709Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-.E0710Q-X(P) 0.055 
3-E071 IQ-X(P) 0.055 
3-S142Q-A/L(P) 0.235 
3.·T370Q-L(P) . 0.005 
5-2401Q-A/L(P) 0.062 
5-2402Q-L(P) 0.014 
5-2403Q-A/L(P) 0.042 
5-2404Q-A/L(P) 0.050 
5-2405Q-L(P) 0.014 
5-2406Q-A/L(P) 0.051 
5-2407Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.014 
5-2408Q-A/L(P) 0.094 · 
S-2410Q-A/L(P) 0.086 
5-24 l l Q-A/L(P) 0.058 
5-24 l 2Q-A/L(P) 0.024 . 
5-2413Q-L(P) 0.010 
5-24 l 4Q-A/L(P) 0.045 
5-24 15Q-A/L(P) 0.024 

E£9ll ~o.l'IN-TS IB .DOC 3/11197/BRAC/SD/EllS 

Table 5-lb 
(Continued) 

Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 

· Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
South Depot 
Main Depot 

Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 

· Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 

· Lake Housing 

B0510 
E051 l 
B0512 
E0513 
E0601 
E0602 
E0603 
E0604 
E0605 
B0606 
E0607 
E0608 
E0609 
E0610 
E0611 
E0701 
E0702 
E0703 
E0704 
E0705 
E0706 
E0707 
B0708 
E0709 
E0710 
E0711 
S142 
T370 
2401 
2402 
2403 
2404 
2405 
2406 
2407 
2408 
2410 
2411 
2412 
2413 
2414 
24 15 
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L .' . .v • • •••• , •• ~ltct(t:. ,.w ,. 
5-2416Q-L(P) 
5-24 l 7Q·L(P) 
5-241 SQ-A/L(P) 0.018 
5-24 l 9Q·A/L(P) 0.030 
5-2420Q-L(P) 0.006 

"·· 5-2421Q-A/L(P) 0.040 
5-2423Q-A/L(P) 0.030 
5-2424Q-L(P) 0.014 
5-2425Q-A/L(P) 0.028 
5-2426Q-A/L(P) 0.022 
5-2427Q-A/L(P) 0.021 
5-2428Q-L(P) 0.008 
5-2429Q-A/L(P) 0.023 
5-2430Q-L(P) 0.007 
5-2431 Q·L(P) 0.008 
5-2432Q-A/L(P) 0.034 
5-2433Q-L(P) 0.009 
5-2434Q-A/L(P) 0.003 
5-2436Q-L(P) 0.005 
5-2437Q-A/L(P) 0.042 
129-2438Q-A/L(P) 0.027 
5-2439Q-A(P)/L(P) · 0.008 
5-2441 Q-A/L(P) 0.024 ' 
5-2443Q-NL(P) 0.028 
5-2444Q-L(P) 0.011 
5-2445Q-A(P) 0.021 
5-2446Q-A/L(P) 0.027 
5-2447Q-L(P) 0.009 
5-2448Q-A/L(P) 0.029 
5-2449Q-L(P) 0.012 
5-2450Q-A/L(P) 0.024 
5-24SlQ-L(P) 0.013 
133-2452Q-A/L(P) 0.027 . 
5-2453Q-A/L(P) 0.031 
5-2454Q-L(P) 0.006 
5-2456Q-L(P) 0,018 
5-2458Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.000 
5-2466Q-A/L(P) 0.007 
5-2473Q-L(P) 0.018 · 
5-2516Q-R 0.055 
5-2470Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.01 l 
5-24 71 Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.011 
5-24 72Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.011 
5-2474Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.017 

EE~IISMIN-TSIB.DOC l/11197/BRAC/SDIEBS 

Table 5-lb 
(Continued) 

Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 

. Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 

.. ··Lake Housing 
. ·Lake Housing 

Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 

. Lake Housing 
-Lake Housing 
· Lake Housing 
· Lake Housing 

• 1 Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 

· Lake Housing 
. : Lake Housing 
. Lake Housing 

.. · Lake Housing 
' Lake Housing 

.. Lake Housing 

2417 
2418 
2419 
2420 
2421 
2423 
2424 
2425 
2426 
2427 
2428 
2429 
2430 
2431 
2432 
2433 
2434 
2436 
2437 
2438 
2439 
2441 
2443 
2444 
2445 
2446 
2447 
2448 
2449 
2450 
2451 . 
2452 . 
2453 
2454 
2456 
2458 
2466 
2473 
2516 
2470 · 
2471 
2472 
2474 
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tft_u.: ....... -:.;. _ =:~ __ I½t.a:._· 
5-2475Q-A(P)/L(P) O.Ql5 
5-2476Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.017 
5-2477Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.Ql8 
5-2478Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.017 
5-2480Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.Ql5 
5-2481 Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.017 
5-2482Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.018 
5-2484Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.018 
7-2306Q-L(P) 0.201 
8-2305Q-A/L(P) 0.128 
11-327Q-A(P)/L(P) 2.066 
12-326Q-A(P)/L(P) 2.066 
13-330Q-A(P)/L(P)/X(P) 2.066 
14-331 Q-A(P)/L(P) 2.066 
15-324Q-A(P)/L(P) 2.066 
16-343Q-A(P)/L(P) 2.066 
l 7-323Q-NL(P) 2.066 
18-333Q-A(P)/L(P) 2.066 
l 9-307Q-A(P) 0.046 
20-3 l 6Q-L(P) 0.427 
20-317Q-L(P) 0.607 
20-318Q-L(P) 0.427 
2 t-202Q-A/L(P) -0.041 
2 t-203Q-A/L(P) 0.046 
21-204Q;AfL(P) 0.049 
21-205Q-A/L(P) 0.046 . 
2 l-206Q-A/L(P) 0.046 
2 l-207Q-A/L(P) 0.046 
21-2 t-4Q-A/L(P) 0.044. 
21 -2-1"5Q-A/L(P) 0.041 
21-2 l 6Q-A/L(P) 0.041 
21-217Q-A/L(P) 0.046 
21-200AQ-A/L(P) 0.035 
2 l-200BQ-A/L(P) 0.o35 
21-201AQ-A/L(P) 0.035 
21-20 lBQ-A/L(P) 0.Q35 
2 l-208AQ-A/L(P) 0.059 
2 I-208BQ-A/L(P) 0.059 
21-209AQ-A/L(P) 0.059 
21-209BQ-A/L(P) 0.059 
21-21 0AQ-A/L(P) 0.040 
21-210BQ-A/L(P) 0.040 
21-21 lAQ-A/L(P) 0.037 
21-2 1 lBQ-A/L(P) 0.037 
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Table 5-lb 
(Continued) 

Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 
Lake Housing 

Airfield 
Airfield 

Warehouse 
Warehouse 
Warehouse 
Warehouse 
Warehouse 
Warehouse 
Warehouse 
Warehouse 
Warehouse 

IPE 
IPE 
IPE 

South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot · 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Oepot 
South Depot 
South Depot · 
South Depot , 
South Depot 
South Depot -
South Depot 
South Depot 

2475 
2476 
2477 
2478 
2480 
2481 
2482 
2484 
2306 
2305 
327 
326 
330 
331 
324 
343 
323 
333 
307 
316 
317 
318 
202 
203 
204 
205 
206 
207 
214 
215 
216 
217 

200-A 
200-B 
201-A 
201-B 
208-A 
208-B 
209-A 
209-B 
210-A 
210-B 
211-A 
211-B 
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135-212AQ-L(P) 
135-212BQ-L(P) 
21 -213AQ-A/L(P) 
21-213BQ-A/L(P) 
21-218AQ-A/L(P) 
21-21 SBQ-A/L(P) 
21 -219AQ-A/L(P) 
21-219BQ•L(P) 
21-221AQ-A/L(P) 
21 -221 BQ-A/L(P) 
2 l-222AQ-A/L(P) 
2 l-222BQ-AJL(P) 
2l-223AQ-A/L(P) 
2 l -223BQ-A/L(P) 
2 l-224AQ-A/L(P) 
2 l-224BQ-L(P) 
2 l-224CQ-A/L(P) 

· 21 -224DQ-L(P) 
2 l-22SAQ-L(P) 
21-22SBQ-L(P) 
2 l-225CQ-NL(P) 
21-225DQ-A/L(P) 
21 -226AQ-A/L(P) 
2 l-226BQ-A/L(P) 
2 l-226CQ-A/L(P) 
21 -226DQ-A/L(P) 
21-227 AQ-A/L(P) 
2 J-227BQ-A/L(P) 
2 l-227CQ-NL(P) 
21-227DQ-A/L(P) 
21 -228AQ-A/L(P) 
2 l -228BQ-NL(P) 
2 l-228CQ-A/L(P) 
2 l -228DQ-A/L(P) 
21 -229AQ-A/L(P) 
21 -229BQ-L(P) 
2 l -229CQ-A/L(P) 
2l -229DQ-L(P) . . 
21-230AQ-L(P) 
21 -230BQ•A/L(P) 
2 l -230CQ-A/L(P) 
2 l-230DQ-A/L(P). 
21-231 AQ-A/L(P) 
2l -231BQ-L(P) 

EE9SI ISDl!;IN•TSIB.OOC 3/11/WDII.A~ DIEBS 

0.040 
0.037 
0.037 
0.037 
0.037 
0.040 
0.040 
0.037 
0.037 
0.040 
0.040 
0.037 
0,037 
0.030 

Table 5-lb 
(Continued) 

South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 

. 0.-9~Q.. : . South Depot 
·0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.o30 South Depot 

• 0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030" South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 . South Depot . 
0,030 South Depot 
0.030 · · . South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot . 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 

212-B 
213-A 
213-B 
218-A ,. .. 
218-B 
219-A 

· 219-B 
221-A 
221 -B 
222-A 
222-B 
223-A 
223-B 
224-A 
224-B 
224-C 
224-D 
225-A 
225-B 
225-C 
225-D 
226-A 
226-B 
226-C 
226-D 

·221-A 
227-B 
227-C 
227-D -.. 
228-A 

. .. 
· 228-B 
228-C 
228-D 
229-A 
229-B 
229-C 
229-D 
230-A 

· 230-B 
230-C 
230-D 
231 -A 
231-B 
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21 ~231 CQ-L{P) 
21 -23 l DQ-A/L(P) 
21 -232AQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
21-232BQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
21-232CQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
21-232DQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
2 l-233AQ-L(P) 0.030 
2 l.-233BQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
21-233 CQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
21-233DQ-L(P) 0.030 
2 l-234AQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
21-234BQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
21-234CQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
2 l-234DQ-NL(P) O.o30 
2 l-23SAQ-L(P) 0.030 
2 l-23SBQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
21 -23 lCQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
2 l-23SDQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
2 l-236AQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
2 l-236BQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
2 l -236CQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
2 l-236DQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
21-237AQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
2 l -237BQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
2 l -237CQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
2 l -237DQ•L(P) 0.030 
21-238AQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
2 l-2388Q-A/L(P) 0.030 
2 l-238CQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
2 l -238DQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
2 l -239AQ-L(P) 0.030 
2 l-2398Q-A/L(P) 0.030 
21-239CQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
21-239DQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
21-2401\Q-A/L(P) 0.030 
2 l -240BQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
21-240CQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
21-240DQ-A/L(P) · 0.030 
21-241 AQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
21-241 BQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
21 -241 CQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
21 -241DQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
21-242AQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
2 l-242BQ-A/L(P) 0.030 
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Table 5-lb 
(Continued) 

South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot · 

South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 

· South Depot 
· South Depot 

·· South Depot 
· South Depot 
South Depot 

· South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 

232-B 
232-C 
232-D 
233-A 
233-B 
233-C 
233-D 
234-A 
234-B 
234-C 
234-D 
235-A 
235-B 
235-C 
235-D 
236-A . = ~~ 

236-J3 . ~ .. J, 
236-C 
236-D 
237-A 
237-B 
237-C 
237-D 
238-A 
238-B 
238-C 
238-D 
239-A 
239-B 
239-C 
239-D 
240-A 
240-B 
240-C 
240-D 
241-A 
241-B 
241-C 
241-D 
242-A 
242-B 
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2 l-242CQ-A/L(P) 
21 -242DQ-A/L(P) 
2 l-243AQ-A/L(P) 0.034 
2 l-243BQ-A/L(P) 0.034 
2 l-243CQ-A/L(P) 0.034 
2 l-243DQ-A/L(P) 0.034 
21 -244AQ-L(P) 0.034 
2 l-244BQ-L(P) 0.034 
2 l-244CQ-A/L(P) 0.034 
2 l-244DQ-L(P) 0.034 
21-245AQ-A/L(P) 0.034 
21 -245BQ-L(P) 0.034 
2 l-245CQ-L(P) 0.034 
2 l -245DQ-L(P) 0.034 
22-101 Q-A/L(P) 0.339 
23-103 Q-A/L(P) 0.265 
24-l 18Q-L(P) 0.435 
24-120Q-A/L(P) 0.009 
25-1 l 7Q-A/L(P) 0.456 
27-106Q-A/L(P) 0.254 
28-I 14Q-L(P) 0.277 
30-113Q-A/L(P) 0.379 
31-312Q-L(P) 0.275 
32-800Q-A 0.029 
33-729Q-A/L(P) 0.106 
34-719Q-L(P) 0.009 
34-720Q·A/L(P) 0.098 
34-721Q-L(P) . . 0.004 
35-733Q-L(P) 0.012 
37-710Q-L(P) -- 0.07 
38-742Q-A/L(P) _ 0.032 
39-S714Q-L(P) 0.175 . 
40-740Q-A/L(P) 0.103 
45-356Q-A(P)/L(P) 4.664 
47-732Q-L(P) 0.082 
49-E0801Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 
4 9-E0802Q-X(P)/RD __ Q.055 
49-E0803Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 
49-E0804Q-X(P)/RD · · 9,055 
49-E0805Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 
49-E_0806Q-X(P)/RD _ 0.055 
4 9-E0807Q· X(P)/RD -0.055 
49-E0808Q-X(P)/RD _ 0.055 
4 9-E0809Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 
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Table 5-lb 
(Continued) 

South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depoi 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
S01.1th Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 

· North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
North Depot 
War~house 
Main Depot 

I Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main-Depot 

242-D 
243-A 
243-B 
243-C 
243-D 
244-A 
244-B 
2'14-C 
244-D 
245-A _ 
245-B 
245-C 
245-D· 

101 
103 
118 
120 
117 
106 
114 
113 
312 
800 
729 
719 
72.0 
721 
733 ~ 

710 
742 
S714 
740 
356 
732 

B0801 
E0802 
E0803 

·-E0804 
· E0805 
· B0806 
E0807 
E0808 
E0809 
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49-E08 l OQ-X(P)/RD 
49-E0811Q-X(P)/RD 
50-319Q-A/L(P) 0.066 
5l-360Q-A 0.199 
54-2409Q-L(P) 0.017 
57-2073Q-L(P)/X(P)/RD 0.08S 
57-2074Q-A/L(P)/X(P) 0.004 
57-2075Q-L(P)/X(P) 0.003 
57-2076Q-A/L(P) 0.125 
57-2077Q-A/L(P) 0.013 
57-2078Q-A/L(P)/X(P) 0.17Z 
57-2079Q-A/L(P) 0.044 
57-2084Q-AIL(P)/X(P)/RD 0.126 
57-2085Q-A/L(P)/X(P) O.D38 
59-608Q-L(P)/X(P) 0.008 
59-609Q-A/L(P) 0.016 
59-61 OQ-L(P)/X(P) 0.012 
59-611 Q-L(P) 0.009 
59-612Q-L(P)/X(P)/RD 0.422 
63-606Q-A/L(P) 0.078 
63-607Q-A/L(P) 0.010 
78-T355Q-L(P) 0.115 
80-367Q-L(P)/X(P) 0.084 
82-S3 I 1 Q-A/L(P)/X(P) 0.267 
82-S36 l Q-L(P)/X(P) 0.039 
84-306Q-L(P)/X(P)/RD 0.124 
84-308Q-L(P) 0.012 
86-135Q-A/L(P) 0.115 
87-121Q-L(P) 0.075 
88-12_7Q-L(P) 0.141 
92-5 Q-L(P)/X(P)/RD 0.270 
92-6Q-A/L(P) 0.014 -
92-7Q-L(P)/X(P) 0.270 · 
92-9Q-L(P) 0.019 
92-12Q-L(P) 0.019 
94-4Q-L(P) .. 0.012 ··-
98-801 Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.000 
98-802Q-L(P) 0.120 
98-803Q-L(P)/X(P)/RD 0.064 
98-804Q-A/L(P)/X(P)/RD 0.031" 
98-805Q-L(P) 0.010 
98-806Q-A/L(P) 0.092 
98-807Q-A/L(P) 0.092 
98-809Q-L(P) 0.004 
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Table 5-l b 
(Continued) 

Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Warehouse 

IPE 
Lake Housing 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
South Depot 
Main Depot 
·Main Depot 
Main Depot 
Main Depot 

·- Main Depot 
Main Depot 

Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 

· · Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 

319 
360 
2409 
2073 
2074 
2075 
2076 
2077 
2078 
2079 
2084 
2085 
608 
609 
610 
611 
612 
606 
607 

T355 
367 

S311 
S361 
306 
308 
135 
121 
127 
s 
6 
7 
9 
12 
4 

801 
802 
803 
804 
805 
806 
807 
809 
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98,81 0Q-A/L(P)/RD 
98-812Q-A/L(P) 
98-8 l3Q-L(P)/X(P) 
98-8 l 4Q-A/L(P)/X(P) 
98-81 SQ-L(P)/X(P)/RD 
98-8 l 6Q-1:-(P)/X(P)/RD 
98-8 l 7Q-A/L(P)/X(P) 
98-819Q•AIL(P)/X(P)/RD 
98-823Q·A(P)/L(P)/X(P) 
98-824Q-L(P) 
98-825Q-L(P) 
98-A0l0lQ-X(P)/RD 
98-A0102Q-X(P)/RD 
100-747Q-RD 
101-718Q-L(P) 
102-716Q-L(P) 
104-2104Q-A/L(P) 
104-2105Q-L(P) 
104-2106Q-A/L(P)/X(P) 
I 04-2107Q-L(P)/X(P) 
104-21 lOQ-L(P) 
106-213 IQ-L(P) 
108-335Q-A(P)/L(P) 
114Q•X 
115Q-X 
116Q-X 

117Q•X 
l 18Q-RD 

l 19Q-X 

120Q-X 
121Q-X 
122Q-X 
123Q-RD 
124Q-RD 
125Q-X 

126Q·RD 
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Table 5-lb 
· (Continued) 

Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 
Special Weapons 

0.082 Special Weapons 
0.254 Special Weapons 
0.353 Special Weapons 
0.022 Special Weapons 
0.190 Special Weapons 
0.002 Special Weapons 
0.090 Special Weapons 
0.092 Special Weapons 
0.028 Special Weapons 
0.028 Special Weapons 
0.200 North Depot 
0.074 North Depot 
0.003 North Depot 
0.030 Main Depot 
0.492 OB/OD Grounds 
0.013 OB/OD Grounds 
0,001 OB/OD Grounds 
0.492 OB/OD Grounds· 
0.005 Main Depot 
0.088 Warehouse 
2.900 Airfield 
0.814 Airfield 

178.840 Main Depot 

' 16.208 Main Depot 
72.790 Main Depot 

0.660 , Main Depot 

3,720 Main Depot 
1.620 -_ Main Depot 
8.070 • Duck Ponds -· -

334.790 Special Weapons 
15.790 Special Weapons 
0.250 North Depot 

3,640 Special Weapons . 

812 
813 
814 
815 
816 
817 
819 
823 
824 
825 

AO!Ol 
A0102 

747 
718 
716 

2104 
2105 
2106 
2107 
2110 
2131 
335 

Airfield Firing Range 
Airfield Skeet Range 
SEAD-4 and other 

areas 
Munitions Burial Arca 

Pitchblend Storage 
Igloos 

Firing Range near 
Ovid Road 

Material Proof Area 
Material Proof Area 
Small Anns Range 

· Special Weapons Area 
Special Weapons Area 

. Firing Range in 
Building 744 

SEAD-63 
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Notes: 

• BRAC pllfcel label definitions arc as follows: 

PS = petroleum storage 
PR"' petroleum release or disposal 
HS = hazardous subs!ance storage 
HR= hazardous subsl.allce release or disposal 

EE'IS llSDIFOHSIB.DOC 3/I JmlBRACISDIEBS 

Table 5-lb · 
(Continued) 

Abandoned Powder 
Burning Pit 

Qualified parcel label dcfinitlons arc as follows: 

A= asbestos ~ntainlng material 
L = lead-based paint 
P = polychlorinated biphcnyls 
R=radon · 
X C uxo and/or ordnance fragments 
RD= radionuclldcs 
(P) = possible (unverified) 
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7 
306 
328 
330 
366 

608 

610 l 
612 I 

803 I 

804 

813 
814 
815 
816 

817 
819 
823 
1594 

2073 
2074 

2075 l 
2078 I 

2084 I 

H9S IISD/FIN-TS).D()C )/11197/BRAC/SD/EBS 

0270 
0.124 
2.066 
2.066 
0.022 
0.008 

0.012 

TableS-3 
POTENTIAL UXO HAZARDS 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTMTY 

Bundle Ammunition Packing 
Bundle Ammunition Packing Munitions Packaging 
Ammunition Inspection Workshop Munitions Inspection 
Ammunition Stonige Depot Munitions Storage · 
Ammunition Storage Depot Munitions Storage 
Ammunition Renovation Depot Munitions Renovation 
Ammunition Breakdown Area; SEAD-52 UXO dismantled, removed powder 

,was sold or burned, some stored for 
disposal 

Ammunition Renovation DcPot Munitions Renovation 

Possible UXO-siorcd for use 
Possible UXO stored for use 
Possible UXO stored for use 
Possible UXO stored for use 
Possible UXO stored for usc 
Possible UXO stored for disposal 

lPossible UXO stored for use 
0.422 Ammunition Breakdown Areal Ammunition UXO dismantled, removed powder !Possible UXO stored for disposal 

Renovation Depot; SEAD-53 sold or b_urned, some stored for 
disposal 

0.064 . - . !Special Weapons Magazine ·· Munitions Storage · Possible UXO stored for use; 
mothballed? 

0.031 Ammunition Renovation Depot Munitions Renovation Possible UXO stored for use 
0.100 Special Weapons Depot Munitions Storage Possible UXO stored for use 
0.082 Special Weapons Depot Munitions Storage Possible UXO stored for usc 
0254 Special Weapons Depot Munitions Storage Possible UXO stored for use 
0353 Special Weapons Depot Munitions Storage Possible UXO stored for use; 

mothballed? 
0.022 Special Weapons Depot Munitions Storage Possible UXO stored for use 
0.190 Weapon Assembly/Special Weapons Depot Munitions Assembly/Storage Possible UXO stored for use 
0.002 General Purpose Maga:,;ine Depot Munitions Storage Possible UXO stored for usc 
0.069 Ammunition Storage Pad (Not a building) Munitions Storage Possible UXO stored for use 
0.085 Ammunition Refinish Munitions Renovation Possible UXO stored for use 

0.004 IA.mmunitlon Renovation Depot Munitions Renovation Possible UXO stored for use; 
mothballed? 

0.003 lAmmunition Renovation Shop TMunitions Renovation Possible UXO stored for use 
0.172 !Process/Condition !Munitions Renovation Possible UXO stored for usc 

:Ammunition/Ammunition Renovation 
Depot 

0.126 !Process/Condition !Munitions Renovation !Possible UXO stored for use 
Ammunition/Ammunition Renova1ion 
Depot 

22 
22 
22 

• 22 

I 

I 22 

I 22 

22 
22 
22 
22 
22 

22 
22 

22 
22 
22 
22 

l 22 

I 22 

I 22 
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2109 1 0.000 

2117 I 0.259 

2118 I 0259 

2119 I 0259 

2120 I 0.259 

2121 I 0.259 

2122 I 0.259 

2123 I 0.259 

21;24 I 0.259 

·2133 -Q.002 

2132 .. 0.002 

AOJOl-102 0.056 

A0201,203, 205,207, 0.500 
209,211,213,215,217 
A0202,204,206,208, 0.375 
210,212,214, 2 16.218 
A030 I, 303, 305, 307, 0.375 
309,311, 3 13, 3 15, 317 
A0302, 304, 306, 308, 0.445 
310,312,314,316 . 

A0401-409 0.375 

A0501-508 0.334 

A0601-610 0.417 

A0702-7ll . . 0.459 

A0801-811 0.459 · 

A090l-910 0.4l7 

Al001-Al012 o.soo 
AllOl -Allll 0.459 
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Table 5-3 
(Continued) 

Ammunition/ Ammunition Renovation 
Depot 
Ammunition Demilitarization Depot Munitions Demilitarization 

Storage of Ammunition/General Purpose !Munitions Storage 
Magazine Depot 

!Storage of Ammunition/General Purpose 
!Magazine Depot 

Munitions Storage 

!Storage of Ammunition/General Purpose , Munitions Storage · 
Magazine Depot 
Storage of Ammunition/General Purpose '· Munitions Storage 
Magazine Depot . 

!Storage of Ammunition/General Purpose 
!Magazine Depot 

Munitions Storage 

tsioragc of Ammunition/General Purpose Munitions Storage 
Magazine Depot 

!Storage of Ammunition/General Purpose Munitions Storage 
Magazine Depot 

!Storage of Ammunition/General Purpose Munitions Storage 
Magazine Depot 
Igloo . Munitions Storage 

Igloo Munitions Storage 

Igloo Munitions Storage 

Igloo Munitions Storage 

Igloo Munitions Storage 

Igloo Munitions Storage 

Igloo Munitions Storage 

Igloo Munitions Storage 
Igloo Munitions Storage 

Igloo Munitions Storage 

Igloo Munitions Storage 

Igloo Munitions Storage 

Igloo Muoitions Storage 

Igloo Munitions Storage 

Igloo Munitions Storage 

Possible UXO stored for use T 22 
!Possible UXO stored for use I 22 

I Possible UXO stored for use I 22 

!Possible UXO stored for use I 12 

!Possible UXO stored for use I 12 

!Possible UXO stored for use I 12 

!Possible UXO stored for use I 22 

!Possible UXO stored for use I 22 

!Possible UXO stored for use I 12 

-

Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for usc 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 

!Possible UXO stored for use I 22 

!Possible UXO stored for tisc I 22 

!Possible UXO stored for use I 22 

Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXc:> stored for usc 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for usc 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for usc 22 
Possible UXO stored for usc 22 
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B0201-B021 l 0.459 
B0301-B0311 0.459 
B0401-B0411. 0.459 
B0501-B0511 -· - 0.459 
B0601-B0611 0.459 
B0701-B0711 0.459 
B0801-B0811 0.459 
B0901-B0911 0.4S9 
COIOI-COlll 0.4S9 
co201-co211 0.459 
C030 l-C03 l l 0.459 
C0401-C0412 0.500 
C0501-C05J3 0.542 
C060 J-<:0611 0.4_?9 
C0701-C0709 ·0375 
C0801-C0809 037~ 
C0901 -C09.13 0.542 
D0l01-D0113 0.542 
D0201-D0212 O.S00 
D0301-D0313 0.542 
D0401-D0413 0.542 
D0501-D0513 0.542 
D0601-D0612 .0.500 
D070I-D0712 0.500 
DOSOI-D0812 0.500 
EOIOI-EOl 14 . 0.774 
E020I-E0214 0.774 
E0301-E0313 0.719 
E0401-E0413 0.719 
E0501-E0513 0.719 
E060I-E0611 0.608 

E070l-E07I 1 o.608 
E0801-E0811 0.608 

367 0.084 
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Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo , . 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 
Igloo 

Igloo 
Igloo 

TableS-3 
(Continued) 

Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 

Munitions Storage 
Munitions Storage 

Existing Deactivation Furnace/Ammunition Furnace for deactivating munitions 
Demilitarization Depot 

Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for usi: 22 
Possibli: UXO stored for usi: 22 
Possibli: UXO stored for use 22 

Possibli: UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 

Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 

Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 

Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 

Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stori:d for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 

Possible UXO stored for use 22 
Possible UXO stored for use 22 

Possible surface or buried UXO I 
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S-311 

S-361 

Parcel 120Q 

Parcel 121Q. 

-~106 .. 

2107 

Parcel I 16Q 

Parcel 127Q 
Parcel 128Q 

Parcel 127Q 

Parcel 122Q 

Abandoned Solid Waste Incinerator 
(building no longer exists); SEAD-15 

I 0.267 )Abandoned Deactivation 
Furnace/Ammunition Demilitllrization 
lx;pot; SEAD-16 

TableS-3 
(Continued) 

Incinerator for bllll)ing mixture of 
rubbish and garbage, including small 
munitions 
Furnace for deactivating munitions Possible surface or buried UXO 

I 0.'039 . !Ammunition Demo Facility/Ammunition 
IDemllitarizat.ion Depot 

!Munitions Demilitllfization !Possible surface or buried UXO 

I 3.720 !Quality Assunmcc Test Lab, Location A Tested CS grenades, firing devices, !Possible-surface or buried UXO 
ICWcst of Building 616); SEAD-44 and pyrotechnics 

I 1.620 !Quality Assurance Test Lab,. Location B Tested CS grenades, firing devices, !Possible surface or buried UXO 
j(Brady Road); SEAD-44 and pyrotechnics 

1 •0.013 !Ammunition Renovation Depot Munitions Renovation Possible UXO stored for use 

I 0.001 !Ammunition Renovation Depot Munitions Renovation Possible UXO stored for use 

I 178.840 !Munitions Washout Facility Leach Field Facility for dismantling explosives Possible surface or buried UXO 
(building no longer exists); SEAD-4 for disposal 

1 · !Open bwning ground: SEAD-23 Burned explosives and projectiles 1Possible surface or buried UXO 

I l.880 !Abandoned Powder Burning Pit; SEAD-24 Burned blaclc powder, solid (Possible Sllrface or buried UXO 
propellants, explosive contaminated 
trash 

I !Demolition Area; SEAD-45 Area for exploding munitions . !Possible surface or buried UXO 
underground 

I 8.070 !Small arms range; SEAD-46 31/.-inch rockets were fired into an !Possible surface or buried UXO 
earthen barricade at one end of the 
range 

Parcel 127Q · · I , 1,055.650 jExplosive Ordnance Disposal Arca; SEAD- Open (,lctonation area and possible (Possible surface or buried UXO 
1s1 . disposal of explosives 

Parcel ll5Q I 0.814 jSkeet Range at Airfield Firing Range Potential for UXO fragments 

Parcel 119Q I 0.660-lSmilCAiins Range near Ovid Road Firing Range Potential firing of explosive 
ordnance 

Parcel 125Q I O.lSO !Small Arms Range in Building 744 Firing Range Potential for UXO fragments 

Parcel 117Q l 16.208 lPotential Munitions Burial Area Disposal of munitions Possible buried UXO 
Parcel 114Q I 2.900 !Small Anns Range at Airfield firing Range Potential for UXO fragments 
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I 22 

I 22 

I 22 

Interview, Visual 
Inspection 

Interview, Visual 
Inspection 

Interview, Yisual 
Inspection 
Interview 

Interview, Visual 
Inspection 
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Table 5-4 
POTENTIAL RADIONUCLIDE HAZARDS 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTIVITY 

5 • Bundle Ammunition Packing 0.270 
306 Ammunition Inspection Workshop 0.124 
612 Ammunition Renovation Workshop 0.422 
747 Ammunition Training Facility 0.200 
803 Storage 0.064 
804 Electronic Maintenance Building 0.031 
810 General Warehouse 0.872 
815 Shop 0.254 
816 Shop 0.353 
819 Weapon Assembly 0.190 

2073 Ammunition Refinishing 0.085 
2084 Process/Condition Ammunition 0.126 

Al01-A102 Igloo Storage Depot 0.056 
A201-A218 Igloo Storage Depot 0.875 
A301-A317 Igloo Storage Depot 0.820 
A401-A409 Igloo Storage Depot 0.375 
A501 -508 Igloo Storage Depot 0.334 

A601 -A610 Igloo Storage Depot 0.417 
A0508 Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
A0701 Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
A0706 Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
A0707 . Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
A0901 · Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
A0905 Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 

A01108 Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
A0l 109 Igloo Storage Depot ·0.042 

B0109 Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
B0411 Jgloo Storage Depot 0.042 
B0501 Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
B0602 Igloo Storage Depot 0,042 

::!30603 Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 . 
. B0609 Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
iBQ705 Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
B0707 Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
B0708 . Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
B0709 Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
B0711 Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
B0802 Igloo Storage Depot . 0.042 
B0804 Igloo Storage Depot 0,042 · 

B0909 Igloo Storage D,epot . 0.042 
C0203 Igloo Storage 0epot 0.042 
C0303 Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
C0307 Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
C0.308 Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
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C0403 
C0405 
C0406 
C0407 
C0408 
C0501 
C0503 
C0504 
C0505 
C0508 
C0510 
C0511 
C0513 
C0603 
C0604 
C0605 
C0606 . 
C0608 
C0S0I 
C0803 
C0807 
C0809 
C0902 
C0906 . 
C0907 
C0908 
C0909 
D0104 
D0105 
D0108 . . 
D0110 
D0ll3 
D0206 
D0207 
D0305 
D0306 
D03 12 
D0401 
D0406 
D0407" 
D0601 
D0604 
D0607 
D0704 
D0705 
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Table 5-4 
(Continued) 

.. , 

.. • 
.. 

.•:• . .. ~'.'······~ ... 

Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Stdrage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 

. • Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 
Igloo Storage Depot 

.·.·.· .. .. 

.- - ..... ..... -~~; 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
0.042 
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Table 5-4 
(Continued) 

D07 l l Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
D0712 Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
D0801 Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
D0805 Igloo Storage Depot 0.042 
E0103 Igloo Storage Depot 0.055 
E0I05 Igloo Storage Depot 0.055 
E0112 Igloo Storage Depot 0.055 
E0211 Igloo Storage Depot 0,055 
E0301 Igloo Storage Depot 0.055 
E0302 Igloo Storage Depot 0.055 
E0303 Igloo Storage Depot 0.055 
E0312 Igloo Storage Depot 0.055 
E0402 Igloo Storage Depot 0.055 
E0410 Igloo Storage Depot 0.055 
E0411 Igloo Storage Depot 0.055 
E0413 Igloo Storage Depot 0.055 
E0504 · Igloo Storage Depot 0.055 
E0506 Igloo Storage Depot 0.055 
E0512 Igloo Storage Depot 0,055 
E0602 Igloo Storage Depot 0.055 
E0604 Igloo Storage Depot 0.055 
E0609 Igloo Storage Depot 0.055 
E0610 Igloo Storage Depot · 0.055 
E0702 Igloo Storage Depot 0.055 
E0706 Igloo Storage Depot 0.055 

E0801-E081 l Igloo Storage Depot 0.608 
118Q Pitchblende Storage Area 72.790 
123Q Special Weapons Area 334.790 
124Q Special Weapons Area 15.790 
126Q Special Weapons Area 3.640 
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FINAL 
SECTIONS IX REFERENCES 

Absolom, Stephen M. 1991. Memorandum Regarding PCB Transformers. 

---. 1993. Letter to David Kiser, New York Department of Environmental Conservation 

Regarding Description of Procedures Followed for Taking STP 715 Off-Line, 

---. 1994. Memorandum and Statement of Work, Herbiciding Requirements, SEDA. 

--. 1995. 1994-Hazardous Waste Report for SEDA . 

---. n.d. Memorandum Regarding Request for Open Pit Detonation Authorization. 

Army Relative rusk Site Evaluation Scoring, Defense Site Environmental Restoration Tracking 

System. 1995. 

Campbell Design Group. 1993. Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasure Plan Including 

Installation Spill Contingency Plan for Seneca Army Depot, Romulus, New York. 

Department of Defense. 1993. BRAC Cleanup Plan (BCP) Guidebook. 

Documents Regarding LBP Testing, Buildings 211-A and 234-D and Lake Housing Area. 1993. 

For the years 1992 and 1993. 

Engineering Science, Inc. 1994a. Remedial Investigation Report, Ash Landfill, SEDA, Romulus, 

NY. 

1994b. Remedial Investigation Report, Open Burning Grounds, SEDA, Romulus, NY. 

1994c. Solid Waste Management Classification Study, Seneca Army Depot, Romulus, 

New York. 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 6-1 
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FINAL 

SECTIONS IX REFERENCES 

1995a. Expanded Sil~ Inspection Report, Eight Moderately Low Priority Areas of 

Concern, _Seneca Ar.my Depot, Romulus, New York 

--.. 1995b. Expanded Site Inspection Report, Seven Areas of Concern, Seneca Army Depot, 

Romulus, New York 

---. 1995c. Expanded Site Inspection Report, Seven Low Priority Areas of Concern, Seneca 

Army Depot, Romulus, New York 

---. 1995d. Expanded Site Inspection Report, Three Areas of Concern, Seneca Army Depot, 

Romulus, New York. 

Enyironmental Photographic Interpretation Center. n.d. Report on Imagery Analysis of ~AD 

Air Photos. 

Environmental Products and Services, Inc. n.d. UST Tightness Testing Results 1992, 1994, and 

1995. 

Environmental Science and Engineering, Inc. 1988a Update of the Initial Installation 

Assessment of Seneca Army Depot, New York (Draft Final). 

--. 1988b. USATHAMA Update of the Initial Installation Assessment of Seneca Army 

Depot, NY (Final). 

Galson & Galson. 1988. ACM Assessment/or the Seneca Army Depot Area 2, NDA . 

Administration Area, Final Report. Rochester, NY. 

Headquarters, Seneca Anny Depot Activity. 1995. Seneca Army Depot Aciivity Base 

Realignment and Closure 1995 Implementation Plan. 

IT Corporation. 1995. SEDA [Ash Landfill Removal] (Final Report). 

6-2 Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 
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FINAL 
SECTIONS IX REFERENCES 

Kittell, Gary W. 1985. Memorandwn Regarding Disposal of PCP Treated Ammwtltion Boxes. 

Lozier. 1982. Innovative Wetlands Wastewater Treatment Project Sampling and Analysis 

Report, Second Study. 

Lyon Associates, Inc. 1981. Phase II Analytical/Environmental Assessment Report. 

---. 1984. Phase I Analysis of Existing Facilities/Environmental Assessment Report. 

National Association of Corrosion Engineers. 1994. Inspection Report on 60,000 Gallon· Fuel 

Oil Tank. 

New York Department of Environmental Conservation. 1991. Inspection Report of Registered 

Pesticide Business/Pesticide Applicator . .. 

1993a. Letter Report SP DES Annual Inspection, March 9, 1993. 

1993b. Letter Report SP DES Annual Inspection, October 20, 1993, 

--. 1993c. Letter to Randy Battaglia Regarding Application for Part 60.SWM Facility for 

Landspreading STP Sludge. 

---. 1994a. Letter From Frank T. Ricotta ~o ~tephen M. Absolom Regarding Wastewater 

Discharge. 

1994b. Letter Report SP DES Annual Inspection, October 12, 1994. 

---. 1995a. Letter From Kamal Gupta to Stephen M. Absolom Regarding Discharge 

Criteria for Ash Landfill Site. 

. . 

Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 
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FINAL 

SECTIONS IX REFERENCES 

---, 1995b. Water Systems Operation Report. 

Parsons Engineering Science, Inc. 1995a. Generic Installation Remedial Investigation/ 

Feasibility Study (Rl/FS) Work Plan, Seneca Army Depot Activity, Romulus, New York 

---. 1995b. Project Scoping Plan RJJFS atSEAD-12, SEDA, Romulus, NY. 

Radiological Assistance Team, Seneca Army Depot Activity. 1993. Radioactive Materials 

Decommissioning Survey, Seneca Army Depot Activity. 

Sekula, Thomas E. 1993. Memorandwn Regarding PCB Annual Documents. 

Seneca Army Depot Activity. 1991. Part 373 Permit Application for Hazardous Waste · 

Management Facilities. 

1993. Installation Records Regarding Lead-Based Paint. 

1994a. Letter to Wendy Stevenson, New York Department of Environmental 

Conservation, Regarding Petroleum Bulle Storage Inspection, October 24, 1994. 

1994b. Installatiqn Records Regarding Pesticides. 

. . 

---. 1995a. Letter from Randall Battaglia to NYSDEC on List of Potential Areas of 

6-4 

Concern (rumors list). 

1995b. Inventory. of Military Real Property as of October 19, 1995. 

1995c. Spills January 1991 to November 7, 199~ .. 

1996. Registered Petroleum Storage Tanks. 

Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 
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FINAL 

SECTIONS IX REFERENCES 

---, n.d. Asbestos Management Plan. 

- --. n.d. List of Air Penn.its. 

---. n.d. Radon Survey Results. 

STY/Lyon Associates. 1990. Future Development Master Plan for Seneca Army Depot, 

Romulus, New York. 

Transformer Lists and Interview with Mark Paprocki Regarding Transformer Issues. 1995. 

U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers. 1989. Investigation and Evaluation of Underground Storage 

Tanks. 

U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers, Huntsville. 1991. Trial Burn Plan, Deactivation Furnace, 

SEDA, NY. 

U.S. Army Environmental Center. 1994. A1r Pollution Emission Statement for Seneca Army 

Depot Activity, New York (Final Report). 

· U.S. Army Environmental Hygiene Agency. n.d. Pesticide Monitoring Survey No. 17-44-0240-

84, Evaluation of Pesticide Distribution in Selected Components of the Environment 

· SED, Romulus, NY, September 1981-February 1984. 

U.S. Army Materiel Command. 1994. Environmental Compliance Assessment System Review 

for SEDA, April 11-15, 1994: 

U.S. Anny Toxic and Haz.ardous Materials Agency. 1980. installation Assessment of Seneca 

Army Depot, Report .No. 157. 
. .. 

.'• : 

---. 1991. Community Relations Plan, Seneca Army Depot, Romulus, New York (Draft). 

Seneca Anny Depot ·Activity, New York 
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FINAL 

SECTIONS IX REFERENCES 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region II, U.S. Department of the Army, and New York 

State Department of Environmental Conservation. 1993. Federal Facility Agreement 

Under CERCLA Section 120. Docket Number: II-CERCLA-FFA-00202. 

6-6 Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 
EE9 l I ISM1NL-P.PT.OOC 3/ 11197/BRAC'SOIE.8 Sil 



APPENDIX A 

COMMENT RESPONSE PACKAGE 





RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTIVITY, NEW YORK 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL BASELINE SURVEY REPORT 

DA TED MARCH 15, 1996 





APPENDIX A 

COMMENT RESPONSE PACKAGE 

Appendix A presents the comments Woodward-Clyde Federal Services received on the Seneca 

Army Depot Activity, New York, Draft Environmental Baseline Survey Report, dated March 15, 

1996, and the Draft Final Environmental Baseline Survey Report, dated October 30, 1996, and 

the responses to these comments. 

The comments have been typed verbatim and may include misspellings, grammatical errors, 

format inconsistencies, internal agency numbering systems, etc. Each comment and response 

has been sequentially numbered (A-1, A-2, A-3, etc. for comments on the draft report and B-1, 

B-2, B-3, etc., for comments on the draft final report). This numbering system is used to 

reference previous comments or a response that may clarify a previously addressed issue. 

The comments have been organized by agency and are separated by sections (A. l, A.2, A.3, 

etc. for comments on the draft report and B.1, B.2, B.3, etc., for comments on the draft final 

report), The comments are presented in the following order: 

• Installation 

• lJ..S. Environmental Protection Agency 

• State of New York 

• U.S. Anny Materiel Command 

• U.S. !umY Environmental Center 

• U ,S. Anny Corps of Engineers 

• Other Agencies and Organi.z.ations 
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APPENDIXA COMMENT RESPONSE PACKAGE 

A.1 RESPONSES TO INSTALLATION COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EBS REPORT 

A.1.1 RESPONSES TO SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTIVITY COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT 

EBS REPORT 

ENTITY: Seneca Anny Depot Activity 

INDIVIDUAL: Mr. Stephen Absolom 

TITLE: BRAC Environmental Coordinator 

DATE:. June 20, 1996 

·comment A-1: 

A marked copy of portions of the Draft BBS Report was submitted as comments. 

Response:· 
. . 

These comments are either editorial in nature and/or provide additional information. Where 

appropriate, they have been incorporated into the Draft Final BBS Report. 

~eneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 
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APPENDIXA· COMMENT RESPONSE PACKAGE 

A.2 RESPONSES TO U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EBS REPORT 

ENTITY: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region II 

INDIVI.QUAL: Carla Struble, P .E. 

TITLE: Federal Facilities Section 

DATE: July 15, 1996 

Comment A-2: 
Throughout the documen4 when referring to BRAC parcel numbers, building numbers, tank 

numbers, etc. the corresponding SEAD numbers should also be given.- For years we have been 

identifying areas at SEDA in tenn&9f_S_\VMUs and SEAD numbers. This enables us to refer to 

the SWMU Classification Report for infonnation regarding past activities at an area. 

Response: 
SEAD numbers have been provided where applicable, as requested. 

Comment A-3: 
CERFA Parcel Map - Fiiw,re 5.1 .· ....... . 

Parcel qualifiers don't seem to be shown in all cases. Most notably Parcel 3, igloos are 

qualified for UXOs per Table 5.2, don't show on map. All qualified parcels listed in Table 5.2 

should be included on Figure 5.1. 

Response: 
All qualified parcels and buildings have been listed on Table 5-lb in the Draft Final EBS 

Report. The parcels are shown on Figure 5-1 with their respective labels. The large number of 

buildings precludes showing all building labels on Figure 5- I. Therefore, building labels have 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 
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APPENDIXA COMMENT RESPONSE PACKAGE 

been included in Table 5-1 b and the building locations can be identified on Figure 5-1 referring 

to the building nwnber. The language in the text will be clarified. 

Comment A-4: 
Seneca Lake should be labeled and the shoreline delineated on the map. 

Response: 
The map has been revised accordingly. 

Comment A-5: 
The CERF A Parcel Map should show and label Reeder Creek, Kendia Cree~ Indian Cree~ 

etc., and the 72 SEADs identified in the Solid Waste Management Unit (SWMU) Classification 

Report for the Seneca Army Depot Activity-4inaliied by the Army in September 1994. To help 

expedite EPA's review and concurrence on real property at SEDA, an updated Plate 1-1 "Solid 

Waste Management Unit Locations" from the SWMU Classification Report is desirable. This 

map should preferably be a transparent overlay which could be placed over the CERF A Parcel 

Map and the LRA's Reuse Map. 

Response: 
Mapping correlation and overlays are outside the scope of work for the preparation of the EBS. 

Comment A:6: 
. . . . 

Category 1: the definition deviates frorn the CERF A definition of uncontaminated property by 

including property that has been used to store less than reportable quantiti~ ofhaz.ardous 

substances (40 CFR 302.4) or 600 or fewer gallons of petrolewn. We will consider whether or 

not parcels which the Army has identified as Category l based on this definition qualify as 

uncontaminated per CERF A on a case by case basis. 
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Response: 

The U.S. Amy considers the inclusion of less than reportable quantities ofhazatdous substances 

or 600 or fewer gallons of petroleum as being consistent with CERFA and OSWER Directive 

· 9345.0-09, EPA 540/F-94/32, PB 94-96 3249, April 19, 1994. 

Comment A-7: 
SECTION ONE: Introduction 

Page 1-4 Definitions ofTenns: 

Category 1: the definition deviates from the CERF A definition of uncontaminated property by 

including property that has been used to store less than reportable quantities of hazardo~ 

substances (40 CFR 302.4) or 600 or fewer gallons of petroleum. We will consider whether or 

not parcels which the Anny has identified as Category l based on this definition qualify as 

uncontaminated per CERF A on a case by case basis. 

Response: · 
See the response to Comment A-6. 

Comment A-8: 
Page .J.4. Suitable to Transfer definition .... "subject to the non-CERCLA contamination 

qualifiers" needs explanation. Does this mean that these parcels are "not" suitable to transfer 

until contamination is addressed? If so, parcels should not be designated as suitable to transfer. 

Or does this mean parcels are suitable to transfer with appropriate restrictions? If so, 

restrictions should be explicitly specified or parcel~ should not be designated as suitable to 
. . . . 

transfer. Ot' does this ,mean something else? 

Response: 
The EBS report documents the presence or possibI.e presence ofLBP, ACM, pesticides, radon, 

PCB-containing equipment, radionuclides, and UXO and ordnance fragments as non-CERCLA 

environmental issues. Their presence, however, does not necessarily preclude the U.S. Army 

from transferring the property. Prior to transfer or lease, a Finding of Suitability to Transfer or 

Lease (FOST or FOSL) will be prepared to determine whether, and how, to proceed. 
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Comment A-9: 
Page 1-5 Qualifiaj ·Parcels definition: Explanation as to how qualified parcels may/may not be 

suitable to transfer is needed. See comment above regarding page 1-4. 

Response: 

See the response to Comment A-8. 

Comment A-10: 
SECTION TIIREE: Property Characterization 

Page 3-5 Table - MAIN DEPOT MUNITIONS STORAGE: a) For each facility and igloo 

listed, it s~ould be noted whether or not munitions were stored here. If so, specifically what 

types of munitions are/were they, for how long they were stored, whether the munitions were 

stored for eventual use or demilitarization, destruction and disposal, whether or not a release 

had occurred. b) If not, can the Anny certify that n9 releases occurred? c) When describing the 

function of facility 2202, "STR SHEN GP INS" needs to be explained. 

Response:· 
a) The requested information was not obtainable from a review of readily available documents 

and records. Information on the type of munitions, the length of storage, or the eventual use 

is not believed pert~ent to the determination of the environmental condition of the 

property. All readily avafrable information on past releases has been document¢. in the 

EBS report. 

b) The EBS report-documented all of the known releases at SEDA. 

c) The text has been clarified as requested. 

Comment A-11: 
Page 3-5. Munitions Storage: Munitions disposal areas should be differentiated from 

munitions storage areasi 

Response: · 
We concur. Munitions disposal are~ have been added to this section, 
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Comment A-12: 
Page 3-11: The term "Training Ranges" is used, but not defined. A detailed explanation should 

be provided as to the type to training activities that took place at each area and where they are · 

located. 

Response: 
The text has been revised accordingly. 

Comment A-13: 
Page 3-11: A detailed explanation should be provided to describe the weapons stored at SEDA 

that were considered to be ":Special Weapons", e.g., type of weapons, length of storage, whether 

for disposal or release had occurred. 

Response: 
Due to the classified nature of the Special Weapons Mission at SEDA, detailed information is 

not available. General information regarding the radionuclides and general processes is being 

made available and has been incorporated into the Draft Final EBS Report. 

Comment A-14: .· 
Page 3-11: \Vith regard to Building 373, what is meant by the "COV TRAIN AREA"? 

Response: 
This means "Covered Training Area"; ~e text has been revised accordingly. 

Comment A-15: 
Page 3-13 Table- SPECIAL WEAPONS_AREA FACILITIES: a) Fo_r each building and igloo 

listed, it should be noted whether or not special weapons were stored there, If so, what types of 

weapons specifically are/were they, the time period for which they were stored, whether the 

weapons were stored for eventual use or demilitarization, destruction and disposal, whether or 

not a release has occurred. b) If not, ·the Anny should certify that no·releases occurred. 
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Response: 
a) See the response to Comment A-13. 

b) The records search and interviews conducted during the EBS docwnented all of the known 

releases at SEDA. 

<;omment A-16: 
Page 3-22 Facility Support Activities, Hazardous Materials/Waste Manag~ment: From the 

descriptions in the text, almost all of areas described in this section over next few pages, with 

possible exception of family housing, should not be designated Category 1. IfSEDA is 

claiming any of these as Category 1, justification should be provided. 

Response: 
Most of these areas are Il.Q.1 in Category 1 parcels. ·Those that are in Category 1 parcels involve 

non-CERCLA related environmental, hazard, and safety issues and have been qualified 

accordingly. 

Comment A-17: 

SECTION 4.3 - Sources of Potential Contamination From Adjacent or Surrounding Property: 

A location map should be developed to supplement this section which shows SEDA and all 

potential sources of contaminated described in the text and in the tables of this section. The 

directions of groundwater flow/groundwater elevations should also be provided. This map 

should be drawn to scale and preferably .larger than 8-1/2 inches by 11 inches. · 

Response: · 
An additional figure addressing adjacent property issues h~ been included in Section Four. 

The general direction of groundwater flow has been indicated in this figure. 
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Comment A-18: 
Page 4.6 Non CEllCLA Related Environmental, Hazard, and Safety Issues: Need to reconcile 

qualified acreage with tables (e.g., Exec Sum, letter report) .. Qualified acreage discussed here 

(P 4.6 et al) and presented in tables does not match. 

Response: 
Discrepancies regarding qualified acreages have been reconciled. 

Comment A-12: 

a) Table 4.1. Explain basis for priority designations, e.g., DOD Relative Risk Model or other. 

b) Table includes "moderately low" designation not seen before in DOD Relative Risk Model. 

Response: 
a) SWMU identification and classification were conducted in accordance with the decision 

·process presented in the JAG between USACE, EPA, Region 11, and NYSDEC. 

b) Titls designation was taken from the SWMU classification report. 

Comment A-20: 

SECTION FIVE 

Table 5-1, Table 5-2 and text: a)Are Parcels 6, 13, 14, 15, etc. missing or non-existent? b) The 
. . 

rationale for numbering the parcels should be explained. 

Response: 
a) These parcels are non-existent. 

b) As a result of the mid-EBS meeting between the BEC, GPM, and Woodward-Clyde, some 

parcel designations were changed and some parcels were grouped with others. The parcels 

were not renumbered to expedite the production of the Draft EBS Report. All parcels have 

been renumbered sequentially without gaps for the Draft Final EBS Report. 

Comment A-21: 

Table 5-2: All qualified parcels need to be shown on Figure 5.1. See comments above. 
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Response: 
Sey the response to Comment A-3. 

Comment A-22: 

Page 5-4~: a) The discussion/ definitions of qualified parcels needs to be consistent with pages 

4.6 thru 4.11, e.g., asbestos discussion should include the "A" designator for areas of known 

asbestos problems that have not been fully remedied, b) PCB qualified parcels should be 

discussed. 

Response: 
a) We concur. Additional information has been added to Section 5.1.1. 

b) A summary of PCB qualified parcels has been added to Section Five . . 

Comment A-23: 
Page 5-44: It is strongly recommended that, here and throughout the docwnent and related 

tables and figures, the qualification of known or potential UXOs be further differentiated to 

distinguish areas of storage from areas of disposal. See comments above pertaining to Figure 

5.1, page 3-3 and page 3-5. 

Response: 
We concur. Areas of rnwtltions storage have been differentiated from munitions disposal areas 

throughout the document and related tables. 

Comment A-24: 
Parcel 1(1) 

AP-2 AST: a) SEDA should document or otherwise demonstrate that contamination from the 

leaking petroleum product has not migrated to Parcel 1 ( 1 ). b) What steps have been taken to 

repair the leaking tank and ensure that no releases will occur in the future? 
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Response; 
a) This site is off post; and no evidence was observed·during the 1995 EBS records review or 

visual inspection of this adjacent property that any product has ever migrated to SEDA. 

From a groundwater flow perspective, it appears that Parcel 1(1) is in a crossgradient 

relationship to this source area 

b) It is not known if any actions have been taken. It is not the U.S. Army's resp;~ibility to 

implement corrective actions on adjacent property not owned by the U.S. Anny. 

Comment A-25: 
AP-3 Trash Dwnp: SEDA should document or otherwise demonstrate that the trash did not 

include any hazardous substances or petrolewn products and that no migration occurred. 

Response: 
See the response to Comment A-24. 

Comment A-26: 
Parcel 2(1) 

a) The spill records in Appendix A are dated from the late 1980s through the 1990s. It is 

possible that spills h~ve occurred since 1940 but no docwnentation was keJ?t. b) A detailed 

history of the Airfield activities dating from SEDA's inception until the present should be 

provided. c) A detailed map should also be provided which labels the ~raft parking areas, 

outdoor service areas, wash rack, tie down areas, etc. d) During the aircraft pre-flight check; 

what was done with the fuel that had been visually examined and what was the Anny's practice 

if it had been determined that the fuel was of poor quality? e) Aerial photographs which 

include the airfield should be provided. 
' · 

Response: 
a) Comment noted. 

b) Additional infonnation regarding the airfield activities has been added to Section 3.3. 

c) Additional labeling of the airfield on Figure 5-1 has been added. 

d) Infonnation regarding the disposal of poor quality fuel has been added to Section 3.3. 
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e) We respectfully decline to provide aerial photographs. The EBS fonnat selected in 

consultation with the-U.S. Anny does not include provision of aerial photographs. Selected 

aerial photos were reviewed and evaluated for the EBS. 

,_Comment A-27: 
Parcel 65(2)PS(P)/HS(P_): SEDA should prove that Parcel 2(1) has not been contaminated by 

migration ofha7llrdous substances or petrolewn products from thi~ pc3!cel. 

Response: 
Subsequent to the EBS field investigation, SEDA personnel investigated this site and found that 

the suspected UST was actually part of the old septic system and that the drums contained 

water. The drums were removed. Based on this new infonnation~ this parcel has been deleted . . 

However, the area of the firing range remains qualified for UXO and has been designated as 

Category 1. 

Comment A-28: 
Section ·s.1.7 Qualified Parcels: Parcel 136QX is not described in the text of this section. 

Response: 
The text has been revised to include a description of this parcel. 

Comment A-29: 
Parcel 67(6)PSIPR/HR: SEDA should docuinerit.or otherwise demonstrate that Parcel 2(1) has 

not been contaminated by migration of hazardous substances or petroleum products from this 

parcel. 

Response: 
At present, the most severe contamination identified in Par~el 67(6) is associated with SEAD-4. 

From a groundwater flow perspective, this SWMU is l~ca~ed at the upgradient end of this 

parcel. Parcel 67(6) will be investigated as part of the ongoing investigations into SEAD-4 and 

through additional work at other localities identified in the EBS report. These investigations 
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will in?lude groundwater sampling. If groundwater contamination is discovered at SEAD-4, its 

extent will be modeled at that time. 

Comment A-30: 
Parcel 3(1) 

AP~ 1 Seneca County Highway Department yard: SEDA should document or otherwise 

demonstrate that contamination fi:om leaking petroleum product has not migrated to Parcel 3(1). 

Response: 
This site is off post, and no evidence was observed during the 1995 BBS records review or 

visual inspection of this adjacent property to indicate that any product has ever migrated to 

SEDA. Furthennore, the ·problems at the source area can be characterized as poor 

housekeeping, and although there appears to have been releases, they also appeared to be minor 

in 'extent. 

Comment A-31: 
Parcel 4(1) 

Parcel 26(2)PS: Although there has been no "documented,, release associated with these USTs 

and ASTs, can SEDA demonstrate that contamination from leaking petroleum product has not 

migrated to Parcel 4(1 )? 

Response: 
Since there is no documented evidepce of a release in parcel 26(2)PS, there is no pasis for . 

' . . . 

suspecting a migration to the adj.acent Parcel 4(1). 

Comment A-32: 
APPENDIX A - Database Search 'Report 

Any property at or adjacent to a spill, leak, release etc. with the Remedial Status: "Case· Open" 

cannot be claimed Category l. Additional do~·urnentaticii should be provided to determine the 
. . . 

appropriate category. 
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Response: 
The available infonnation for this parcel indicates that the designation as Category I is 

appropriate. Areas including open cases will be investigated and if potential impacts to ·· 

adjacent areas are identified, the issue will be addressed at that time. 

Comment A-33: 
Spill: Records: 

Page# 15: The records show that 1700 gallons of #2 Fuel Oil leaked at the Airfield Building 

2305. The records also show that the case is closed with the cleanup complete. The Anny 

should provide documentation of the spill investigation, detennination of extent of 

contamination to groundwater, what measures were taken to cleanup the affected media, and 

what criteria were used to detennine that the case should be closed. 

Response: 
Additional infonnation provided after the EBS field investigation indicated that the database 

infomiation is incorrect and that this incident was the 1,900-gallon fuel oil release from the 

LUST at Building 138, which was the basis for Parcel 60(5)PR. The U.S. Anny is still 

attempting to obtain records from Fort Drum regarding this incident. If the records are not 

found, an additional investigation will be conducted. 

Comment A-34: . -~,. 
Page # 17 through Page #27 lists State Record Details of Spills, Lusts and Cleanups but p.o 

locations are given. None of the property on or adjacent to these incidences should be classified 

by the Anny as Category 1. 

Response: 
Additional research now permits the mapping of the locatio~ of these incidents. A revised map 

showing all of these locations has been included in the Draft Final EBS Report. It appears that 

none of these locatio~ is on o~ adjacent to· a: Category 1 parcel~· , 
·1 : • ; \ • 
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Comment A-35: 
USTS: The majority of the tanks state that no leak monitoring system is present. What 

assurance can the Anny provide that these tanks have not leaked? Any appropriate 

documentation should be provided. 

Response: 

At present, the U.S. Anny is in compliance with NYSDEC regulations regarding USTs and 

ASTs. If any leakage "is detected as tanks are removed, appropriate action _will be taken at that 

time. 

Comment A-36: 
APPENDIXD 

Potential Asbestos Hazards - For each building where asbestos is present, it is important for 

EPA to know the condition of the asbestos (i.e. flaking, airborne, intact, etc.), This infonnation 

should be provided in this table. 

Response: 
Asbestos surveys are scheduled, and the condition of any asbestos-containing materials will be 

docwnented once the surveys are completed. 

Comment A-37: 
Page D-3 and D-4' are illegible and should be resubmitted in legible form. 

Response: 
Legible copies of these tables have been provided in the Draft Final EBS Report. 

Comment A-38: 
Potential Radionuclide Hazar~ - this table should be expanded to include info~ation on what 

' . . · ' . . . . . 

was stored (weapons for active·use, for demolition, ore, etc.) and the condition of the materials 

stored (unserviceable, in need for repair, obsolete, etc.). In addition to the storage areas, the 

'. ' 
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processes taking place in the shop, training facility, IDS/cctv section, process/condition ammo 

should be elaborated upon. 

Response: 
See the response to Comment A-13. 

Comment A-39: 
Potential UXO Hazards-EPA's November 8, 1995 Military Munitions Rule (page 5~71) 

states that the Services also assign "CQndition codes" to ammunition. If available, this 

information should be provided in this table for the munitions stored in the 

buildings/parcels/igloos. If not available, can the Anny certify that no releases occurred or 

provide a description of the condition of the munitions stored? 

Response: 
The Munitions Rule is not final. Furthermore, the "condition code" does not provide 

information regarding release. It is the U.S. Army's Safety Policy (AR 385.84) to 

decontaminant facilities when the potential for explosive con~ation may exist. Moreover, 

all readily available information on past releases has been docwnented in the EBS report. 

Comment A-40: 
Potential Lead Based Paint Hazards - For each building where lead based paint could be 

present, it is important for EPA to know the condition of the paint (i.e. chipping, flaking, intact, 

etc.). This information should be provided in this table. 

Response: 
LBP surveys are scheduled, and the condition of any LBP will be documented once the surveys 

are completed. 
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A.3 RESPONSES TO STATE COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EBS REPORT 

A.3.1 RESPONSES TO NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL 

CONSERVATION COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EBS REPORT 

ENTITY: 

INDIVIDUAL: 

TITLE: 

DATE: 

General Comments 

Comment A-41: 

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation 

Kamal Gupta 

Bureau of Eastern Remedial Action, Division of Environmental 

Remediation 

July 12, 1996 

1. Under the CERCLA program significant work of identifying waste disposal areas has been 

done and the results are available in the SWMU Classification Report, Site Investigation 

Reports and several RI/FS reports and work plans. A total of 48 Areas of Concerns (AOCs) 

were identified and these are listed in Table 4-1 of the EBS report, although the area 

·encompassed by each AOC is not indicated; these AOCs also are not shown on figure 5.1 

CERFA parcel map. Our review of two operable unit& consisting of five AOCs, Fire 

Training areas and Radioactive Waste sites indicate that the EBS classification has not 

included the entire areas of these operable units in Categories five or six. It is therefore 

possible that there may be other AOCs, which may have been incorrectly classified or their 

entire area may not have been included in the classification. In order to ensure that aU areas 

of these sites are included in categories five, six or seven, Woodward-Clyde must show all 

48 AO Cs including their ground water plwne on the CERF A Parcel Map and include the 

area of each AOC in Table 4-1 of the report. 
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Response: 
We respectfully do not concur with the comment. Woodward-Clyde has made every effort to 

correlate existing AOCs with non-Category 1 CERF A parcels. We respectfully decline to add 

the 48 AOCs on the CERF A map because we believe that this will detract from the purpose of 

the map, which is to show the environmental condition of property. SWMU maps are available 

from SEDA. 

Comment A-42: 
2. Woodward-Clyde has summarized its investigation results in section 4.0 of the report, 

which were used·in classifying each parcel of land. We are sure that Woodward-Clyde 

must have taken all the precautions that it has not missed or incorrectly classified any area. 

But at the same time without any reference of parcel number and label to identify each area, 

a reviewer of this report may not be able to verify the correct classification. We therefore 

strongly recommend that each area which has been listed _in this section and Appendices D 

. and E should also be identified by its parcel number and label. 

Response: 
The parcel number and label have been added to the tables in Section Four and to the tables in 

Appendices D and E. 

Comment A-43: 
3. S~pling and Analysis Recommendations: It appears that sampling and analysis have been 

recommended to verify whether or not contaminations exist at certain land parcel. . If so, 

please provide a site plan of each area including its geology and hydro geology, locations of 

sampling points and criteria used for the limited analysis. 'The results should be used for 

verification only, and not for ciassifying category three parcels (based on reported 

concentration) . . · 

Response: 
This comment will be addressed in the Final SAR Report. 

A-18 Seneca .Anny Depot Activity. New York 
EE9i I lSOt'Al'PENDIX.A J/l 1NI/B RACISDIEBS/1 



APPENDIXA COMMENT RESPONSE PACKAGE 

Specific Comments 

Comment A-44: 
: ,•· -: 

l. Section 1.4 - Limitations: In a document as significant as this, a high level of detail is 

appropriate. 

a) This section states that a "statistically representative number of buildings" were 

inspected, how was a "random sample of l O percent" determined to be statistically 

representative? 

b) What method was used to assure randomness in the selection of the buildings to be 

inspected? 

c) The section further states that buildings were grouped by "like usage and design", Was 

the 1 O percent sample taken from the complete, unsorted, population of buildings at the 

Depot or from the like usage subsets? 

Response: 
a) The text has been revised to state that "approximately l O percent of the buildings were 
surveyed.,, 

b) A computer-based generation process was used to randomly select buildings to be inspected, 

c) The 10 percent sample was drawn from each of the like usage subsets. 

Comment A-45: 
. ' 

2.. Section 1.5.1 - Demographics: It is surprising to find 1980 census data and 1990 census· 

projections quoted in a document written in 199.6. Much more recent census data are 

~vailable'. According to the 1990 census there were 3 3 ,68_3 persons residing in Seneca 

County. The projected population for this county in 1995 in 32,593, representing a 

reduction of 3.2%. 

Up-to-date and comprehensive census data is available from the United States Department 

of Commerce Bureau of the Census homepage located at www.census.gov on the Internet. 

Response: 

The 1990 census data has been incorporated into the Draft Final EBS Report. 
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Comment A-46: 
3. Section 2.1,1 .--Existing Documents: The table in this section which lists the documents 

reviewed by the consultants for this investigation lists the "Seneca Anny Depot Activity 

Base Realignment and Closure 1995 Implementation Plan", (ID #SD2037) twice, 

Response: 

The second listing of this document has been qeleted. 

Comment A-47: 
4. Section 2,1.2 - Federal, State, and Local Government Regulatory Records: Th.is 

section states that a "remedial action is pending" at the Ash Landfill. It is true that a 

groundwater migration control remedy has yet to be selected. However, no mention of the 

interim remedial measure for contaminated soils at the Ash Landfill, which was completed 

in June of 1995, is made. It seems appropriate to mention such a significant remedial 

accomplishment somewhere in this document. 

Response:. 
Additional discussion has been added to Section 2.1.2 and elsewhere in the report where the 

Ash Landfill OU is discussed, 

Comment A-48: .. · ... -
5. Section 2.1.3 - Aerial Photograp_hs: It is stated that analysis of aerial photographs . . 

indicated two areas (A and B) that "warranted in--0epth discussion,,, Th.is is the first and last 

time Areas A and B. are mentioned in this document. Furthermore, no maps are included to 

indicate where Areas A and B are located. Please provide clarification. 

Response: 
Clarification has been provided in the Draft Final EBS Report. 
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Comment A-49: 
6. Section 3.2 - Installation History and Mission: 

a) This section states that the facility now known as Seneca Army Depot once occupied 

12,940 acres of land in Seneca County. It is later stated that Seneca Army Depot now 

encompasses 10,634 acres, but there is no explanation for the difference of2,306 acres of . 

land. 

b) Additionally, the 1993 lnteragency Agreement notes that acreage of Seneca Anny Depot 

to be I 0,587. Please provide an explanation for these discrepancies and an accurate 

estimate of the current total acreage of the Depot. 

Response: 
a) At least two documents indicate that the original acquisition was approximately 10,600 

acres. This number has been used in the Draft Final EBS Report. 

b) As many as four different estimates of the size of SEDA were found in the docµments 

reviewed. Presently, the most accurate estimate of the size of SEDA appears to be 10,634 

acres. 1bis number is taken from the 1995 Base Realignment and 'Closure Plan prepared by 

SEDA. 

, .comment A-50: 
· 7. Section 3.4.5 -Groundwater Monitoring Wells: The report has made a significant error in 

stating that there are ''twenty-nine groundwater monitoring wells,, in place at Seneca Anny · · 
: ', . . . 

Depot There ar¢ approximately 40 groundwater monitoring wells in place at the Open 

Burning Grou.ii&.· Approximately 60 ~undwater monitoring wells were installed during 

the investigation of the Ash Landfill. The .consultant cites a 1991 Part 373 Permit 

Application for Hazardous W~ Management Facilities at Seneca Army Depot as the 
' -. 

source for the count of twenty-nine monitoring wells. · The consultant did notuse current 

information in the preparation of this document. 
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Response: 
We concur. An outdated source was used in preparing the section on groundwater monitoring 

wells. At present, over 100 monitoring wells have been installed at SEDA. The text has been 

revised accordingly. 

Comment A-51: 
8. Section 4.1- Previously Identified Sources of Potential Contamination: As mentioned 

in comment number 4, the source control interim remedial measure for contaminated soils 
,, 

at the Ash Landfill was completed in June 1995 approximately eight months before this 

report was written. Titls section states that "an IRM is in progress to clean the source of 

contamination,, at.the Ash Landfill. Please correct this misstatement. 

Response: 
The text has been revised to clarify the cWTent status of the Ash Landfill. 

Comment A-52: 
9. 4.2 - Potential Contamination Areas Identified During the EBS Investigation: 

1. a) The table of Potential Contamination Areas should also include BRAC parcel 

Number, Label, area and location coordinates so that readers could correlate each area 

on a CERF A parcel map. b) Please also show these areas on a CERF A parcel map. 

ii. As the name implies, these areas are potentially contaminated areas a.Qd therefore 

· · .should be confirmed by· sampling whether or not contamination e,<lsts. A review of 

Sampling and Analysis Recommendations does nqt indicate that all areas are proposed 

for sampling. 

iii. Page 4-3. a) Please correct the first sentence which states "NYSDEC has compiled a 

A-22 

. list. .. ". This list was compiled by the Army, not by the NYSDEC. b) Further a review 

of Appendix E, indicate that ~any potential areas of concern listed in the Army's letter 

of April 11, 1995 are riot included in the table of Potential Contamination Areas. We 

don't believe that it is sufficient to eliminate a potentially contaminated areas based on 

the Woodward-Clyde's interviews of employees who may (emphasis added) have 
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knowledge of past activities. Unless the Army provides us sufficient justification, all 

the areas _included in the Army's list should also be included in the table of Potential 

Contamination Areas. 

iv. A potentially contaminated area should not be released for transfer·or lease until that 

area is found to meet all the requirements of release. 

Response: 
i.a) The BRAC parcel number and label have been added to this table. Area and coordinates 

are not included since this information is in Table 5-1. 

i. b) These areas are identified as parcels on the CERF A Map, Figure 5-1. 

ii) This comment will be addressed in the Final SAR Report. 

iii.a) The text has been corrected. 

iii.b) We do not concur, It is the position of the U.S. Army that there is no longer sufficient 

justification to continue investigating these rumored sites as potential areas of concern. The 

U.S. Army believes that reasonable efforts have been expended, including interviews, records 

revi_ew, and visual inspections, to conclude that no additional invesugation is warranted, 

iv) Comment noted. 

Section 5.1.2 - Category 2 Parcels: 

Comment A-53: 
10. Parcel Number and Label 23(2)HS: In the discussion, it is stated that the compound 

STB (supertopical bleach) is stored in Building 333. We are unfamiliar with STB, and 

could the consultant provtde an explanation ofthe\1ses of this compound and a material 

safety data sheet. 

Response: ' · · 
STP is a concentrated bleach that i; used to wash off chemical and biological contamination. 

This material was sto~, but not used at SEDA. The U.S; !Army'will provide a MSDS on this . . 

substance. · 
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Comment A-54: 
11.. Parcel Number and Label 65(2) PS(P)/HS(P): The text correctly designates this 

parcel as category 6, but figure 5-1 and the parcel label incorrectly shows it as category 

2. Please correct this discrepancy. 

Response: 
See the response to Comment A-27. 

Section 5.1.3 - Category 3 Parcels:' 

Comment A-55: 
12. Parcel Number and Label 51(3)HR: Please correct CERF A map location for parcel 

51(3)HR. It should be 23, 20 instead of 23, 2. 

Response: 
We concur. Howe_ver, because of an incorrect scale used in the Draft EBS Report, all map 

coordinates will be different in the Draft Final EBS Report. . 

Comment A-56: 
13. Parcel Number a_nd Label l14(3)PS/PR/HS: It is reported that large quantities of · 

petrolewn products were spilled in this building. The extent of the impact from these 

spills has not been determined. We, therefore, do not agree with a category three 

designation. This parcel should be designated category six. 

Response: 
This facility is an auto hobby shop where only automobiles were serviced. The description of 

large quantities in the Draft EBS Report overstated the problem, which is better described as 

numerous small quantity spills. Furthennore, procedures were in place to make sure the spills 

were cleaned up as they occurred, When this facility was closed and the hydraulic lifts 

removed, sampling of interior surfaces was also conducted. 1b.is additional explanatory 

information further supports designation as Category 3 and has been added to the text. 
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5.1.4 Category 5 Parcels: 

Comment A-57: 
14. Parcel Number and Label 61(5) HR: An operable unit consisting of Sead-12A, 12-B, 

48, 63 and the open area north of igloos within "Q" area has been fonned and an RI/FS 

is in progress. Since historical inf onnation is classified, it was believed that disposal of 

classified equipment and waste might have taken place within the open area and, 

therefore, the Army included the open area into the scope of the RI/FS. Toe EBS 

classification has incorrectly classified this open area as category one, but should be 

changed to category six. 

BMponse: 
We concur. Based on infonnation made available after the 1995 EBS field investigation, a 

parcel corresponding with the area covered in the.proposed RI/FS workplan for SEAD-12 has 

been created . . 

Comment A-58: 
15. Table 5-1 - CERF A Parcel Map: This map is difficult to read. In its black and white 

form the shadings of several of the different categories are indistinguishable from each 

other. · Perhaps hatch marks would aid in distinguishing the various categories. 

Response: . 
A color coded CERF A map was provided after the initial release of the Draft BBS Report and 

~II also be included with the Draft Final BBS Report. 

Section 5.1.5 - Category 6 Parcels: . 

Comme~t A-59: 
16. Parcel Number and Label 66(6)PR: It is reported that a spill of fuel oil occurred in 

this area, but there are no records to indicate_ that the spill was completely cleaned. No 

inf onnation is available indicating whether or not the fuel oil has migrated to the 

groundwater. In the absence of any information, the groundwater flow direction should 
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be detennined and-the parcel ofland which is downgradient to the spill area should a1so 

be classified as-category six. 

Response: 
We do not concur. At present there is no evidence that the groundwater has been impacted by 

this spill. Groundwater will be investigated as part of the planned remedia1 activities at this 

'- parcel. If groundwater contamination is detected, then the issue of migration will be addressed. 

Comment A-60: 
17. Parcel Number and Label 90(6) HR: It appears that the boundaries of this parcel are 

limited to the area covered by the fire training pad. Since groundwater is impacted by 

BTEX and chlorinated solvents, the boundaries of this parcel should a1so include the 

area occupied by the groundwater plwne. 

Response: 
Based on information made available after the EBS field investigation, we concur with this 

comment. The parcel has been expanded to correspond with the J,oundaries as shown in the 

RIIFS Workplan for this SWMU .. 

Comment A:61: 
18. Appendix D, Table - Pot~ntial Radionuclide Hazards at Seneca Anny Depot: 

a) Two storage.igloo, B0709 an9 C0308, are listed in this table but do not appear on the 

map in Figure 5-1. b) Storage igloo E0312 is listed twice in this table. c) Furthermore, 

the SEAD-48 pitchblende storage igloos ·(E0802-E8011) which has already been 

detennined to be impacted by radionuclide contamination are not included in this table. 

Please correct these errors. 

Response: 
a) Figure 5-1 has been corrected to show storage igloos B0709 and C0308. 

b) The second listing of this igloo has been deleted. 

· ' ,·. c) All of Parcel 57(5), including these igloos, has been qualified for radionuclides. 
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A.4 RESPONSES TO U.S. ARMY MATERIEL COMMAND COMMENTS ON THE 

DRAFT EBS REPORT 

The U.S. Anny Materiel Command did not comment on the Draft EBS Report. 
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A.5 RESPONSES TO U.S. ARMY ENVIRONMENTAL CENTER COMMENTS ON 
THE DRAFT EBS 

ENTITY: U.S. Anny Environmental Center 

INDMDUAL: John P. Buck 

DATE: July 3, 1996 

General Comments: 

Comment A-62: 
Enclosure 1 is a memorandum from the AMC Legal Office describing the requirements for 

hazardous waste storage notification under CERCLA 120(h). In order to expedite any real 

estate transactions, recommend that tables described in the memorandum be an appendix to the 

EBS. 

Response: 
lb.is memorandum was not included with the copy of these comments provided to Woodward­

Clyde. The installation will decide on whether to include the referenced tables or not. 

Specific Comments: 

Comment A-63: 
1. Page 1-2,Sect. l.2, lstpara. 

EBS also calls for a tour of adjacent properties if possible as well as interviews with current and 

former employees. Include these in the list of activities. 

Response: 

We concur. 1bis infonnation has been added to the text. 
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Comment A-64: 
2. Page 1-6, Section I .4, 1st para. 

Recommend deleting first sentence. Remaining portion of the paragraph is a sufficient 

disclaimer. 

Response: 
The sente·nce has been deleted. 

Comment A-65: 

3. Page __ 3-22, Section 3.4.1, last para. 

Could not find Section 5.1.2. l referenced in the last sentence. lbis section is referenced 

frequently. 

Response: 
The appropriate section is 4.1. All references to Section 5. l .2.1 have been changed to Section 

4.1 in the Draft Final EBS Report. 

Comment A-66: 
4. Page 3-26, Section 3.4.4'; 1st para. 

If available, testing results of the water supply would be appropriate. 

Response: 
1bis information was not readily available during the records review. 

Comment A-67: 
5. Page 4-2, Section 4.2 

It is wiclear how the sites listed in this table are addressed in ~e parcel map. It would be 
!. ' 

appropriate to identify with an additional column how these sites were characterized. 

Response: 
We concur. lbis information has. been added to the table. 
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Comment A-68: 
6. Page 4-7, Section 4.4.1.3 

The second sentence states " ... (either suspected in the surveyor not surveyed and constructed 

prior to 1985) .. " this sentence implies that no ·asbestos containing material could be present in 

post 1984 construction. Unless there are specific building design documents confinning this 

·. statement, it is unclear how this assumption can be make. Please clarify statement. 

Response: 
The BRAC 95 EBS/BCP guidance states, "Ifno survey data is available, buildings which were 

constructed prior to 1985 are asswned as containing asbestos, An 'A(P)' for possible presence 

of asbestos will be used in the qualified parcel designation." 

Comment A-69: 

7. Page 4-ll, section4.4.7 

The last sentence states that no designation was given to non-CERCLA herbicide/pesticide 

areas at Seneca, specifically Bldg. 606. Since Building 606 was used to store pesticides it 

should be placed in either Category 1 or 2 depending on the time of storage, presuming there 

has been no release. Only the application of pesticides on the ground according to FIFRA 

specifications exempts pesticides/herbicides from CERF A category designations. 

Response: 
This building is includ~ in Parcel 74(6)PS/HS/HR. The designation referred to is in regard to 

qualifiers. This section has been clarified in the Draft Final EBS Report: 

Comment A-70: 
8. Page 5-2, Section 5.1.1, BRAC Parcel 4(1) 

Due to the small size of this parcel reco~end combining it \vith the surro~cHng Parcel 
' . . . . - . 

26(2)PS for simplicity, 

Response: 
At the request of the BEC, this small parcel has been retained. 

. ·. 
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Comment A-71: 
9. Page 5-3, Section 5.1.2, BRAC Parcel 5(2)PS/HS 

It would appear that most of this parcel could be designated as Category 1 based on the size of 

the USTs (less than 600 gallons) with only selected sites being Category 2. 

Response: 
'-The cumulative effect of many small USTs concentrated.in this area leads to a designation of 

the entire area as Category 2. 

Comment A-72: 
10. Page 5~, Section 5.1.2, BRAC Parcel 8(2)PS 

BRA~ Parcel 8(2) is at map coordinate 23,8 not 22,8. Discrepancies at other sites were also 

noted. Recommend checking all parcels for proper map designations. 

Response: 
The map coordinates for this parcel have been changed. Other coordinates have also _been 

checked. AJso see the response to Comment A-55. 

Comment A-73: 
11. Page 5-8, Section 5.1.5,m BRAC Parcel 26(2)PS 

It would appear that most of this parcel could be designated as Category 1 based on the size of 

the USTs (less than 600 gallons) with only selected sites being Category 2. 

Response: 
The cumulative effect of many small USTs C<?ncentrated in this area leads to a designation of 

the entire area as Category 2. 

(:. 
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Comment A-74: 

12. Page 5-14, Section 5.1.2, BRAC Parcel 65(2)PS(P)/HS(P) 

It is unclear what category this parcel should fall into since there is a reference to a potential 

release and the last sentence indicates its a Category 6 yet it is labeled Category 2. Recommend 

confirming the parcel designation. 

Response: 
See the response to Comment A-27. 

Comment A-75: 
13 . Page 5-15, Section ?,1.3, BRAC Parcel 52(3)HS/HR 

Recommend this parcel be Category 4 due to the remediation that had taken place. 

Responsg: 
We do not concur. Other~ mopping up of small quantities of spilled materials that were 

contained within shipping containers, no remediation has taken place or appears to have been 

required. 

Comment A-76: 

14. Page 5-16, Section 5.1.4, BRAC Parcel 55(5)PR(P)/HR 

Recommend this parcel be Category 6. since no reri{oval or re~~ial actions have been 

conducted. 

Response: · 
We concur. This parcel has been chang~ to Gategory ·6. 

Comment A-77: 
15. Page 5-28, Section 5.1.5., BRAC Parcel 87(6)HS/HR(P) 

This comment refers to this parcel and any other parcel where there was a reference.to the 

USA THAMA study which concluded that the uncovered ore could migrate into the 

environment through air disposal of dust or through particulate transport of surface water 
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runoff. Since there has been no study to detennine whether or not this transport·has occurred at 

Seneca, it would appear these parcels should be designated Category 7, not Category 6. 

Category 6 implies that cleanup is required yet this cleanup requirement has not yet been 

demonstrated. 

Response: 
We do not concur. At a minimum, the cleanup required is removal of the ores, as they are a 

potential source of contamination. This infonnation has been added to the text. 

Comment A-78: 
16. Page 5-29, Section ~.1.5, BRAC Parcel 91(6)HS(P)/HR(P) 

It would appear these parcels should be designated Category 7, not Category 6. Category 6 

implies that cleanup is required yet this cleanup requirement has not yet been demonstrated. 

Response: 
We concur. This parcel has been changed to Category 7. 

Comment A-79: 
17. Page 5-33, Section 5.1.5, BRAC Parcel 104(6)HS/HR(P) 

It would appear these parcels should be designated Category 7, not Category 6. Category 6 

· implies that cleanup is required yet this cleanup requirement has not yet been demonstrated. 

Response: 
Limited sampling conducted at this location detected pesticide compounds in soil above 

NYSOEC TAGM values. This info~ation h~ been added to the Draft Final EBS Report. 

Comment A-80: 
18. Page 3-43, Section 5.1.7, first bullet 

See Comment # 6. 

Response: 
See the response to Comment A-68. 
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A.6 RESPONSES TO U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS COMMENTS ON THE 
DRAFT EBS REPORT 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers did not comment on the Praft EBS Report. 
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-A.7 RESPONSES TO OTHER COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EBS REPORT 

A.7.1 RESPONSES TO PARSONS ENGINEERING SCIENCE, INC. COMMENTS ON THE 

DRAFT EBS REPORT 

ENTITY: Parsons Engineering Science, Inc. 

INDIVIDUAL: Michael Duchesneau, P.E. 

TITLE: Project Manager 

DATE: May 2, 1996 

General Comments 

Comment A::81: 
a) This EBS report reflects a lack of familiarity with the Seneca Anny Depot Activity (SEDA) 

particularly in regard to the status of SWMUs, the current boundaries of the sites, and other 

relevant details of the planned R.1/FS investigations. b) Of particular concern is the inclusion of 

areas of SEAD-12 in BRAC Parcel 3(1), which is a Category 1 parcel. SEAD-12 emcompasses 

most of the former Special Weapons ar~ .. ~d is scheduled for a RIIFS. The EBS report 

p·roposes sampling to be conducted in several buildings which are within SEAD-12 and have 

already been scheduled for sampling in the Project Scoping Plan for a CERCLA RI/FS at 

SEAD-12. The EBS report developed parcels that are a combination of SWMUs, which are 

scheduled for a RI/FS, and sites, which do not require further investigation. c) In addition, the 

boundaries of SEAD-4, SEAD-16, SEAD-45, SEAD-57, SEAD-64D, and the Ash Landfill are 

incorrectly shown on Figure 5-1. d) It appears that portions of these SWMUs are classified as 

part ofBRAC Parcel 3(1) and the boundaries of these SWMUs have been extended or reduced 

without explanation. 

Response: . 
a) Comment noted . 

. b) See the response to Comment A-57. 
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c) SWMU boundaries are not shown in Figw-e 5-1; parcel .boundaries~ shown. Some parcels 

have combined SWMUs for simplicity in identifying the environmental condition of a property 

type. 

d) SWMU boundaries have not been changed since Woodward-Clyde was not tasked to do so. 

Some areas that contain SWMUs have been combined with additional areas of concern that 

were not previously identified. •, .. • .. 

Comment A-82: 
Currently, six facilities on SEDA are operating as RCRA TSD facilities under the interim status 

provisions ofRCRA. Interim status allows a facility to operate as a TSD facility while the 

RCRA Part B pennit application process is ongoing. These facilities include Buildings 30 l, 

307,367, and 803, the O~n Detonation (OD) grounds, and the Open Burning (OB) grounds. 

SEDA completed Part A of the RCRA permit application and is pursuing a Part B RCRA 

Pennit for these facilities which is currently under review by the RCRA branch of NYSDEC. 

The final attachment of the Part B Permit is the operation of~e OB and OD grounds. These 

facilities are regulated by Subpart X of RCRA as a miscellaneous unit. RCRA closure and 

post-closure requirements apply to all hazardous waste management units that have interim 

status or a permit pursuant to Part B. Therefore, these facilities are required to meet EPA and 

NYSDEC closure and post-closure requirements and should be classified as Category 7 parcels 

pen~g completion of the closure activities. 

Response: 
. We do not concur. Completion of all investigation or closure activities at a parcel is not 

necessary in order to classify that parcel as a category other than 7 .. When classifying a parcel, 

the dete~g factor is whether or not sufficient information exists to detennine the 

appropriate category. In most cases, the appropriate category can be determined based on a 
. . ' ~ . . 

much more limited data set than is required for closure or for completion of an RI. 
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Comment A-83: 
The U.S. Army com.ntissioned the "Solid Waste Management Unit Classification Report't for 

SEDA to evaluate the effects of pastsolid waste management practices at identified SWMUs 

on the facility and to classify each SWMU as either a No Action SWMU or as an area of 

concern (AOC). AOCs include both SWMUs where releases of hazardous substances may 

have occurred and locations where there has been a threat of a release into the environment of a 

hazard substance or constituent. In accordance with the decision process outlined in the 

Interagency Agreement (I.AG), ESis were perfonned at SWMUs that were classified as AOCs. 

If the conclusion of the ESI report was that an AOC posed a threat to human healtp, welfare, or . 

the environment, the Army could perfonn a removal action to eliminate the threat or conduct 

further investigations at these sites to detennine the extent of contamination and .to develop 

remedial actions based on the results of the investigations. All SWMUs and AOCs requiring 

further investigations including a RCRA facility in~~s.tigation, mini-risk assessment, or limited 

sampling should be classified as Category 7 parcels. 

Response: 
See the response to Comment A-82. 

Comment A-84: 

Identification and classification of SWMUs was conducted by the Anny in accordan~ with the 

decision process outlined in the IAG between the U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers (USACE), the 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Region II, and the New York State Department 

.ofEnvirooinental Conservation (NYSDEC). ·The EPA and NYSDEC reviewed the proposed 

list of SWMUs, their classifications, arid all relevant data.and iriformation·used to make this 

detennination, and detennined whether the proposed classifications were correct. Reference in 

the EBS report to Engineering Science determining the 'classification of the SWMUs should be 

removed. 
,, 

Response: 
The appropriate language for SWMU classification has been incorporated into the Draft Final 

EBS Report. References to Engineering Science classifying the SWMUs have been deleted. 
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Comment Aw85: 
The site maps for this report are inadequate. The only site plan which is presented in the first 

four sections in Figure 3-1 which shows minimal details of the site. Buildings and areas are 

presented in the text and their locations referenced to areas of the Depot which have not been 

described or shown on a sitewide map. It would also be very useful to have additional maps 

'-showing areas of the Depot which can be used in conjunction with the description in the text. 

Response: 
A detailed site map has been included in this section of the Draft Final EBS Report. 

Comment A-86: 
In Section 5, the location of parcels was described in reference to areas of SEDA, however, the 

location of these areas on the depot were not described or presented on a site plan. The areas 
., .. 

include the buck Pond Area, Elliot Housing, Main Depot, IPE Area, Warehouse Area, Ammo 

Area, 50 Area, and C_olonels Row. According to site personnel, the main areas of the depot 

include the Ammunition Area which is the fenced area in the central portion of the depot; the 

North Depot Area which includes the fonner Special Weapons Areas (or Q) and the North 

Administration Area; and the Administration Area, which is located on the western portion of 

SEDA near the Main Gate. 

Response: 
The six main areas identified in Section Three are taken froin the Fufw'e Development Plan and 

are based on function and depot history. Since the Master Plan addresses land use issues and 

because the ultimate goal of the BRAC program is efficient reuse, the use of these six areas is 

appropriate. Additional areas within these six main areas have been describecl iri Section Three 

and added to Figure 3-1. : 

Comment A.:87: 
It appears that areas of the site are referred to by different designations within the text. Titls is 

. . . 

confusing particularly in Section 5 which presents the parcels and their c6rreSB<3nding category. 
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For example, the area in the northern portion of the site was referred to as the North Depot 

Area, North Sto_rage Activity, North Depot Area, and the North Administration Area. 

Response: 
Inconsistencies such as these have been rectified. 

Comment A-88: 
. . : 

· Regarding the general organization of the report, it is confusing to have some tables at the end 

of a section and other tables embedded within the text without table numbers. Either all tables 

should be at the end or incorporated into the text. 

Response: 
Comment noted. Tables that are essential to the text and facilitate preseritation of essential 

information have been included within the text. Tables that support information presented in 

the text or are multiple pages in length are included after a section. 

Section 1 

Comment A-89: 
#1 Page 1-3. Section 1.3 Definitions ofTerms 

. The definition of hazardous substances should be expanded. · Hazardous substance is 

. defined as in CERCLA with the addition of fuels and othetpetroleum products. The 

definition includes Clean Water pollutants, RCRA hazardous wastes, Clean Air Act . 

hazardous air pollutants, Toxic Substances Control Act imminently hazardous 

substances, and any other substances designated as hazardous under CERCLA Section 

102. 

Response: 
This section _of the EBS report points the reader to the apprppriate regulations defining · 

hazardous s~bs~ces. The de~tion used here is from scope and guidance documents ·· 

provided by the U.S. Army. 
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Comment A-90: 
#2 Page 1-7. Section 1.5.2 Physical Setting 

The text states that the Seneca Anny Depot Activity is an active military facility. Since 

the depot has been included on the BRAC95 list, this statement should be qualified by 

stating that the primary mission of SEDA is closure under BRAC95. 

Response: 
We do not concur. Closure as the primary mission is stated on page 3-2 where other aspects of 

the mission of SEDA are also described. 

Section 2 

Comment A-91: 
#3 Section 2.1.1 Existing Document 

The document identification nwnber is not referenced in the CERF A'map table (fable 

5-1) as stated. Also, Table 5-1 presents the BRAC Parcel descriptions. 

Response: 
Document reference numbers have been added to Table 5-1 a . 

. Comment A-92: 
#4 Page 2-2 Table 

The correct title for docwnent number SD2013 is Expanded Site Inspection Report , 

Seven Hi~ Priority Areas of Concern, Seneca Army Depot, Romulus, New York. 

Response: 
The title in the Draft EBS Report is as it appears on the title page of the document in question. 

Comment A~93: 
#5 Page 2-2 Table 

A-42 

The correct title for document number SD2014 is Expanded Site Inspection Report , 

1bree Moderate Priority Areas of Concern, Seneca Anny Depot, Romulus, New York. 
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Response: 
The title in the Draft EBS Report is as it appears on the title page of the docwnent in question. 

Comment A-94: 
.. #6 Page 2-2 Table 

The correct title for docwnent nwnber SD2015 is Expanded Site Inspection Report, 

Eight Moderately Low Priority Areas of Concern, Seneca_ArQl.y Depot, Romulus, New 

York. 

Response: 
The title in the Draft EBS Report is as it appears on the title page of the docwnent in question. 

Comment A-95: 
#7 . Page 2-3 Table 

Docwnent number SD2037 is listed twice in the table. 

Response: . · . 
The second reference to this docwnent has been deleted. 

Comment A-96: 
#8 -Page 2-3. Section 2.1.2 Federal, State, and L_ocal Govermne1:1t _Regulatory Records 

Were any local records such as local fire department records reviewed concerning 

spills? 

Response: 
Inquiries were made regarding the -availability of local records. There were none available. 
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Comment A-97: 
#9 Page 2-6 .. Spill List 

One spill case appear as to be open, however the facility is unknown. Can more 

information be obtained regarding this spill? 

Response: 
Additional information provided by SEDA with their comments in the Draft EBS Report 

indicates that this spill is associated with Buildings 2134. This infonnation has been added to 

this table. 

Comment A-98: 
#10 Page 2-7 Leaking Underground Storage Tanks List 

One case appears to be open at Building 2305. Will any further investigation be 

conducted? BRAC Parcel 8(2) is the 1000 gal. tank associated with this building. 

Response: 
Based on apditional information provided by SEDA after the EI~S field investigation, the 

building associated-with this Ll:JST is actually Building S-311, which is located within Parcel 

94(6). 

Comment A-99: 
# 11 Page 2-7. Section 2.1 .2. Federal, State, and Local Government Regulatory Records 

The definition of a Class One violation should be added to the text. 

Response: 
We do not concur. A Class One violation involves a release that poses a threat to human health 

and safety. Since SEDA has not been cited for this type of :violation, we do not se.e any reason 

for including this information. · '\ • 
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Comment A-100: 
# 12 Page 2-7. Section 2.1 .2. Federal, State, and Local Government Regulatory Records 

The text states that there are outstanding compliance issues involving TSO-closure and 
post-closure requirements. Titls should be discussed in more detail either here or later 

on in the text. 

Response: 
Additional discussion of this has been added to this section. 

Comment A-101: 
# 13 Page 2-12. Section 2.1.6 Visual Inspections 

Paragraph 3 

.Although the area surrounding SEDA is generally pop1,1late~ farmland, there are areas . . 
adjacent to the site where the population density is slightly higher. These include 

residences on the western boundary of SEDA along Route 96A and Romulus Village on 

the eastern boundary of SEDA. More specifically, records show that _approximately 11 

residences in the town of Varick are located adjacent to the northwestern border of 

SEDA. 

Response: 
· Comment noted. 

Section 3 

Comment A-102: · 
#14 Page ·3-2; Section 3.3 De~cription of Facilities 

a) Titls section of the report should be expanded to include a more detailed site 

description. Subsequent sections of the report discuss the location of parcels in 

reference to an area of the depot, however some of these areas were not described or 

shown on a site map. For example, the Ammunition Storage Area, which fa located in 

the central portion of the depot, and the duck pond, which is located in the northwest 

.·comer of the depot, wei:e not described or located on the SEDA map. Because of the 
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large size of the depot, it may be useful to add a description of the depot by area and 

discuss the activities and types of buildings which are located in each area. A more 

complete description of the depot early in the report would make the description of the 

parcels and their locations more meaningful. 

b) Furthennore, areas of the depot are referenced by different titles in various sections 

of the text. In particular, the North Depot Area is also called the North Depot Activity. 

According the SEDA personnel, this area is referred to as the North Depot Area and 

includes the North Administrative Area and the fonner Special Weapons Area, or the Q. 

c) The area referred to as the South Depot Area in this report is designated as the 

Administrative area according to SEDA personnel. This area includes administrative 

buildings, Elliot Acres housing, warehouses, and support buildings. This is also the 

location of the Main Gate. 

d) Figure 3-1 sh~uld be revised to show all the areas described in the text and to 

indicate the proper designation for each area. 

Response: 
a) We do not concur. The description of the depot by area and associated activities and 

buildings is provided in Section 3.3.1. 

b) Inconsistencies will be rectified. 

c) Inconsistencies will be rectified. 

d) Additional areas has been added to this map, where appropri,ate. 

Comment A-103: 
#15 Page 3-5. Section 3.3.1 Mission Related Activities 

A-46 

a) This section is confusing to read. The text under the section titled, Munitions 

Storage, which begins with "Seneca Army Depot Activity has been used for .... " should 

be moved to Section 3.3.l and used as an introduction to Section 3.3.J.1. 

b) The tenn Main Depot Area seems to include a large area of the depot. The list of 

munitions storage facilities which are located withln the Main Depot Area could be 
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located anywhere within the depot. It is difficult to determine in what areas of the 

facility the.buildings, sheds, and igloos may be located. 

Response: 
a) Comment noted. This section has been revised to differentiate munitions storage from 

munitions disposal activities. 

b) Comment noted. 

Comment A-104: 

#16 Page 3-5. Section 3.3.1.1 Main Depot Area 

Munitions disposal activities were also carried out in other facilities on the depot in 

addition to the OB/OD grounds such as the Munitions Washout Facility. 

Response: 
·Seethe response to Comment A-103a. 

Comment A-105: 
#17 Page 3-5 Table-Main Depot Munitions Storage 

a) The function for facility 2086 has been capitalized and abbreviated. There should be 

a footnote stating the reason for highlighting this facility. 

b) Generally, it'would also be more infonnative if abbreviations were not used. For 

example, facility 2202 appears later in the table with the abbreviated function, STR 

SHEN GP INS. Tables which appear later in the text also have 1:hese abbreviations and 

capitalizations, These tabl(?,S should also ~ revised, 

'! i 
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Response: 
a) .This facility was not intended to be highlighted. The description was taken verbatim from 

SEDA' s real property inventory listing. Abbreviations have been spelled out in the Draft Final 

EBS Report. 

b) Abbreviations have been spelled out in Draft Final EBS Report. 

Comment A-106: 
#18 Page 3-7. Table-General Purpose Storage Facilities 

What does STORAGE GP INST., STORAGE GP DEP/STD., AfvflvfO STRS 

DEP/STORAGE, and CONT HUM WH DEP/WAREHOUSE-mean? 

Response: 
Abbreviations have been spelled out in the Draft Final EBS Report, 

Comment A-107: 
#19 Page 3-8. Industrial Operations 

A-48 

a) The first sentence of the section states that industrial activities have included the 

restoration of conventional and guided missile ammunition, maintenance, and 

demilitarization of ammunition, _It is ~clear what type of general maintenance was 

conducted. Does this relate to munitions or to support facilities or both? 

b) The types of effluents and their migration pathways from these activities will vary 

depending on the type of industrial operation, For example, general maintenance 

activities would not have explosives and certain heavy metals associated with 

explosives. Therefore, the discussion of effluents should be separated according to the 

type of industrial operation. 

c) It is unclear in the following paragraphs where demilitarization is conducted. Is it 

part of the ammunitions restoration list on page 3-9? 
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d) The Burning Ground is referred to as the Open Burning Ground. This should be 

changed in the text 

e) AJe the self-contained degreasing units disposed ofby the contractor off-site? 

Response: 

a) The maintenance referred to here is munitions maintenance. The sentence has been revised 

for clarity. 

b) We do not concur that the effluents need to be separated in this section of the EBS report. 

The intent of this section is to provide a general discussiori_ofthe activities at SEDA that could 

lead to environmental concerns. 

c) This section has been chµified. 

d) The text has been revised accordingly. 

e) Yes. This information has been added to the text. 

Comment A-108: 
#20 Page 3-9. Main Depot Munitions Restoration Facilities Table 

The area of the facility for Building 2109 is riot listed. 

Response: · . . . . . ' . 
Additional researc_h by, SEDA personnel into the real estate records was unable to con.firm that 

· this facility exists. Reference to it has been deleted. 

Comment A-109:. -
#21 ,Page 3-10 

Where is the IPE Area? This should be presented earlier in report. 

Response: :. . ·,_: ; : ·. '·.: ;·J ·. : 

See the response to Comment A-86. 
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Comment A-110: 
#22 Page 3-11 Industrial Plant Equipment Area Facilities Table 

Indicate what STORAGE GP DEP means. 

Response: 
See the response to Comment A-105b. 

Comment A-111: 
#23 Page 3-10. Administration 

a) It is unclear whether Main Depot administration activities are earned out in one area 

or the North Depot Area and the Administrative Area. b) Also, why is Flammable 

Storage included under Administration? Either create another category, or add more 

discussion as to what is considered to be an administration activity. 

Response: 
a) Comment noted. The text has been clarified. 

b) For clarity, an additional discussion has been provided. 

Comment A-112: 

#24 Page 3-11. Training Ranges 

a) In the table, what does COV TRAIN. AREA mean? b) If building 373 contains 

1052 square feet, where are the remaining 899.98 acres associated with training ranges. 

Response: 
a) See the response to Comment A-105b. 

b) The remaining acres used for training are located at various places around SEDA. 

Additional discussion of these training areas have been added to the text, as well as the 

statement that training was discontinued on July 31, 1996. 
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Comment A-113: 
#25 Page 3-11. · Table-North Depot Area Facilities 

What.do_ ACS CTR and HHC mean? The remaining abbreviations should also be 

spelled out. 

Response: 
See the response to Comment A-105b. 

Comment A-114: 
#26 Page 3-11. North Depot and Special Weapons Areas 

Is th~re a difference between the North Depot Activity mentioned on page 3-1, the 

North Storage Activity, and the North Depot Area? 

Response: 
·Tue North Depot Activity is the original name for the area referred to in the Draft EBS Report 

as the North Depot Area. The reference to North Storage Activity on page 3-11 has been 

changed to.read North Depot Activity. · 

Comment A-115: 
#27 Page 3-14. Section 3.3.1.3 South Depot Area 

A map o~the South Depot Area would be helpful 

~espouse: 
Comment noted. lbis area is illustrated on the CERF A map, Figure 5-1: 

Comment A-116: 
#28 Page 3-17 Section 3.3.1.4 Airfield' 

A map of the area would be helpful. 

Response:· 

. . · .. -·· 

Comment noted. lbis area is illustrated on the CERF A map, Figure 5-1. 
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Comment A-117: 
#29 Page 3-18 Table-Airfield Area Facilities 

What does MG TRANS RG stand for? Spell out all function tenns. 

Response: 

See the response to Comment 105b. 

Comment A-118: 
#30 Page 3-21 Section 3.3.2 Tenant Missions 

Add a description of the location of the LORAN-C station and the Defense 

Reutilization and Marketing Office holding area. 

Response: 
The locations of these areas have been described in the text. 

Comment A-119: 
#31 Page 3-22 Section 3.4.1 Hazardous Materials/Waste Managein~nt 

a) In the second paragraph, the Building number should be 307. b) A description of 

the general location of all the facilities discussed in this section would be useful. 

Response: 

a) We concur. Titls change has been made. 

b) We do not concur. Building locations can be found on the tables presented in Section 3.3. 

Comment A-120: 
#32 Page 3-22 Section 3.4.1 Hazardous Materials/Waste Management 

The discussion of ordnance detonation and burning activities should describe the status 

of the RCRA pennit and required closure activities associated with the pennit. 

Response: - ; · -· 
Comment noted. 
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CommentA-121: 
#33 Page 3-23 3.4:1 Hazardous Materials/Waste Management 

Building 803 is located in the fonner Special Weapons area. The location of this 

building should be added to the text. 

Response: 
We do not concur. Building locations can be found on the tables presented in Section 3.3. 

Comment A-122: 
#34 Page 3-23. Section 3.4.1 Hazardous Materials/Waste Management 

The USA THAMA report, Update of the Initial Installation Assessment of Seneca Amy 

Depot, NY (August 1988) presents a list of the types of ore piles as well as a figure 

locating the ore piles. 

Response: 
Comment noted. Additional ores have been added to the section. 

Comment A-123: 

#35 Page 3-24. Section 3.4.1 Hazardous Materials/Waste Management 

a) In the last paragraph on this page, a "single operable unit'• is described as being a 

composite of five SWMUs. For clarity, this area should be designated in the text as Ash 

Landfill because a RI/FS has been conducted f\t the Ash Landfill and ~veral reports 
have been· issued concerning this area designated as the Ash Landfill. · 

b) Where is Building 2203? Throughout the text, the location ofSEAD-64D is 

described as being west of Building 2203, however, this structureis ,not shown on 

Figure 5-1. It would be clearer to have a site location n'lap for these sites . . · · 

Response: 
a) We concur. The text has byen changed to indicate that this OU is referred to as .the Ash 

Landfill. 

b) The location information regarding this SWMU was taken from the Solid Waste 

Manageme_nt <;:lassification Stud), prepared by En$ineering Scienc~. Building 2203 appears to 
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be a loading platform located along the North-South Baseline Road. This facility has been . 

labeled on Figure 5-1 in the Draft Final EBS Report. 

Comment A-124: 
#36 Page 3-25. Section 3.4.1 Hazardous Materials/Waste Management 

a) It may be more appropriate to have the description of the Ash Landfill in Section 

3.4.2 Solid Waste/Landfill Management. 

b) There are several dispos~ areas located on SEDA which are not discussed in the 

text. For example, SEADs 64A, B, and C were used as garbage disposal areas in the 

past, and SEAD-11 was a construction debris landfill which was used between 1946 and 

1949. 

Response: 
a) We concur. Discussion of the-Ash Landfill has been moved to Section 3.4.2. 

b) Discussion of additional disposal areas has been added to the text. 

Comment A-125: 
#37 Page 3-26. Section 3.4.5 Groundwater Monitoring Wells 

a) Tl_ie text status that 29 wells groundwater monitoring wells are in place at SEDA. 

This is incorrect. Groundwater monitoring wells have been installed as part of the ESI 

and RI field programs at approximately 25· sites on the Depot. 
. . 

b) Refer~nce in the text to the o_ld lanqfil~ in confusing because there is more than one 

old landfill on the Depot. 

Response: ·. 
a) The text has been changed to indicate that over 100 groundwater monitoring wells have been 

installed at SEDA. 

b) The text has been changed to indicate that 4 7 monitoring wells are in place at the Ash 

Landfi ll. . . · 
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Comment A-126: 
#38 Page 3-27. Section 3.4.7 Sewage Treatment 

The text refers to the South Administration and Warehouse area. Tbis has not been 

described before in the report. Does this refer to the South Depot Area? These areas 

should be described and shown on a site map earlier in the report or the designations 

should be consistent. 

Response: 
See the response to Comment A-86 .. 

Comment A-127: 

#39 Page 3-28. Section 3.4.12 On-Site Housing 

The text refers to on-post housing at the North End. It is unclearwhere this area is 

located on· the Depot. Should this be the North Depot area? 

Response: 
We concur. Tbis should be the North Depot Area. The text has been revised accordingly. 

Comment A-128: 
#40 . Fi~~ 3-1 

-
a) Tbis figure is inadequate to support the te~. The site plan should be larger to show 

more details of the site which are discussed in the text. b) A legend should be added to 
. . 

this figure to describe the designation, AP~ 1, and the boundary lines. c) It is unclear 

what is the SEDA boundary line and what are sections of the depot because the same 

line type is used. It would be more appropriate to use different line types to distinguish 

between the areas within the depot and the depot boundary. : - · ·· · 
. . 

d) Each area of the site which is referenced in the text should be shown on this figure. 

For example, ~e following areas are presented in the te,ct. butare notshown on a site 

plan: the Duck Pond, the OB/OD grounds, the Property Disposal Yard, the IPE area, 

the Ash Landfill. 
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Response: 
a) We concur. This figure has been revised for the Draft Final EBS Report. 

b) We concur. A legend has been added to this figure. 

c) We concur. A different line type has been used to distinguish the SEDA boundary from the 

area boundaries. 

d) See the response to Comment A-86. 

Section 4 

Comment A-129: 
#41 Page 4-2. Section 4.2 Table-Potential Contamination Areas . 

Areas presented in the table are unclear. For example, what area is included in the Main 

DeP9t area and where is the Ammo Area? The locations of the facilities described as 

"undeveloped area near shale pit" and the "50 Area" are not presented on a site map. 

Response: 
Areas presented in this table have been revised to correspond with those shown in Figure 3-1. 

· Comment A-130: 
#42 Page 4-3. _Section 4.3 Sources of Potential Contamination from Adjacent or. 

· SurroQndin_g Property 

Were local .fire departments contacted for records of response to incidents on adjacent 

properties relating to actual or potential spills or releases of haz.ardous s1:1bstances 

including fuels? 

Response: 
See the response to Comment A-96. 

A-56 

· ... , 
. . ' 
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CommentA-131: 
#43 Page 4-7. Section 4.4.2 tead-Based Paint 

Where and what is "Colonels Row''? 'This area should have been described earlier in 

the report, 

.,Response: 

See the response to Comment A-86. 

Comment A-132: 

#44 Page 4:-8, Section 4.4.3 Polychlorinated Biphenyls 

a) The location of Building No. 301 would be useful. b) Building 301 is a RCRA 

storage facility and will require closure. 'This should also be mentioned in the text. 

Response: 
a) A description of the location of Building 301 has been added to the text 

b) The statement that Building 301 is a RCRA storage facility requiring closure has been added 

to the text, 

Comment A-133: 
#45 Page _4-9. Section 4.4.4.1 Designation of Buildings 

It should be stated that there are no federal or state standards regulating radon exposure 

at the present ti.me. The 4 pCi/L level is a USEP A recommended mitigation level. 
. . 

Response: . 
Comment noted. The te~ has.been 'revised accordingly. 

Comment A-134: 
#46 Page 4-11. Section 4.5 Reserve Enclaves 

a) Buildings 339,347,348, 350, and 356 were not listed in the table in Section 3.4 

which presented warehouses known to contain hazardous materials. 
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b) Is it possible to list or briefly describe the 36 areas of known environmental 

contamination or to describe them. c) Does this include the Loran Station? 

Response: 
a) The warehouses discussed in this section have been selected by the U.S. Army for the future 

storage ofhaz.ardous materials because they are clustered close together. This proposed usage 

does not necessarily reflect the past or present usage. Evidence was not fowid that these 

buildings were ever used for hazardous storage; therefore, they should not be included in the 

table in Section 3.4. 

b) The 36 acres of known environmental contamination are discussed in the BRAC 

Implementation Plan and are related to the previously identified SWMUs, Tiiese will not be 

described-in depth in this section because the SWMUs are discussed in Section 4.1. 

c) Although it will be retained by the U.S. government, the LORAN-C station will be 

_transferred from the U.S. Anny to the U.S. Coast Guard. 

Sections 

Comment A-135: 
#4 7 Section 5 General Comments 

· A.-58 

a) Building 301, the PCB storage building which is one of the RCRA TSD facilities on 

SEDA operating under interim status, is not listed as a parcel but seems to be included 

in the BRAC Parcel 3(1), which is a Category 1 parcel. b) As part of the RCRA 

permit, proper closure must be conducted at this facility and therefore, the building 

should be classified as a Category 7 parcel pending completion of closure activities, 

c) BRAC Parcels 6, 13, 14, 15, 54, 63, 119, 126, and 127 are nodisted in any ofthe 

tables or discussed·in the text. If these parcels were eliminated and included in BRAC 

Parcel 3(1 ),:this should be stated in the text. 

d) S_EAD-?4A has not been included as a BRAC parcel. This site was used as a landfill 

from 1974 to 1979 when the on-site incinerator was not in operation. This site has been 
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recommended for a RI/FS and a Project Scoping Plan for a CERCLA RT!FS is being 

developed for this site along with SEAD-11 and SEAD-64D. 

e) What is the status of the creeks on SEDA? Are they considered as part ofBRAC 

Parcel 3(1) although ,they may have been affected by tributaries which m1:ty have 

potential impacts from sites on SEDA. 

Response: 
a) The text has been changed to more accurately reflect the fact that Building 301 is a PCB­

containing equipment storage building. The EBS makes a distinction between the presence of 

PCBs within equipment, such as transformers, that have not leaked and PCBs in soil from 

leaking equipment. PCBs ~ soil from leaking equipment is considered a CERCLA issue in the · 

EBS, while storage of PCB-containing equipment is considered a non-CERCLA issue that does 

not preclude the U.S. Army from transferring the property. Guidance recommends that these 

types of facilities be qualified for PCBs, but not excluded.from Category 1. 

b) We do not concur. The status of closure is not necessarily the detennining factor in the 

designation of the environmental condition of the property. The facility is used for the storage. 

of PCB-containing equipment, and there is no evidence of a release; therefore, designation as . 

Category 1 and qualification for PCBs is appropriate. 

c) As a result of the mid-EB~. meeting between ~e BEC, GPM, and Woodward-Clyde, some 

. parcel designations were changed and some parcels were grouped with oJhers. The parcels 

,' 

. ' . ' . 

were not renumbered to expedite the production.of the Draft EBS Report. 

d) We do not concur. SEAD-64A is included within Parcel 75(6); it was incorrectly identified 

as SEAD-64D in the text, but correctly identified in. Table 5-1. The text has been revised. 

e) The cre(:ks within a particular SWMU are ~dressed as·part of the investigation of that 

SWMU. If contamination is known to be present in the creeks within a parcel, it is considered 

when designating the environmental condition of the property for that parcel. 

···1 
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Comment A-136: 
#48 Page 5-2. Section 5.1 Parcel Designations, BRAC Parcel 3(1) 

a) The extent of this parcel is vague because it is described as encompassing most of 

the Depot Area. It is not clear from Figure 5-1 whether the extent of the Depot Area for 

Parcel 3(1) include the entire depot including the North Depot Area and South Depot 

Area, or just the Ammwution Area. Additional description of the area in the text would 

make this clearer. 

b) Furthermore, a RI/FS will be conducted for SEAD-12, which encompasses the 

former Special Weapons Area to the first row of igloos. Titls area is shown on Figure 5-

1 as being part oftbe BRAC Parcel 3(1). 

Response: 
a) For clarity, an additional description of this parcel area has been added to the text. 

b) See the response to Comment A-57. 

Comment A-137: 
#49 Page 5-3. Section 5.1.2 Category 2 Parcels 

BRAC Parcels 5(2) 

a) Referent to USTs by State Reg. No. should be consistent throughout the report. 

b) This listing of the USTs by State Reg. Nos. in this paragraph seems awkward and 

does not provide infonnation. c) It may be more useful to put the information in table 

f(:mnat with the UST and associated. d) The USts discussed in th.is section were not 

included in the table in Appendix B . . !fthese tanks were not listed because they are 

considered to be off-site by the state; this .should be stated, otherwise the tanks should 

be listed in the UST/AST table. 

Response: 
a) Additional information regarding tank registration numbers has been made available, and 

references to USTs by State Registration Number are now consistent thr9ughout the report. 

b) We do not concur. We believe this listing provides meful information. However, this 

information has been converted to table format. to facilitate presentatio~. 

c) We concur. Titls information has been converteq to table format. 
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d) We do not concur. All of these tanks are listed in the table in Appenclix C. Note that the 

second column of this table is the State Registration Number; the first is the associated building 

number. 

•.Comment A-138: 
#50 Page 5-4. Section 5.1.2 Category 2 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 7(2) 

a) The first sentence of the p~ph should have a verb. 

b) It would be helpful to provide infonnation about the location of this parcel in the text . 

if only to state that the parcel is located at the airport. 

c) If a UST is listed as a parcel, is the adjacent building also considered to be part of the 

parcel or is the building in BRAC Parcel 3(1 )? According to the text, one could infer 

that the UST and building are not the same parcel, however Figure 5-1 shows the 

building as being part of the parcel. 

d) This comment also applies to BRAC Parcels 8(2), 9(2); 10(2). 

Response: 
a) We concur. The verb "is" has been added to the text . . 

b) We concur. Locational information has been added to the text. 

c) BRAC guidance requires that USTs and ASTs containing mo~e than 600 gallons of product 

be identifi~_with a 0.25-acre circle centered on the tank. The designated parcet' area pertains to 

the land v.jthin a 0,25-acre area, not the building structure. 

d) See the re&-ponse to Comment A-13 8c. 

Comment A-139: . 
#51 Page 5-5. S;ction 5.1.2 Category,2 Parcels ' : ;·· , . 

· BRAC Par~ l 11 (2) 

A brief description of the location of this site in the text would be helpful. At a 

minimwn, the area of the Qepot where this site is located would be useful. 
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Response: 
For clarity, an additional description of the location of this site has been added to the text. 

Comment A-140: 

#52 Page 5-6. Section 5.1.2 Category 2 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 21 (2) 

If colwnbite ore was stored in this warehouse, should some type of sampling be 

conducted prior to detennining the category of this facility? 

Response: 
We do not concur. The ore stored in the building was containerized, and there was no 

documented evidence of a release. Therefore, Category 2 is appropriate. Additionally, a 

radionuclide survey of this building was conducted, and no evidence of contamination was 

detected. The results of the radionuclide survey have been mentioned in the text. 

Comment A-141: 
#53 Page 5-7. Section 5.1.2 Category 2 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 24(2) 

A-62 

It seems inappropriate to include Building 307 in Category 2 because the building is a 

RCRA hazardous waste storage facility operating under interim status. Closure of this 

facility must be completed in accordance with RCRA and NYSDEC.re~ations. This 

storage facility should be classified as Category 7 pending completion of the closure 

activities. 
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Response: 
We do not concm with this comment. The status of closure is not .necessarily the determining 

factor in the designation of the environmental condition of the property. The facility is used for 
the storage of hazardous materials and there is no evidence of a release. Therefore, Category 2 

is appropriate. 

Comment A-142: 
#54 Page 5-8. Section 5.1.2 Category 2 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 26(2) 
. ~ . . 

The sentences which:discuss the USTs by nwnber are awkward. The USTs should be 

referenced consistently throughout the text. 

Response: ; . 
See the response to Comment J:i..-137a. 

Comment A-143: 
#55 Page 5-8. Section 5.1.2 Category 2 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 28(2) 

a) It is not clear whether BuilQing 103 is included in this parcel with the associated 

UST or only the UST. b) According to Section 4.5·, Bcilding 103 will be retained by 
.the DOD. · . . 

Response: 
a) See the response to Comment A-138c. 

b) At the request of SEDA, all of the installation was characterized regardless of potential reuse 

plans. 
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Comment A-144: 
#56 Page 5-8. Section 5.1.2 Category 2 Parcels 

BRAC Parcels 28(2) and 29(2) 

COMMENT RESPONSE PACKAGE 

It would be useful to have a site location plan of the area being discussed in this section 

of the report. 

Response: 
Comment noted. 

Comment A-145: 
. #57 Page 5-9. Section 5.1.2 Category 2 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 31 (2) 

Building 106A is a preventative medicine laboratory. a) Were there any biohazard 

concerns at this facility or at the U.S. Army Health Clinic? b) Does this parcel include 

the building or only the UST? 

Response: 
a) At one time, medical waste was stored at this facility in appropriate biohazard containers. 

There have been no documented releases of medical wastes. This infonnation has been added 

to the Draft Final EBS Report. 

b) See the response to Comment A-138c. 

Comment A-146: 
#58 Page 5-13. Section 5.1.2 Category 2 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 48(2) 

Although Parsons Engineering-Science recommends the classification of the SWMUs 

to the Army, the final decision is determined by the USEPA, NYSDEC, and the Army. 
• . . . . . 

Response: 
Comment noted. The text has.been revised accordingly. 

A-64 Senec·a Anny Depot Activity. New York 
. EE9$ 1lSO'APPENDIXA l/1119'1/IIRAO'SD/EBS/I 



APPENDIXA COMMENT RESPONSE PACKAGE 

Comment A-141: 
#59 Page 5-14, 'Section 5.1.2 Category 2 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 65(2) 

This parcel appears to have been assigned the wrong designation and placed in the 

incorrect section of the report because it is classified as Category 7 pending cleaning 

and evaluation of the integrity. 

Response; 
See the response to Comment A-2 7. 

Comment A-148; 
#{i0 Page 5-15. Section 5.1.3 Category 3 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 114(3) 

The oil/water separator in Building 7432 should be cleaned and evaluated for integrity. 

Perhaps the oil/water separator should be classified as Category 7 pending cleaning and 

evaluation of the integrity. 

Respon~e: 
We do not concur. Guidance requires that oil/water separators be treated the same as USTs. 

There is no documented evidence of leakage from, or flooding of, this oil/water separator. 

Fµrthennore, it is the intent of the U.S. Anny to address oil/water sepru;atora prior to the transfer 

of any property that contains them. 

Comment A-149: 
#61 Page 5-16. Section 5.1.4 Category 5 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 55(5) 

The acronym AOC stands for area of co~cem not area of contamhiatioi:i . .. 

Response: 
The text has· been corrected. 

. . ... 
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Comment A-150: 
#62 Page 5-16. Section 5 .1.4 Category 5 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 56(6) 

COMMENT RESPONSE PACKAGE 

Tilis parcel consists of the composite SWMUs designated as the Ash Landfill and also 

the disposal area (SEAD-64D) located south of the Ash Landfill. fyich area, the Ash 

Landfill and SEAD-64D, has been recommended for a RI/FS. The Feasibility Study for 

the Ash Landfill is being completed with a removal action of source soils having been 

conducted. The disposal area, SEAD-64D, has been grouped with two other disposal 

areas, the former construction landfill (SEAD-11), and~ disposal area (SEAD-64A), for 

the development of a Project Scoping Plan for performing a CERCLA RI/FS. It would 

be more efficient to classify the Ash Landfill and the disposal area (SEAD-64D) as 

separate parcels because of the different RI/FS progress status. Furthermore, since the 

RI/FS has not been conducted at SEAD-64D, this parcel should be classified as a 

Category 7 parcel. 

Response: 
We do not concur. D~signation of a category is based on the environmental condition of the 

property, not on RI/FS progress status. 

Comment A-151: 
#63 Page 5-17. Section 5.1.4 Category 5 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 56(5) 

Second Paragraph 

a) The Building 2203 should be labeled cm a sHe map. It is not shown on Figure 5-1. 

b) For clarity, the five SWMUs which have been grouped together should be referred to 

as the Ash Landfill since several reports have been issued about the site using this 
' 

designation. 

c) The description of the sites in this paragraph is not well organized. The debris pile 

was located in the southern portion of the SEAD-64D. This is not clear from the text. 
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Response: 
a) Facility 2203, which is a loading platfonn, has been labeled on Figure 5-1. 

b) For clarity, this infonnation has been added to the text. 

c) Comment noted. An effort has been made to clarify this section. 

Comment A-152: 
#64 Page 5-17, Section 5.1.4 Category 5 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 57(5) 

The 11 pitchblende storage igloos, which are designated as SEAD-48, have been 

recommended for a RIIFS and the site has been grouped with SEAD-63 and SEAD-12 

for the development of Project Scoping Plan. It would be more appropriate to classify 

this parcel as a Category 7 parcel because-the results of the ESI conducted at the site 

indicated that more evaluation is required. 

Response: 
We do not concur. Designation of a category is based on the .environmental condition of the 

property and, in this case, the available evidence indicates that the designateq category is 

appropriate. 

Comment A-153: 
#65 · Page 5-17. Section 5 .1.4 Category 5 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 58(5) 

SEAD-34 is currently scheduled to undergo a RI/FS, not a mini-risk assessment as 

stated in the text 

Response: · :. · · · 
Comment noted. The text has been revised accordingly. 
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Comment A-154; 
#66 Page 5-18. Section 5.1.4 Category 5 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 59(5) 

Some type of location description would be helpful. 

Response: 
· A description of the location of this parcel has been added to the text for clarity. 

Comment A-155: 
#67 Page 5-19. Section 5.1.4 Category 5 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 61 (5) 

a) This parcel, which encompasses the area designated as SEAD-12A, was 

recommended for a RI/FS. During the development of the Project Scoping Plan for a 

CERCLA RI/FS, the Army, EPA, and NYSDEC detennined that the boundary.of the 

SWMU should be expanded to include the area ofSEAD-12A, SEAD-128 which is 

located adjacent to SEAD-12A, Wld sections of the former Special Weapons Area to the 

first row of igloos. This SWMU has been designated as SEAD-12. SEAD-12 now 

includes all the grounds within the former Special Weapons Area, north ofth~ storage 

igloos and excluding the area designated as SEAD-63. b) It would:~ more appropriate 

to classify SEAD-12 as a Category 7 parcel because the results of the ESI indicated that 

. further investigation-in the form of a Rl/FS is required. 

c) In additio11t the area designated .as the BRAC Parcel 3(1) appears the include sections 

· of SEAD-12. The areas for BRAC Parcel 3(1) should be revised to ip.corporate the new 

boundary ofSEAD-12. 

Response: 
a) Comment noted. 

b) See the response to Comment A-57. 

c) See the response to Comment A-57. · 
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Comment A-156: 
#68 Page 5-20. Section 5.1.5 Category 6 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 67(6) 

a) SEAD-4 is a Munitions Washout Facility and Leachfield which includes several 

buildings (Buildings 2076, 2078, 2079, 2073, 2084, and 2085), roadways, and a pond. 

During the ESI, no leachfield was identified, however, three difference surface water 

drainage areas were found to have been impacted. The description ofSEAD-4 should 

be ~evised to indicate the above infonnation. Specifically, in the second paragraph, 

reference to impacts to the surface soils, sediment, surface and groundwater at the leach 

field should be revised since the leach field was not found. 

• b) As part of the ESI Report, a CERCLA RI/FS was recommended to be performed at 

the SWMU designated as SEAD-4. It would be more appropriate to separate SEAD-4 

from the construction debris landfill (SEAD-11) and the boiler plant blowdown leach 

pit (SEAD-38). SEAD-11 has also been recommended to undergo a RI/FS and a 

Project Scoping Plan for a CERCLA RI/FS has been developed for the group of 

SWMUs designated as SEAD-11, SEAD-64A, and SEAD-64D. A separate Project 

Scoping.Plan has been developed for SEAD-4 .. 

c) Finally, since a RI/FS has 'not been conducted at SEAD-4 or SEAD-11 ret, these 

parcels should be classified as Category 7 parcels. 

Response: 
a) The text has been revised to indicate thatthe leach field was not found. 

b) See the tesporise to Cottmient A-150. 

c) See the response to Comment A-152. 

Comment A-157: 
#69 Page 5-21. Section 5.1.45 Category 6 Parcel~ 

BRAC Parcel 67(6) 

· •, . ·. : . ·., ·: ! . 

a) The area referred to as the "50 Area" is not shovm on a site map or described in the 

report. It would be useful to discuss this earlier in the report and to locate it on a map. 
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b) What does SMK mean? 

Response: 
a) See the response to Comment A-86. 

b) These are the initials of one of the field investigators; they were used to label and track areas 

of visual inspection. Explanatory text has been added. 

Comment A-158: 
#70 Page 5-22. ~ection 5.1.5 Category 6 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 70(6) 

a) Building 608 is not shown on Figure 5-1 .. -., 
b) The SWMU designated as SEAD-52 consists of Buildings 608,610,611, and 612. 

Since the finalization of the ESI Report, it was decided by the USEPA and NYSDEC 
.• 

that a Rl/FS should be conducted at this site. This site has been combined with SEAD-

60 in the development of a Project Scoping Plan for a CERCLA RI/FS. Therefore, it 

would be more appropriate to classify these sites as Category 7 parcels because it was . 

determined that more investigation is required. 

Response: 
a) Building 608 has been added to Figure 5-1 . 

. b) See the response to Comment A-152. 

Comment A-159: 
#71 Page 5-24.' Section 5.1.5 Category·6 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 75(6) 

a) This parcel appears to be SEAD-64D which was included in BRAC parcel ·56(5). In 

addition, the description does not agree with the location on Figure 5-1. This may have 

been confused with SEAD-64A whjch is also a disposal area. 

A-70 

b) Because both sites are scheduled for a RI/FS, it would be more appropriate to 

. classify these sites Category 7 parcels. 
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Response: 
a) This parcel is associated with SEAD-64A. The text incorrectly stated SEAD-64D. The text 

has been corrected. 

b) See the response to Comment A-152. 

Comment A-160: 
#72 Page 5-25. Section 5.1.5 Category 6 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 77(6) 

It would be more appropriate to classify the fire training pit, SEAD-26, as a Category 7 

parcel because the results of the ESI indicated that more investigation, in ~e form of a 

RI/FS, was required. Currently the R1 has been completed but the Feasibility Study and 

development ofremedial actions have not been completed. 

Response: 
See the response to Comment A :.152. 

Comment A-161: 
#73 Page 5-26. Section 5.1.5 Category 6 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 83(6) 

SEAD-50 will not undergo a RI/FS, According to the ESI Report for Eight Moderately 

Low Areas of Concern, a Decision Document which would outline a limited sampling 

program and a removal action was recomme~ded. 

Response: 
Comment noted. The text has been revised accordingly. 

Comment A-162: 
#74 Page 5-28. Section 5.1.5 Category 6 P~1pel_s 

BRAC Parcel 88(6) 

. . , .. . ·· , ... , .. ,. 

Other sites, which were reported to have spills based on interviews with site personnel, 

were classified as Category 7 parcels. Therefore, this parcel should_ also be classified as 
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a Category 7 parcel because the dwnping of PCB oil was based on an interview and 

more evaluation is required to confinn the infonnation and to determine the impact to 

media. 

Response: 
We do not concur. Enough is known regarding this incident to lead Woodward-Clyde and the 

installation to conclude that, at a minimwn, remedial actions involving removal of the stained 

soil will be required. 

Comment A-163: 
#75 Page 5-28. Section 5.1.5 Category 6 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 89(6) 

See comment #77. 

"Response: 
Reference to comment #77 (CRP Comment A-165) does not make sense. We believe the 

commentor. is referring to comment #74 (CRP Comment A-162). In which case, see the 

response to Comment A-162. · 

Comment A-164: 
#76 Page 5-28. Section 5.1.5 Category 6 Parcels . 

BRAC Parcel 90(6) 

This parcel consists of the fire training and demonstration pad, which is a SWMU 

designated as SEAD-25. The results of the ESI indicated that the site should undergo a 

RI/FS. Therefore, this site should be classified as a Category 7 because further 

evaluation is required in the fonn of a RI/FS. 

Response: 
See the response to Comment A-152: . 
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Comment A-165: 
#77 Page 5-29. Section 5.1.5 Category 6 Parcels 

BRAC91(6) 

A RI/FS Project Scoping Plan is being developed for this site, not an EIS Workplan as 

stated in the text. 

Response: 
Comment noted. The text has been revised accordingly. 

Comment A-166: 
#78 Page 5-29. Section 5.1.5 Category 6 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 93(6) 
.. 

a) The deactivation furnace, designated as SEAD-17, is operating under interim status 

as part of the Part B RCRA pennit. Proper closure of the site must be conducted as part 

of the requirements ofthe.RCRA permit. Th.is information should be included in this 

section of the text. · 

b) This site should be classified as a Category 7 parcel pending completion of closure. 

Response: 
a) We concur. This information has been added to the text. 

b) See the response to Comment A-152. 

Comment A-167: . 
#79 page 5-33. section 5.1.5 Categ<>ry 6 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 102(6) , . .i. 

This parcel should be classified as a Category 7 parcel because more infounation is 

needed to detennine if the evidence of spills on the dirt fl<;>or will require remedial . 
, • • ' • t ; ·, ,' ..._ , : • • I ~ • • • • • • • 

actions. 

Response: 
We do not concur. We believe it is the installation's position that, at a minimum, remedial 

action_s involving rem_!)val of the stained_ soil and confirmatory sampling will be required. 
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Comment A-168: 
#80. Page 5-34. Section 5.1.5 Category 6 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 104(6) 

COMMENT RESPONSE PACKAGE 

A Project Scoping Plan for a CERCLA RI/FS is being developed for SEAD-66, not an 

ESI Workplan as stated in the text. 

Response: 
Comment noted. The text has been revised accordingly. 

Comment A-169: 
#81 Page 5-35. · Section 5.1.5 Category 6 Parcels 

BRAC Parcels109(6) and l 10(6) 

The IRFNA site, which is designated as SEAD-134, is scheduled to undergo a RI/FS. 

This site should be classified as Category 7 parcel because the results of the ESI 

indicated that more investigation and evaluation of the site is necessary. 

Response: 
See the response to Comment A-152. 

Comment A-170: 
#82 Page ·S-35. Section 5.1.5 Category 6 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 111(6) 

Buildings 813,814,815, 816, and 817 are located in tll~ fonner Special Weapons Area. 

These buildings are part of the SWMU designated as SEAD-12, which has been 

recommended to undergo a RI/FS. 

Response: 
See the response to Comment A-136b. 
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Comment A-171: 
#83 Page 5-36 Section 5.1.5 Category 6 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 112(6) 

a) Buildings 803, 804, and 805 and SEAD 12B are now included in the SWMU 

designated as SEAD-12. A Project Scoping Plan for a CERCLA RI/FS has been 

prepared for this site and includes an inspection of the interior of these buildings. It 

would be more appropriate to combine these buildings and the area ofSEAD-12B into 

the same parcel as SEAD-12A. 

b) PJthough Building 803 was classified as a No Action SWMU, the building is a 

RCRA storage faciUty operating under interim status. This facility must undergo a 

closure process as a 'requirement of the RCRA pennit. This infonnation should be 

added to the discussion. 

· c) •These buildings should be cfassified as Category 7 parcels because of the pending 

RI/FS. 

Response: 
a) See the response to Comment A-57. 

b) . This infonnation has been added to the text. 

c) See the response to Comment A-152. 

Comment A-172: 
#84 Page 5-37. Section 5.1.5 Category 6 Parcels · 

BRAC Parcel 115(6) 

The North Administration Area was not described earlier. Is it part of the North Depot 

Aiea? 

Response: . . ' . ~ 

.. _ ..•. ;- • ~ ~ • I ~ _.' 

Yes. The text has been revised accordingly. 

.. . 
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Comment A-173: 
#85 Page 5-39. Category 6 Parcels 

BR.AC Parcel 120(6) 

a) The OB/OD grounds are currently operating under interim status under a RCRA Part 

B Pennit. Proper closure is required for these sites. Th.is information should be added 

to the description of this parcel. b) These sites should be classified as Category 7 

parcels pending completion of closure requirements. 

c) Building T-2110 is not shown on Figure 5-1. 

d) In the second paragraph, the study was an ESI not as EIS. 

e) It would be more appropriate. to separate the site designated as SEAD-70 from the 

other $fee sties. SEAD-70 has been impacted by P AHs in the sediments, and arsenic in 

the soil. A mini-risk assessment was recommended for this site. SEAD-45 and SEAD-

57 have been impacted by explosives and other constituents associated.with ordnance 

disposal. These two sites have been combined in a Project Scoping Plan for performing 
. ' . 

a CERCLA RIIFS. 

f) The area outlined on Figure 5-1 as Parcel 120( 6) is much larger than the areas 

considered for SEAD-45 and SEAD-57 as shown in the Project Scoping Plan for 

SEAD-45 and SEAD-57. It is unclear why the boundaries for these sties were 

expanded. 

Response: 
a) We concur. This information has been added to the text. 

b) See the response to Comment A-152 . . 

c) This building has been labeled on Figure 5-1. 

d) We concur. The text has been revised accordingly. 

e) We do not concur. Designation of a category is based on the environmental condition of the 

property, not on the particular contaminant constituents. 
. . :-·~ \ . . 

f) This parcel also includes additional areas identified during ·the EBS field investigations that 

have been contaminated by training activities. This informatiot1 has been added to the text . 
• : ' ' ! . . . . 
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Comment A-174: 
#86 Page 5-40. · Section 5.1.5 Category 6 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 122(6) 

This parcel should be SEAD-58, not SEAD-57 as stated in the text. 

Response: 

We concur. The text has been revised accordingly, 

Comment A-175: 
#87 Page 5-41. Section 5.1.5 Category 6 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 134(6) 

Other sites, which were determined to have releases based on interviews with SEDA 

· personnel, were classified as Category 7 parcels. Therefore, this site should also be a 

Category 7 parcel because more information is required to determine whether a release 

has occurred and the media which have been impacted. The definition of a Category 6 

parcel implies that storage, release, disposal, and/or migration has been confinned, but . . 
required response actioJ1S have not yet been implemented. Therefore, rumored· sites 

should be _classified as Category 7, which are areas that require additional evaluation. 

Response: 
Rumored sites were evaluated based on interviews, visual inspections, and document searches. 

If the results of the evaluation provided sufficient evidence to support the conclusion that a 

. r,elease had occurred and that minimal remedial actions will -be required, the area was -

designated as Category 6. lfthe evidence did not support this conclusion, then the site was 

designated as Category 7. 

~ . : 
.•, i. 

• ., • ' • • = • • • ~ f '~. ; .. ,,. . -. _ 

#88 Page 5-42. Section 5.1 .6 Category 7 Parcels 
:. i" t • • •' . , : '. •, : : • •. I • • •.•' ·-:. • : •: ~ 

BRAC Parcels 130(7) and 131 (7) . . , , . < .. , 
' a) The D~ck Po~d Area is not l~cat~d on the si~~n~a~::- <.: : '.' ,Ji ' 

' ' . 
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b) These parcels appear to be nearer to the fonner Special Weapons Area than to the 

Duck Ponds. 

Response: 
a) See response to Comment A-56. 

b) We do not concur. Since these parcels are outside of the fence surrounding the Special 

Weapons Area, the Duck Ponds location 'is more appropriate. 

Comment A-177: 
#89 Page 5--42. Section 5.1.6 Category 7 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel 132(7.) 

.,, Building 810 is included in SEAD-12, which will undergo a RI/FS. 

Response: 
See the response to Comment_A-136b. 

Comment A-178: 
#90 Page 5--42. Section 5.1.6 Category 7 Parcels 

BRAC Parcel i33(7) 

Building 819 is included in SEAD-12, which will undergo a RI/FS. 

Response: 
See the response tp Comment A-136b 

Comment A-179: 
#91 Figure 5-1 

a) The following areas were pre'.sented in th~ text and should be shown on the site map: 

A-78 

Duck Pond Area 

Elliot Housing 

fonner Special Weapons Area 

North Administration Area 
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b) BRAC Parcel 97(6), which is also designated as SEAD-59, should extend on both 

sides of the access road to Building S-311. 

c) The PCB storage facility, Building 301, is shown as a Category 1 parcel on the 

figure. 

d) BRAC Parcel 56(5), which is also designated as SEAD-64D, should extend west to 

the railroad tracks. e) Building 2203 is not identified. f) SEAD-64D is also shown as 

BRAC Parcel 143Q-X. Results of the ESI did not indicate the pr~sence of explosives at 

the site. 

g) BRAC Parcel 67(6), which is also designated as SEAD-4, should extend to the 

boundaries established for the RI/FS. 

h) BRAC Parcel 94(6) seem to include B~lding 310 and/or 366. 

i) BRAC Parcel 120(6) appears to be much larger than the combined areas of the 

SWMUs described in the text. 

Response: 
a) See the response to Comment A-86. 

b) We concur. The boundary of this parcel has been extended on the figure. 

c) See the response to Comment A-1368.: 

~) We concur. The boundary of this parcel has been extended. 

e) Facility 2203, a loading dock, has been labeled on Figure 5-1. 

f) We concur. Qualified Parcel 143Q-X actually corresponds with SEAD-24, as stated in 

Table 5-lb. Figure 5-1 has been revised accordingly . . 

g) We concur. The boundary of this parcel has been extended to reflect the RI/F~ Workplan 

dated July 1996. 

h) These buildings should not have been included ~ this parcel. The parcel.l?o~~ has been 

changed to reflect this. 

i) Seethe response to CommentA-173f. ; _: ·;:·-;- r ..... 
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Comment A-180: 
#92 Page 5-44 _Section 5. I. 7 Qualified Parcels 

. It is not clear why only six sites were described in this section. The qualified parcels 

listed in Table 5-2 are not shown on Figure 5-1 as stated in the text. Some type of 

explanation woul_d be helpful. 

Response: 

The text has been revised to describe all qualified parcels of open land in this section. Since 

they are numerous, qualified buildings are not described individually, but are listed in Table 

5-lb. 

Comment A-181: 
#93 Page 5-44. Section 5.l.7 Qualified Parcels 

BRAC Parcel I 08Q-X 

A Project Scoping Plan for a CERCLA RJ/FS at SEAD-46 is being developed, not an 

ESI .Workplan as stated in the text. 

Response: 

Comment noted. The text has been revised accordingly. 

Comment A-182: 
#94 Table 5-1 

. It is unclear why some of the BRAC Parcels are listed out of order. Specifically, BRAC 

Parcels 65(2), !.14(3), and 134(6). 

Response: .. 
. . . ~) . . . ' , :-, 

See-the response to comment A-135c . 
. . ,_1. 

Comment'.A-183: · 
#95 Table 5-2 . i' · · 

A legend for the qualifiers should be added at the enµ of the table. 
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Response: 
We concur. A legend has been added to this table, 

Comments on the Sampling and Analysis Recommendations 

Comment A-184: 
#1 . Page 2 BRAC Parcel 94(6) 

This BRAC parcel is the S\VMU designated as SEAD-16. The Project Scoping Plan 

for that site should be reviewed to determine whether the surface soil sa...'llpling 

recommended in this report is already scheduled as part of a RI/F'S. 

Response: 
This comment will be addressed in the Final SAR Report. 

Comment A-185: 
#2 BRAC Parcel 96(6) 

This parcel was not listed as a site to be sampled, however, the EBS report stated that an 

interview conducted during the EBS revealed that petrolewn had been released and 

paints and solvents may have been released in the area of Building 306. 

Response: 
See the response to Comment A-184 . 

.. 
Comment A-186: 
#3 Page 3 BRAC Parcel 111(6) 

Buildings 813 through 817 are located within the bowidary of the SWMU designated as 

SEAD-12. These buildings are scheduled t~ be scr~ned for ~ionuclides as part of a 

RI/FS field program which has been outlined in the Project Scoping Plan. This Project 

Scoping Plan should be reviewed to detennine if the surface soil sampHng and 
. . .. . .... -. 

growidwater monitoring well installation recommended in this report have already been 

scheduldd for the Rl/FS. · · 
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Response: 
See the response to Comment A-184. 

Comment A"187: 
#4 Page 5 Item 2( e) 

Areas where unknown materials were buried which will be investigated by trenching 

should be conducted using Level B personnel protective equipme~t. 

Response: 
See the response to Comment A-184. 
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B.1 RESPONSES TO INSTALLATION COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT FINAL EBS 
REPORT 

' B.1.1 RESPONSES TO SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTIVITY COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT 

FINAL EBS REPORT 

ENTITY: Seneca Army Depot Activity 

INDMDUAL: Mr:· Stephen Absolom 

TITLE: BRAC Environmental Coordinator 

DATE: February 201 1997 

Comment B-1: 
A marked copy ofTable·2-3 from the Draft Fina] EBS Report was submitted as comments. 

Response: 
These revisions have been incorporated into the Final EBS Report. 
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8.2 RESPONSES TO U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMENTS ON THE 
DRAFT FINAL EBS REPORT 

B,2.1 RESPONSES TO U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY, REGION II 

COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT FINAL EBS REPORT 

ENTITY: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region II 

INDIVIDUAL: Carla Struble, P.E. 

TITLE: Federal Facilities Section 

DATE: January 24, 1997 

Comment B-2: 
This is with regard to the revised draft Environmental Baseline Survey Report (EBS) prepared 

by Woodward-Clyde for SEDA through the U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers New York District 

and Seattle District. Appendix A only included responses to EPA comments dated July 15, 

1996, but responses to EPA 's August 9, 1996 comments on the Draft Sampling Analysis 

Recommendations (SAR), and our October 7, 1996 comments on the BRAC 1995 Enclave . 

Sites were not addressed. EPA would like to facilitate SEDA's efforts to accommodate the 

greatest amount of property for lease or ~fer. To that end, we would like to~ our 

comments addressed to the greatest extent possible. After reviewing Woodward..Clyde's 

response in Appendix A to EPA's July 15, 1996 comments, the remaining issues are discussed 

below. 

Response: 
Comment noted. The August 9, 1996 comments on the Draft S~pling and Analysis 

Recommendations (SAR) were not addressed in the Draft Final EBS Report because they will 

be addressed in the Final SAR·Report. The October 7, 1996 comments are reproduced at the 

end of this section (see Comments B-9 and B-10) for convenience, and responses to these 

comments are now provided. 
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Comment B-3: 
Original Comment: 

CERFA Parcel Map - Fiwe 5.1 
The CERF A Parcel Map should show and label Reeder Creek, Kendia Creek, Indian Creek, 

etc., and the 72 SEADs identified in the Solid Waste Management Unit (SWMU) Classification 

Report for the Seneca Army Depot Activity finalized by the Army in September 1994. To help 

expedite EPA's review and concurrence on real property SEDA, an updated Plate 1-1 "Solid 

Waste Management Unit Locations" from the SWMU Classification Report is desirable. This 

map should preferably be a transparent overlay which could be placed.over the CERF A Parcel 

Map and the LRA's Reuse map. 

· Anny Response: 

As we discussed on Janua,ry 9, 1997, Woodward-Clyde states that this is outside the scope of 

work for preparation of the EBS. You indicated that a transparent overlay which could be 

placed over the CERF A Parcel Map and the LRA's Reuse map (an updated Plate 1-1 "Solid 

Waste Management Unit Locations" from the SWMU Classification Report) may be available. 

EPA ·would find such a map beneficial in expediting our concurrence. 

· Response: 
The installation will work with EPA and provide them with requested maps. 

Comment B-4: 
0.riginal Comment: 

SECTION TIIREE: Property Characteriz.ation . . 

Page 3-5 Table - MAIN DEPOT MUNITIONS S1:0RAGE: For each facility and igloo listed, 

it should be noted whether or not munitions were stored there. If so, specifically what types of 

munitions are/were they, for how l()ng,thyy were stored, whether the mwutions were stored for 

eventual use or demilitarization, destruction and disposal, whether or not a release had occurred . 

. If not, can: th~ Army certify that no releases occurred? When d~scribing the function of Facility 
• • • ' • • • • • • ' ., • • •A • : ~ • 

.2202,"S'QlS!fEN·GP INS" n~ds. to.be explained. . .. , 

A-88 

-.·: 

Seneca Anny_ Depot Activity. New York 
EnilJSD'APJ>elOIX.A ,ti 1m1BRACJSD'EIS,IJ 



APPENDIXA COMMENT RESPONSE PACKAGE 

Woodward-Clyde's Response: 

The Army's contractor believes that infonnation on the type of munitions, the length of storage, 

or the eventual use is not pertinent to the determination of the environmental condition of the 

property. 

EPA disagrees and encourages the Anny to detennine if this information is available. 

R~ponse: 
The detailed information requested is not available. However, storage of munitions precludes a 

release given that the munitions are stored in sealed containers. During the course of the EBS 

records review, interviews, and visual inspections, documented evidence of a release related to 

munitions storage was not found. 

Comment B;.s: 
Original Comment: 

SECTION 4J -Sources.of Potential Contaniination From Adjacent or Surrounding Property: 

A location map should be developed to supplement this section which shows SEDA and all 

potential sources of contamination described in the text and in the tables of this. section. The 

directions of groundwater flow/groundwater elevations should also be provid~d. 1bis map 
•, ,t 

should be drawn to scale ~d preferably larger than 8-1/2 inches by 11 inches. 

Woodward..Clyde's Response: 

An additional figure addressing this comment has been included in S~tion Four. 

The direction of groundwater flow is toward the west in.flgure 4~1, ·but other.SEDA documents 

submitted to EPA :have stated that there is evidence of a groundwater divide near __ Route ·96 on 

the eastern flank of SEDA. East of the divide groundwater -flows into Cayuga,Lake and west of 

the divide it flows into Seneca Lake. 1bis discrepancy should be clarified an9 the figure 

corrected as needed. • 

Serie~ Lake, Keridai~ Creek and the lake housing ;hould 6-e inciudedJn this 'figure. : The SEDA 

property boundary, including the lake housing and property surroundfug; Kendaia'. Creek, should 

be enhanced to be distinguishable from the roadways. Why is SR 96 red? 
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Response: 
The discrepancy regarding the groundwater information has been rectified and the figure 

revised accordingly. 

The additionaJ information has been added and other modifications made to the figure as 

requested. 

State Route 96 is in red ~use it is a primary highway and this has been added to the legend. 

Comment B-6: 
Original Comment: 

APPENDIX A - Database Search Report - Spill Records: 

Page #17 through Page #27 lists State Record Details of Spills, Lusts.and Cleanups but' no 

locations are given. None of the property on or adjacent to these incidences should be classified 

by the Anny as Category 1. 

Woodward-Clyde's response: 
.;,· 

It is stated that a revised map showing all the locations has been included in the revised draft 

EBS report, but the figure nwnber or map location has not been not provided. 

Response: -·· 
The information presented in the appencUx is a reproductidn 6f a report provided by a 

subcontractor. This information was requested prior to the EBS site visit and. was used as a 

starting point. The information in the appendix is not longer current. Tables 2-3 and 2-4 

present incidents of spills and LUSTs, respectively, that are current and ~nsistent with the 

installation's records. They represent the most up-to-date information available on historic 

spills and LUSTs at the Seneca Anny Depot Activity; Areas corresponding ·to incidents of the 

release of hazardous substances or pe·trolewn products have been appropriately assigned to 

parcels designated as either Category 3, 4, 5 or 6. To assist in locatitig these areas on Figure 

5-1, the parceH1bels and nwnl?ers have been added to Tables 2-3 and 2-4 'in the Final EBS 
Report. .• 
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Comment B-7: 

Additional Comment:· 

As we discussed on January 9, 1997, in addition to the CERF A map, EPA's concurrence on the 

Army's uncontaminated parcels would be facilitated by separating the CERF A map into 8 1/2" .. 

X 11 11 figures. You agreed that these figures could be provided. 

Response: 
Woodward-Clyde has provided EPA with the requested 8 1/2" x 11" figures. 

Comment B-8: 
The comments. of EPA as offered here in response to the Revised Draft EBS should not yet be 

construed as EPA concurrence on the uncontaminated parcel detenninations as offered by the 

Army. The extent of EPA's concurrence on uncontaminated parcels will be contingent upon 

the Anny's response to our July 15, 1996, August 9, 1996, October 7, 1996 comments, those 

mentioned above and EPA's final review of the revised Draft EBS already submitted._ Fonnal 

EPA concurrence on the Army's uncontaminated parcel determinations will subsequently by 

provided by Region II of EPA after its review of any Army responses and the revised Draft 

EBS. During our last BRAC Cleanup Team meeting, the Anny informed tis that SEDA 

became final on the Base Closure List on September 28, 1995. 

Response: 
Comment noted.' 

Comment B-9: 
In September 1996, EPA received a.Jetter from Tetra Tech, Inc. regarding their preparation of 

the Draft Disposal ru,td Reuse Environmental Impact Statement for SEDA Inc~uded in th~ · 

correspondence, was a list of the BRAC 95 Enclave Sites _at SEDA, with a location map of the . ... .. , .. , . . . 

Enclave Sites. I~ appears that some information regarding these enclave sites (strategic war 
· ' . 

reserve ore piles and hazardous materials warehouses) has been omitted from the Draft EBS 

Report and Draft SAR.· EPA commented on the Draft EBS and Draft SAR on July 15, 1996 

and August 9, 1996 respectively, but have not yet received the revised documents. EPA would 

like to facilitate SEDA's efforts to accommodate the greatest·amount of property for lease or 
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transfer. To that end, we would like to see our comments below addressed by revision to the 

draft EBS, CERFA Parcel Map, draft SAR, etc. 

Warehouse Buildin(ls 350. 348,347,339 and 357 are listed by Tetra Tech as BRAC 95 Enclave 

Sites, but not identified on the EBS CERFA map as BRAC parcels, they are not listed in Table 

5-1 (BRAC Parcel Descriptions) and not included in text of Section Five which describes the 

BRAC parcels. The text, tables and CERF A map of the EBS should incorporate the 

appropriate infonnation, even though BBS Section 4.5 states that the strategic ore piles and 

haz.ardous materials warehouses are~ to be retained by DoD. 

Response: 
All of these issues were addressed in the Draft and Draft Final EBS Reports. In these reports, 

all of the listed warehouses were included in Parcel 3(1). Even though they may be used for 

haz.ardous storage in the f4ture, at the time of the EBS investigation, none of these warehouses 

was documented as having stored hazardous materials. Subsequent to the submittal of the Draft 

Final EBS Report, documentation was found indicating that Building 357 had been used for 

hazardous materials storage and that releases had occurred ~ide of the building. lbis 

warehouse has been designated as Category 3 in the Final BBS Report. Ore piles containing 

materials with known hazardous constituents have been designated as distinct Category 6 

parcels in all three reports. 

Comment B-10: 
· .. , Strategic Ore Piles: Section Five describes these ore piles as haz.ardous materials, where 

USA THAMA has concluded that the uncovered ore could migrate into the environment 

through air dispersal of dust particulate or transport of particulate thro~gh suiface water runoff. 

What sampling is DoD proposing to deterrine· 'if the ore piles are so~s 6f contamination to 

adjacent or surrounding property that DoD does plan to transfer or lease? . The SAR should be 

revised to address this concern. 
. r • ' : 

• I ~ • 

Response: 
lbis comment is on the Draft SAR Report and will be addressed in the Final SAR Report. 
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8.3 RESPONSES TO ST ATE COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT FINAL EBS REPORT 

B.3,1 RESPONSES TO NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL 
CONSERVATION COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT FINAL EBS REPORT 

ENTITY: New York State Department of Environmental Conservation 

INDIVIDUAL: Kamal Gupta 

TITLE: Bureau of Eastern Remedial Action, Division of Environmental 

Remediation 

DATE: D~cember 26, 1996 

Comment B-11: 
1. Our comment nwnber 9 (iii)(b) addressed the Anny's rumor list. We requested 

confinnatiori of listed disposal activities either through a reliable source or by an appf<:>priate 

sampling and analysis program. The Anny in response to our comment stated that reasonable 

efforts have been expended, including interviews, record review, and visual inspections to 

· conclude that no additional investigation is warranted. However, the reasons given for 

elimination ofrumorHst item number 4, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12,13, 14, and 17 in Table 4-3 of. 

section 4 of BBS 're;ort ~ not satisfactory. All these listed items have 'beeri eliminated based . 

on interviews with persons who have questio~able knowledge of the stated disposal activity . . 

For som~ activiti_es the EBS states rumor confu:med or coriflicting infonnaiion obtain&!,: but 

still proposes n~ ·~~r action. For each ~~~ed dlspo~al activity; the Anny sh~uld pr~vide 
. . I 

an authentic source, , which should. contradict the ri.uno~ed disposal, ~ctivity .to justify its •' . '. · 

elimination from further investigation. Without such docwnentation.we cannot accept a 'no · 

further action for these listed items. 
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Response: 
Regarding item number4, which involves potential dumping in fonner fann wate(_wells, it is 
the position of the U.S. Anny that Seneca's existing groundwater monitoring program should 

detect problems {fthere are any. From the perspective of the EBS, without specific locations of 

these alleged activities it is not possible to designate a specific environmental condition of 

'property parcel. 

Regarding item number 6, concerning coal storage north of the s~t st<;>rage building and 

elsewhere. The U.S. Anny has agreed to investigate the fonner coal storage area north of the 

salt storage building and an additional Category 7 parcel has been added to the Final EBS 

Report. Locational infonnation concerning any other coal storage areas was not available and, 

therefore, no other additional parcels could be designated. 

Regarding item number 8, concerning the burial of drums in a hill north of Post 3. Although no 

evidence was found to confirm the reported activity, the U.S. Army has agreed to investigate 

this area. An additional Category 7 parcel has been added to the Final EBS Report. . 

Regarding item number 9, concerning I'l.il:1ored burial of DDT cans under the "ice rink." 

Although no eviden~ was found to confirm the_ reported activity, the U.S. Army has agreed to 

investigate ~s area . . An additional Category 7 parcel has been added to the Final E:(3S Report. 

Regarding item nwnber l 0, which concerns a reported filled-in pond. Installation personnel 

reviewed aerial photographs dated from the time the installation was being built. No evidence 

of grciund disturbance.or a pp~d in the location reported was observed. 

Regarding item nwnber 11,'~ncernirig a benn ~d roads in the vicinity of Building 309 . . A 
. . . ' . . . . 

tentative location for thi~ a+tivity was identified and c:lesignated parcel l 09(7) in the Draft Final 
l•. • 

EBS Report. 

Regarding item number 12, concerning a concrete plant and staging area. Installation personnel 

reviewed aerial photographs dated from the time the installation was being built. Evidence of a 

concrete plans was not observed in a circa 1941 photograph; however, a staging area near Post 

2 was observed. This area is included in Parcel 57(6). 
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Regarding item number 13, concerning the cleaning ofloading docks. This activity cannot be 

confinned because there is no identified location for the alleged activity. Without a specific 

location for this activity, it is not possible to designate a specific environmental condition at 

property parcel. 

Regarding item number 14, concerning coal ash south of Building 123. The U.S: Army has 

agreed to investigate this area and an additional Category 7 parcel has been added to the Final 

EBS Report. 

Regarding item numqer 17, concerning heibicide treated soil and for fill along a portion of the 

"Q-Area" fenceline. This item corresponds with a portion of the previously identified SWMU, 

SEAD-51, A No Action agreement has been reached regarding this SWMU. 

Comment B-12: 
2. Table 2-3 • Spill List: A comparison of the table found in the draft EBS and the draft 

final EBS reveals a number of discrepancies. Agency identification numbers, quantities 

spill'ed, facili.ties involv~, and dates of occupancy listed in the draft final ~ersion differ 

significantly from the original table. Please have the consul~t ~rrect these 

·· differences and provide an accurate summary of spills at· the Depot which have been 

reported to the NYSDEC. 

Response: 
The spill list presented in the Draft BBS Report was not consistent:with installation records arid 

was revised for the Draft Final EBS Report. These changes were made based on information 

provided by the installation. A few additional changes h~ve· ~eri mad~ to the spill lis't in the · 

Final BBS Report (see Comment B-1), which is consistent with insWlatioiireci>rds. 
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B.4 RESPONSES TO U.S. ARMY MATERIAL COMMAND COMMENTS ON THE 

DRAFT FINAL EBS REPORT 

The U.S. Anny Materiel Command did not comment on the Draft Final EBS Report, 
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B.5 RESPONSES TO U,S, ARMY ENVIRONMENTAL CENTER COMMENTS ON 

THE DRAFT FINAL EBS REPORT 

The U.S. Anny Environmental Center did not comment on the Draft Final EBS Report. 

Seneca Anny Depot Activity, New York 
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APPENDIXA COMMENT RESPONSE PACKAGE 

8.6 RESPONSES TO U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS COMMENTS ON THE 
DRAFT FINAL' EBS REPORT 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers did not comment on the Draft Final EBS Report. 

Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 
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APPENDIXA COMMfNT RfSPONSf PACKAGf 

B. 7 RESPONSES TO OTHER COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT FINAL EBS REPORT 

No other agencies commented on the Draft Final EBS Report. 

" . . 
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DATABASE SEARCH REPORT 





Pa.ge # 1 

VISTA INFOR MATION SOLUTIONS 

FACILITY RISK PROF ILE 
Client Project/P.O. No.: 
Client Reference Name: 

VISTA Report No.: 088933011 
Date of Report: ·Nov. 9, 1995 

SITE DESCRIPTION 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

ROMULUS, NY 
14541 
SENECA COUNTY 

ADDITIONAL SEARCH CRITERIA 
Facility Names: 1) ARMY 

2) GSA~Q 

3) USDOD 
4) OLD SAMPSON 
5) COAST GUARD 

Street Names: 1) THIRD 2) BLDG 3) BUILDING 4) SENECA 5) 
ARMY 6) RT-414 7) RT-96 8) SDSSE 9) SMITH 

A search of the VISTA Environmental Database found facility record( s) which fit the 
above site descriptions and/or additional search criteria. The following is a summary of 
the combined risks listed in those records: . 

Summary of Environmental Risks at ·Site 

Records of Existing or Potential Contamination 
• Site is a Federal Superfund Site(NPL) 
• Site is listed on the US EPA 's Evaluation System(CERCLIS) 
• . Site has had RCRA Corrective Actions imposed(CORRACTS) 
• Site has reported spill incidents (ERNS) 
• Site is on State cleanup list (SPL/SCL) 
• Site has reported incidence of Leaking Underground Storage Tanks 

(LUST} 
• Site has reported spill incidents listed in the State's Spill Database 

(SPILLS) 
Records of Hazardous Materials or Environm~ntal Permits 

See the l~ t two pages for a d~ riptlon or how thl1 rep~ is produced and the agency luta searched, 

@VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. , 1995 

5060 Shor-d> un Place , Suite 300, San Diego, CA 92122 

(Rev. 6.01, Oct 20 1995 , () ) 

Nov. 9, 1995,R.cport # -0ilo9330ll 

For more info callt (619) 450-6100 



Page# 2 

• Site is a hazardous waste treatment/storage/disposal facility(RORIS 
TSD) 

• Site generates hazardous waste{RORIS Generator) 
• Site has a permit to discharge waste water (PCS} 
• Site produces regulated air emissions{ AIRS} 
• Site operates a public drinking water system(FRDS) 
• Site listed in the EPA FINDS system{FINDS) 
• Site utilizes storage tanks(UST / AST} 
R ecords of Environmental Non-Compliance 
• Site has violations under the RORA program(RORIS) 

SH the b at two pages for a d~ riptloo of how thia report i , produced and the agency liAt1 au.rched. 

5060 Shore.hm Pl ace, Suite 300, San Diego, CA 92122 

(Rev. 5.01, Oct 20 199S. ()) 

Nov, 9, 1g95-Report #-0!3d933011 

For more info c al l: (619) 450-6100 
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INVENTORY OF ENVffiONMENTAL RECORDS REVIEWED 
Records of Existing and Potential Contamination 

List Record Rec. Not 
Agency /Database Type of Record Available Found Found 
US EPA NPL FEDERAL SUPERFUND SITE y X 

US EPA CERC/NFRAP CERCLIS(C)/NFRAP(N) SITE y C 

US EPA CORRACTS CORRECTIVE ACTIONS SITE y X 

~ US EPA ERNS SPILL NOTIFICATION y X 

STATE SPL/SCL CONTAMINATED SITE y X 

STATE LUST LEAKING TANKS SITE y X 

STATE SOLID WASTE SOLID WASTE SITE y X 

STATE SPILL SPILL SITE y X 

Records Indicating Hazardous Materials or Environmental Permits Present 
List Record Rec. Not 

Agency /Database Type of Record Available Found Found 
US EPA RCRIS HAZ WASTE TSD SITE y X 

US EPA RCRIS HAZ WASTE TRANSPORTER y X 

US EPA RCRIS HAZ WASTE GENERA.TOR y X 

US EPA PADS PCB HANDLER y X 

US EPA CICIS CHEMICAL PRODUCER SITE y X 

US EPA TRIS TOXIC CHEMICAL RELEASES y X 

US EPA PCS WASTE WATER PERMIT y X 

US EPA AIRS REGULATED AIR EMISSIONS y X 

U.S EPA FATES PESTICIDES PROCESSOR y X 

US EPA FRDS PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY y X 

US EPA FINDS FACILITY INDEX SYSTEM y X 

STATE UST/AST TANK SITES y X 

. -
Records of Environmental Compliance 

List Record Rec. Not 
Agency/Database Type of Record Available Found Found 
US EPA RCRIS RCRA COMPLIANCE y X 

US EPA RA.ATS RCRA AD MIN, ACTIONS y X 

US EPA PCS NPDES COMPL/ENF y X 

US EPA AIRS AIR EMISSION COMPLIANCE y X 

US EPA FTIS FIFRA./TSCA/EPCRA COMP y X 

US DoL OSHA OSHA COMPLIANCE y X 

US EPA SETS RESPONSIBLE PAltl'Y y X 

US EPA DOCKET CIVIL JUDICIAL ACTIONS. .. y X 

© Vista Information Solutions, Inc. Nov, 9, 1996-Report #-088933011 



Page# 4 

VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC, 

General Records Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name 
Facility Address · 

Facility City/Zip 
Facility County 
VISTA# 

No details available for this list 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
: NOT REPORTED 
: ROMULUS, NY 14541 
: NOT REPORTED 
: 1211676 

FRDS Record Details 

© Vista Information Solutions, Inc. Nov. 9, .1995-Report # -088933011 



Page# II 

VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC, 

General Records ·Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
~acility City /Zip 
Facility County 

VISTA Enhanced 
City/Zip 
V~STA # 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
: BLDG 118 THffiD AVENUE 
: ROMULUS, NY 
: SENECA 

: ROMULUS , 14541 
: 3537044 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9204312 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: US ARMY 

Spill Details 
Incident Date: 07/15/92 

Substance: DIESEL 

Quantity: 2.00 GALLONS 

Media Affected: SOIL/LAND/SAND 

Spill Cause: MECHANICAL FAILURE/EQUIPM 

Remediation Status: CASE :CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

\' 

© Vista Information Solutions, Inc. Nov . 9, 1995•Report #-088933011 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

General Records Found Under Site DescriptioJ?. 
Facility Name 
Facility Address . 
Facility City /Zip 
Facility County 

VISTA Enhanced 
City/Zip 
VISTA# 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT . 
: BLDG 330 .... 
: ROMULUS, NY 

I 

: SENECA 

: ROMULUS , 14541 
: 4253884 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:_9306000 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

Spill Details 
Incident Date: 08/16/93 

Substance: HAZARDOUS 

Quantity: 5.00 GALLONS 

Media Affected: SOIL/LAND/SAND 

Spill Cause: HUMAN ERROR 

Remediation StatUB: ·. CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

© Vista Informa~ion Solutions, Inc. Nov. 9, 1995-Report # -088933011 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

General Records Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City/Zip 
Facility County 

VISTA Enhanced 
City/Zip 
VISTA# 

Resp. Name: 

Resp. City: 

Leak Date: 

Substance: 

Media Affected: 

Leak Source: 

Remed. Status: 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
: BLDG 710 

: -~OMULUS, NY 
: SENECA 

: ROMULUS , 14541 
: 4112546 

· · LUST Record Details 
Agency ID Number:8907242 

·owner Information 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

ROMULUS NY 

LUST Details . 

10/20/89 

FUEL OIL #2 

SOIL/LAND/SAND 

NON-COMMERCIAL INDUSTRY 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPL 

© Vista Information Solutions, Inc. · Nov. 9, Hl95-Report #-088933011 



VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

. . 
General Records Found Under Site Description 

Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City /Zip 
Facility County 

VISTA Enhanced 
City/Zip 
VISTA# 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
· rl '• 

: BLDG 806 
: ROMULUS, NY 
: SENECA 

: ROMULUS , 14541 
: 4112547 

LUST Record Details 
Agency ID Nwnber:8907722 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

Resp. City: ROMULUS NY 

. LUST Details 

Leak Date: 11/01/89 

Substance: FUEL OIL #2 
Media Affected: GROUNDWATER 

Leak Source: NON-COMMERCIAL INDUSTRY 

Remed. Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPL . 

© Vista Informatio_n Solution.a, Inc. Noy. 9, 1996-Report #-088933011 . 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

General.Records Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City/Zip 
Facility County 

VISTA Enhanced 
City/Zip 
VISTA# 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
: BUILDING #212 . 
: ROMULUS, NY 
:SENECA 

: R OMULUS , 14541 
: 4112548 

LUST Record Details 
, Agency ID Number:8910053 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

LUST Details 
Leak Date: 01/19/90 

Substance: FUEL OIL #2 

Media Affected: STREET/GUTIER/SEWER. 

Leak Source: NO~-COMMER.CIAL INDUS'fR.Y 

Remed. Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPL 

· ©Vista Information Solutfons, Inc. Nov. 9, 19-95-lteport # -088933011" 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

General Records Found Under Sit~ pescription.,, . .. 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City /Zip 
Facility County 

VISTA Enhanced 

City/Zip 
VISTA# 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
: 2452 QUARTERS AREA 
: ROMULUS, NY 
: SENECA 

: ROMULUS , 14541 
: 3539976 

LUST Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9204266 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: U S ARMY 

_Resp. Address: SAME 

LUST Details · 
Leak Date: 07 /14/92 

Substance: FUEL OIL #2 

Media Affected: GROUNDWATER 

Leak Source: NON-COMMERCIAL INDUSTRY 

Remed. Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPL 

.@Vista. Information Solutions, Inc. Nov. 9, 1996-Report # -088933011 ·.. : 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

J . 

General Records Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City /Zip 
Facility County 

VISTA Enhanced 
City/Zip 
VISTA# 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 1 
: ROUTE 414 
: ROMULUS, NY 
: NOT REPORTED 

: ROMULUS ; 14541 -
: 1123647 

State Spill Rec?rd Details 
Agency ID Number:8801942 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

Resp. Address: ROUTE 414 

Resp. (?ity: ROMULUS NY 

Spill Details 
Incident Date: 06/01/88 

Substance: UNKNOWN 

Media Affected: SURFACE WATER 

Spill Cause: UNKNOWN 

Remediation Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

© Vista Inform_a_tion Solutions, Inc. . Nov. 9, 1995~Report # -088933011 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

I 

General Records Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City /Zip 
Facility County 

VISTA Enhanced 
City/Zip 
VISTA# 

: OLD SAMPSON AIR FORCE BAS 
: ROUTE 414 
: ROMULUS, NY 
: SENECA 

: ROMULUS , 14541 
.: 1531488 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9100783 

Spill Details 
Incident Date: 07 /19/89 

Substance: PCB OIL 

Media Affected: SOIL/LAND/SAND 

Spill Cause: SLOPPY 'HOUSEKEEPING'/REL 

Remediation Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

© Vista. Informatio~ Solut_ions, Inc,. Nov . . 9, 1995-Report # -088933011 . . 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

·General Records Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 

Facility City/Zip 
Facility C~unty 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
: ROUTE 96 EAST BLDG 367 
: ROMULUS, NY 

VISTA Enhanced 
City/Zip 
VISTA# 

: SENECA 

: ROMULUS, 14541 
· : 4716365 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9310872 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: SENECA ARMY DEPOT . 

Spill Details 
Incident Date: · 12/06/93 

Substance: . UNKNOWN 

Media Affected: SOIL/LAND/SAND 

Spill Cause: DUMPING 

Remediation Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

.. ,., 

-· © Vista Information· Solutions, Inc, Nov: 9, 1995-Report #-088933011 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

-General Records Found Under Site Description 
Facility N arne 
Facility Address 
Facility City /Zip 
Facility County 

VISTA Enhanced 
City/Zip 

VISTA# 

Resp. Name: 

Resp. City: 

Leak Date: 

Substance: 

Quantity: 

Media. Affected: 

Leak Source: 

Remed .. Status: 

· : SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
: ROUTE 96A AIRFD BLDG 2305 

ROMULUS, NY 
SENECA 

ROMULUS , 14541 
1"21704 ' 

LUST Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9400104 

Owner Information 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

ROMULUS 

LUST Details 

04/04/94 

FUEL OIL #2 

100.00 GALLONS 

SURFACE .WATER 

NON-COMMERCIAL INDUSTRY 

CASE CLOSED/CLEA~UP COMPL 

LUST Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9307284 

.. ,, Owner Inforroation 
Resp. Name_: US ARMY SENECA OEPOT 

Resp. Address: SAME 

LUST Details 
Leak Date: 09/15/93 

Substance: FUEL OIL #2 

Quantity: 20.00 GALLONS 

© Vista Information Solutions, Inc. , Nov. 9, 1995-Report # -088933011 



SENECA ARMY DEPOT (continued) 
Media Affected: SOIL/LAND/SAND 

Leak Source: NON-COMMERCIAL INDUSTRY 

Remed. Status: CASE OPEN 

Resp. Name: 

Resp. Address: 

Resp. City: 

Leak Date: 

Substance: 

Quantity: 

Media Affected: 

Leak Source: 

Remed, Status: 

Resp. Name: 

Resp. City: 

·-· 
Incident Date: 

Subs ta.nee: 

Quantity: 

Media. Affected: 

Spill Cause: 

Remediation Status: 

LUST Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9209672 

Owner Information 
IT CORPORATION 

140 ALLENS CREEK RAD 

ROCHESTER,NY 

. LUST Details 
11/19/92 

FUEL OIL #2 

1700.00 GALLONS 

GROUNDWATER 

NON-COMMERCIAL INDUSTRY 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPL 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9400104 . 

Owner Information 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

ROMULUS 

Spill Details 
11/26/94 

. . 

NON-PCB OIL 

_2.00 GALLONS 

SOIL/LAND/SAND 

AUTO ACCIDENT 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

© Vista Informa.tion Solutions, Inc. Nov. 9, 1995_:-Report # -088933011 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

General Records Found Under Site Descripti~n 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City /Zip 
Facility County 

VISTA Enhanced 
City/Zip 
VISTA# 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT BLG 331 
: ROUTE 96A BLDG 331 
: ROMULUS, NY 
:SENECA 

: ROMULUS , 14541 
: 3860421 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9409986 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

Resp. Address: ROUTE 96 

Reap. qity: ROMULUS, NY 14541-5001 

Spill Details 
Incident Date: 10/24/94 

Substance: DIESEL 

Media Affected: GROUNDWATER 

Spill Cause: · HUMAN ERROR 

Remediation Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

© Vista Information Solutions, Inc. Nov. 9, 1995-Report # -088933011 



, . : 

... 
Page # 17 

VISTA __ INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

General Records Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City/Zip 
Facility County 

VISTA# 

Industry Description 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
: ,RTE 96 
: ROMULUS, NY 14541 

NOT REPORTED 
1340589 

Sic Code:8999 - SVC-SERVICES NEC 

Owner Name: 

Owner Address: 

Owner City: 

Owner State: 

State Clean-Up Record Details 
EPA ID Number:NY02i3820830. 

Agency ID Number:850006 

Owner .Information 
U.S. ARMY 

ROUTE 96A 

ROMULUS 

NY 

Site Information 

Facility Type: OPEN DUMP 

NPL Status: 

S_tate Status: REMEDIAL ACTION PENDING 

Waste #1: AMMUNITION WASTE 

Wast_e #2: CHLORlNATED SOLVENTS 

- .... 

Additional Details: Detailed Site Description Available. Call 1-800-877-3824 for Details. 

RCRA Record Details 
EPA ID Number:NY0213820830 

Genera.tor Details 
Waste Quantity Class: Generates at least 1000 kg./month of non-acutely hazardous waste ( or 1 

kg./month of a.cutely hazardous waste) . 

RCRA Record Details 

@ Vista Information Solutions, Inc. - - Nov. 9, 1995-Report # ~088933011 



EPA ID Number:NY0213820830 

TSD Details 
TSD Activities This facility is engaged in the treatment/storage and or disposal of 

hazardous waste 

Incinerator Universe: VERIFIED INCINERATOR FACILITY. 

Storage ~eatment Universe: VERIFIED STORAGE/TREATMENT FACILITY. 

Page# lll 

Violations: TSO Closure/Post Closure Req. Viol.: This handler has violations 
outstanding in the Closure/Post Closure Area 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID N umber:9402630 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: US ARMY/ SPRAGUE ENE 

Incident Date: 

Substance: 

Quantity: 

Media Affected: 

Spill Cause: 

Remediation Status: 

Resp. ·Name: 

Resp. Address: 

Incident Date: 

Substance: 

Quantity: 

Media Affected: 

Spill Cause: 

Remediation Status: 

Spill Details 

05/23/94 

FUEL OIL #6 

40.00 GALLONS 

S.OIL/LAND/SAND . 

OVERFILL/OVERFLOW 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID N~mber:9402116 

Owner Information 
SENECA ARMY DE~OT 

SAME 

'05/12/94 

DIESEL 

Spill Details 

15.00 GALLONS .. 

SOIL/LAND/SAND 

MECHANICAL FAILURE/EQ UIPM 

qASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

State Spill Retard Details · 
. Agen~y'ID Number :9400993 

© Vista Information Solutions, Inc, Nov. 9, 1995-Report # ~088933011 



Resp. Name: 

Resp. Address: 

Resp. City: 

Incident Date: 

Substance: 

Quantity: 

Media Affected: 

Spill Cause: 

Remediation Status: 

Resp. Name: 

Resp. Address: 

Resp. City: 

. Incident Date: 

Substance: 

Quantity: 

Media Affected: 

Spill Cause: 

Remediation Status: 

Owner Information 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

ROUTE 96 

ROMULUS, NY 

Spill J)etails 

04/13/94 

UNKNOWN 

530.00 POUNDS 

AIR 
HUMAN ERROR. · 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9011429 

Owner Information 

US ARMY/PETROL MGT S 

ROUTE 96A BLDG 2305 

ROMULUS, NY 14541 

Spill Details 

01/22/91 

FUEL OIL #2 
25.00 GALLONS 

SOIL/LAND/SAND 

OVERFILL/OVERFLOW 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE . 
·, ,· .. 

LUST Record Details 
Agency ID Number:940f(l30 

Owner µiformation 

Resp. Name: US ARMY/ SP~GUE E~E 

. . .. . LUST Details 
Leak .Date: · 02/12/90 ., . : 

. .. . ... . . .' 

Substance: GASOLINE (UNSPECIFIED) 

Media Affected: GROUNDWATER . 

Leak Source: NON-COMMERCIAL INDUSTRY 

Remed. Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPL 

· © Vista Information Solutions, foe. · Nov. 9, 1995-Repoit # -088933011 
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Resp. Name: 

Resp.' Address: 

Leak Date: 

Substance: 

Media Affected: 

Leak Source: 

Remed. Status: 

Resp. Name: 

Resp. Address: 

Resp. City: 

Leak Date: 

Substance: 

Media Affected: 

Leak Source: 

Remed. Status: 

Resp. Name: 

Resp. Address: 

Resp. City: 

Leak Date: 

Substance: 

Media Affected: 

Leak Source: 

Remed. Status: 

LUST Record Details 
Agency ID Nutnber:9402116 

Owner Information 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

SAME 

LUST Details 
09/22/88 

JET FUEL 

GROUNDWATER 

NON-COMMERCIAL INDUSTRY 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPL 

LUST Record Details 
Agency ID N umber:9400993 

Owner Information 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

ROUTE 96 

ROMULUS, NY 

LUST Details 
12/08/87 

GASOLINE (UNSPECIFIED) 

GROUNDWATER 

NON-COMMERCIAL INDUSTRY 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPL 

LUST Record Details 
Agency ID NWJlbei.:9O11429 

. • .J ! ' :'• 

· Owner Information 
US ARMY /PETRO,L MGT S 

ROUTE 96A BLDG 2305 
I • •. ,:'. 

ROMULUS, NY 14541 

LUST ;_D,etails 
11/16/87 . 

FUEL OIL #2 

GROUNDWATER 
, l :· I ( 

NON-COMMERCIAL .INDUSTRY 
_: t· ' 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPL 
. . . ;, . ~ '. ' . 

--
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State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Numb~r:8910830 

Owner Information 

Resp. Name: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

Incident Date: 

Substance: 

Quantity; 

Media Affected: 

Spill Details 

10/05/87 

FUEL OIL #6 

3000.00 GALLONS 

SOIL/LAND/SAND 

Spill Cause: 

Remediation Status: 

M.ECHANICAL FAILURE/EQUIPM 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:8805363 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

Resp. Address: ROUTE 96 

Resp . City: ROMULUS NY 

Incident Date: 

Substance: 

Quantity: 

Media Affected: 

02/25/93 

SEWAGE 

Spill Details 

500.00 GALLONS 

SOIL/LAND/SAND . 

Spill Cause: 

Remediation Status: 

MECHANICAL FAILURE/EQUIPM 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

Resp. Name: 

Resp. Address: 

Resp . City: 

Stat~· Spill Record Details 
Agency ID,Number :8707703 

. Owner Information 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

ROUTE 96 

ROMULUS ·NY 

Spill Details 

Incident Date: 03/01/93 

Substance: DIESEL 

Quantity: 80.00 GALLONS 

Media Affected: SOIL/LAND/SAND 
: :'• 
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SENECA ARMY DEPOT (continued) 

Spill Cause: OTHER CAUSE 

Remediation Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID N umber:8706958 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: SENECA ARMY DEPOT BL 

Resp. Address: ROUTE 96 

Resp. City: ROMULUS NY 

Incident Date: 

Substance: 

Quantity: 

Media Affected: 

Spill Cause: 

Spill Details 
11/30/92 . 

NON-PCB OIL 

30.00 GALLONS 

SOIL/LAND/SAND 

HUMAN ERROR 

Remediation Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:8705646 

Resp. Name: 

Resp. Address: 

Resp. City: 

Owner Information 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

ROUTE 96A .·.· 

ROMULUS NY 

Spill Details 

Incident Date: 11/09/92 

Substance: FUEL OIL #2 ' 

Quantity: 15.00 GALLONS 

Media Affected: SOIL/LAND/SAND 

.. . 
, . . 

Spill Cause: MECHANICAL FAILURE/EQUIPM 

Remediation Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Numbet:9213269 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

Resp. Address: SAME 
:.:, .. 

... ' 
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Spill Details 
Incident Date: 10/28/92 

Substance: HAZARDOUS 

Quantity: 3.00 GALLONS 

Media-Affected: SOIL/LAND/SAND 

Spill Cause: HUMAN ERROR 

Remediation Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9213247 

Owner Information 

Resp. Name: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

Resp. Address: SAME 

Spill Details 

Incident Date: 09/23/92 

Substance: FUEL OIL #2 

Quantity: 10.00 GALLONS 

Media Affected: GROUNDWATER 

Spill Cause: HUMAN ERROR 

Remediation Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

LUST Record Details 
. . 

Agency ID Number :8910830 

Owner Information 

Resp. Name: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

LUST Details . 

Leak Date: 09/22/92 . j 

Substance: FUEL OIL #2 

Media Affected: SOIL/LAND/SAND 

Leak Source: NON-COMMERCIAL-INpUSTRY ,. , · 

Remed . Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPL 

State· Spill R~cord Det,ail!:! 
Agency ID Number:9210155 

.. 
Owner Information, 

Resp, Name: R L BATES 

Resp. Address: CONTRACTOR 

;, 
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Incident Date: 

S}lbstance: 

. Quantity: 

Media Affected: 

Spill Cause: 

Remediation Status: 

Spill Details 

09/09/92 

HAZAROOUS 

252.00 GALLONS 

SOIL/LAND/SAND 

HUMAN ERROR 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9209232 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

Resp. Address: SAME 

Incident Date: 

. Substance: 

Media Affected: 

Spill Cause: 

Remediation Status: 

Spill Details 

09/08/92 

WASTE OIL 

SOIL/LAND/SAND 

HUMAN ERROR 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9208729 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

Resp. Address: :·. SAME 

. . · Spill Details 

Incident Date: 10/30/91 

Substance: HAZARDOUS 

Quantity: 

Media Affected: 

Spill Cause: 

Remediation Status: 

5.00 GALLONS 

SOIL/LAND/SAND 

HUMAN ERROR · 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE ' 

LUST Record Details 
Agency ID Number:8805363 

. ··; • I, 
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Resp. Name: 

Resp. Address: 

Resp. City: 

Owner Information 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

ROUTE 96 

ROMULUS NY 

LUST Details 
Leak Date: 09/13/91 . 

Substance: FUEL OIL #2 

Media Affected: GROUNDWATER 

Leak Source: NON-COMMERCIAL INDUSTRY 

Remed, Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPL 

Resp. Name: 

Resp. Address: 

Resp. City: 

LUST Re~ord De{ails 
Agency ID Number:8707703· 

Owner ' Information 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

ROUTE 96 

ROMULUS NY 

LUST Details . 
Leak Date: 09/10/91 

Substance: GASOLINE {UNSPECIFIED) 

Media Affected: GROUNDWATER 

Leak Source: NON-COMMERCIAL INDUSTRY 

Remed. Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPL 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9207312 

Resp. Name: 

Owner Information 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

Resp. Address: SAME 

SpHl Details . 
Incident Date: , . 04/23/91 

Substance: HAZARDOUS 

Quantity: 45.00 · GALLONS 

Media Affected: SO.1L/LAND/$AND ; 

Spill Cause: UNKNOWN 

Remediation Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

© Vista Information Solutions, Inc. Nov. 9, 1995-Report #-088933011 · 

Page# 2S 



State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9207220 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: SENECA ARMY DEPOT PR 

Resp. Address: SAME 

Incident Date: 

Substance: 

Quantity: 

Media Affected: 

Spill Cause: 

Remediation Status: 

04/17/91 

JET FUEL 

Spill Details 

18.00 GALLONS 

SOIL/LAND/SAND 

MECHANICAL FAILURE/EQUIPM 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID N umber:9206730 

· Owner Information 

Resp. Name: US ARMY 

Resp. Address: RTE 96 

Resp. City: ROMULUS N.Y. 

Incident Date : 

Substance: 

Quantity: 

Media Affected: 

Spill Cause : 

Remediation Status: 

Spill Details 

05/23/95 

NON-PCB OIL 

5.00 GALLONS 

SOIL/LAND/SAND 

MECHANICAL FAILURE/EQUIPM 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9206638 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: U S ARMY 

Incident Date: 

Su·bstance: 

Quantity: 

Media Affected: 

Spill Cause : 

01/04/95 

DIESEL 

Spill Details 

100.00 GALLONS 

SOIL/LAND/SAND 

MECHANICAL FAILURE/EQUIPM 
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SENECA ARMY DEPOT ( continued) 
Remediation Status: CASE OPEN 

Resp. Name: 

Resp . Address: 

Resp. City: 

Leak Date: 

Substance: 

LUST Record Details 
Agency ID Number:8706958 

Owner Information 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT BL 

ROUTE 96 

ROMULUS NY 

LUST Details 
12/ 08/ 94 

FUEL ·011 #2 

Media Affected: 

Leak Source: 

Remed. Status: 

SOIL/LA ND/SAND 

NON-COMMERCIAL INDUSTRY 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPL 

Program Name: 

Agency Id: 

Program Name: 

Agency Id : 

Program Name: 

Agency ld: 

Program Name: 

Agency Id: 

Program Name: 

Agency Id: 

Program Name: 

Agency Id : 

FINDS Record Details 
EPA ID Number:NY0213820830 

Agency Id Information 

Haz Waste 

NY02 I 3820830 

NPDES 

NY0021298 ~ : : '' . 

AIR 

3609900003 

AIR 

3609900011 

CERCLIS 

NY0213820830 

Fed Activities 

NY-213820830 

' .. ' .. ~ : / 

• 'l 

. ,:.:J. 

© Vista lnf9rmation Solutions, Inc. Nov . 9, 1995-Report # -08893301-1 · · 

Page# 27 



Page# 28 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT ( continued) 
Program Name: Fed Activities 

Agency Id: NY-971520830 

Program Name: TOXICS-PADS 

Agency Id: NY0213820830 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

General Records Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City/Zip 
·Facility County 

VISTA# 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
: SDSSE-AD 
: ROMULUS, NY 14541 
: SENECA 
: 374101 

NPL Record Details 
EPA ID Number:NY0213820830 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC • 

. Gen~ral Records Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City/Zip 
Facility County 

VI~TA # 

: US COAST GUARD LORAN STATI0N S 
: SENCA ARMY DEPOT 
: ROMULUS, NY 14541 
: NOT REPQRTED 
: 445447 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9306216 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: US COAST GUARD 

Spill Details 
Incident Date: 08/21/91 

Substance: 

Media Affected: 

Spill Cause: 

DIESEL 

GROUNDWATER 

OTHER CAUSE 

Remediation Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 
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VISTA I NFORMATION SOLUTI ONS, INC. 

General Records · Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City/Zip 
Facility County 

VISTA Enhanced 

City/Zip 
VISTA# 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT BG 2079 
: SENECA ARMY BLDG 2079 
: ROMULUS, ·NY 
: SENECA 

: ROMULUS, 14541 
: 4719832 

LUST Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9307375 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

LUST Details 
Leak Date: 09/17/93 

Substance: · FUEL.OIL #6 

Media Affected: SOIL/LAND/SAND 

Leak Source: NON-COMMERCIAL INDUSTRY 

R.emed. Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPL 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, I_NC. 

General Records Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name 

Facility Address 

Facility City /Zip 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT BLD 357 
: SENECA ARMY DEPOT BLG 357 

ROMULUS, NY 
-.Facility County 

VISTA Enhanced 

City/Zip 
VISTA# 

Resp. Name: 

Resp. Address: 

Incident Date: 

Substance: 

Quantity: 

Media Affected: 

Spill Cause: 

Remediation Status: 

: NOT REPORTED 

ROMULUS , 14541 
1356147 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency. ID N umber:9004170 

Owner Information 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
'•. · 

SAME 

Spill Details 

07/13/90 

HAZARDOUS 

5.00 GALLONS 

SOIL/LAND/SAND 

MECHANICAL FAILURE/EQUIPM 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

LUST Record Details 
Agency ID N umber:9004170 

Owner Information 

Resp. Name: SENECA i'RMY DEPOT 

Resp. Address: SAME · 

LUST Details 

Leak Date: 12/19/87 

Substance: GASOLINE (UNSPECIFIED) 

Media Affected: GROUNDWATER - \ 

•., 
• .I '. 

. .. - . 
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SENECA ARMY DEPOT BLD 357 ( continued) 

Leak Source: NON-COMMERCIAL INDUSTRY 

Remed. Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPL 

Resp. Name: 

Resp. Address: 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:8708149 

Owner Information 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

RT 96 

Spill Details 
Incident Date: 06/09/92 

Substance: HAZARDOUS 

Quantity: 5.00 GALLONS 

Media Affected: SOIL/LAND/SAND 

Spill Cause: , HUMAN ERROR 

Remediation Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number :9202883 

Owner Information 
Resp. ·Name: U S ARMY 

Spill Details 
Incident Date: 04/23/92 

Substance: HAZARDOUS 

Quantity: 1.00 GALLo'NS 

Media Affected: SOIL/LAND/SAND 

. Spill Cause: HUMAN ERROR 

Remediation Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

LUST Record Details 
' ' 

Ag~ncy ID Number:870814~ 

Owner Information . · · • 
Resp. Name: 

Resp. Address: 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

RT 96 

. • • . • :-

. .: ·- ' 

· ,: LUST· Details: 
Leak Date: 03/27 /92 

Substance: FUEL 011 #2 
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SENECA ARMY DEPOT PX STA ( continued) 

Quantity: 

Media Affected: 

Leak Source: 

Remed, Status: 

75.00 GALLONS 

GROUNDWATER 

NON-COMMERCIAL INDUSTRY 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPL 

, 1_' I 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

General Records Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City/Zip 
Facility County 
VISTA# 

USARMY 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
ROMULUS, NY 14511-5001 
NOT REPORTED 
2495496 

UST Record Details 
Agency ID Number:8-416118 

Owner Information 
Owner Name: SENECA ARMY DEPOT AC 

Owner Address: ROUTE 96 

Owner City: ROMULUS 

Owner State: NY 

Owner Z_ip: 14541 

Tank Information 
Number of Above Ground Tanks: 91 

Number of Underground Tanks: 175 

Tanks Details 
Tank Id: -188A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 

· Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

40600 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

165A 

FUEL OIL 

285 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

. i 
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US ARMY ( continued) 
Pipe Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: MONITOR PRESENT 

. Tank Id: 059U 

Tank Contents: OTHER 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

Pipe Type: GALVANIZED STEEL 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 026U 

Tank Contents: OTHBR 

Tank Size: 2005 GALLONS 

Tank Status: CLOSED & REMOVED 

Tank Material: FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

Pipe Type: GALVANIZED STEEL 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 025U 

Tank Contents: O'J'HER 

Tank Size: 2005 GALLONS 

Tank Status·: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

Pipe Type: GALVANIZED STEEL 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 023A 

Tank Contents: OTHER 

Tank Size: 500 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL , 

' ., . 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON . 

Leak Monitor: MONITOR PRESENT 
( , ..... , , 

Tank Id: 170A 

Tank Contents: UNLEADED GAS 

Tank Size: 500 GALLONS 

. © Vi~ta Information 'Solutioris, Inc. 
, I , 

· . · · Nov. 9, 1995-Report # -088933011 
: . . ' . ·. 



Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: · 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

. Tank Sti,.tus: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

US ARMY (continued) 
ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

COPPER 

MONITOR PRESENT 

065A 

FUEL OIL 

500 GALLONS · 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

COPPER 

MONiTOR PRESENT 

016A 

FUEL OIL 

500 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

COPPER 

MONITOR PRESENT 

008A 
.. • ; 

FUEL OIL 

500 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL ' ' 

COPPER 

MONITOR PRESENT 

073A 

DIESEL 

2000 GALLONS· 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE . 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

MONITOR PRESENT 

,··•. i 

Tank Id: 088A ... I,. 

·" · ' 
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US ARMY ( continued) 
Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 500 GALLONS 

Tank Status: AC'I'.IVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: MONITOR PRESENT 

Tank Id: 090A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 500 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIV£/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: MONITOR PRESENT 

Tank Id: 199A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tan~ Id: 193A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CA'113ON STEEt 

Pipe Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR · · ' 

Tank Id: I92A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 
. I 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: COPPER 
,, 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR! 
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US ARMY ( continued) 

Tank Id: 191A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 189A 

Tanlc Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank StatUB: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 174A 

Tank Contents: UNLEADED GAS 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank StatUB: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: GALVANIZED STEEL 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 173A .... . 
Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank StatUB: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE -· 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 
·. ,.{ 

. :.1\ . . . 

Tank Id: 145A ~ "} . \ 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL :_. . '. : • •~ ·.,. • • · / -.., • _I 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVIC~ : · 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 
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Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

'l'ank Size: 

US ARMY (continued) 
COPPER 

NO MONITOR 

067A 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

COPPER 

NO MONITOR 

063A 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

COPPER . 

NO MONITOR 

060A 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

COPPER :;~ 
. NO MONITOR 

054A 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE , 

CARBON STEEL 

COPPER 

NO MONITOR .. . . ~ ( 
. ,. _, 

053U 
., .. ~. 

FUEL OIL 

2500 GALLONS 
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US ARMY ( continued) 
Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

Pi~e Type: FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

Leak-Monitor: MONITOR PRESENT 

Tank Id: 048U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 1000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

Pipe Type: GALVANIZED STEEL 

Leak Monitor: MONITOR PRESENT 

Tank Id: 038U 

Tank Contents: OTHER 

Tank Size: 10000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

Pipe Type: FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

Leak Monitor: MONITOR PRESENT 

Tank Id: 036U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 1000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA · 

Pipe Type: GALVANIZED STEEL 

Leak Monitor: MONITOR PRESENT 

Tank Id: 032A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OiL 

Tank Size: 2000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE · 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 
; ,~ ',; . ,, .. -. 

Pipe Type: GALVANIZED STEEL 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR '; • ~ I • ; _ 

• .•I 
. ' .' 

Tank Id: 027 A 
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US ARMY ( continued) 
Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 022A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 014A · 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE ,. 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pip~ Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 004A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: A.CTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR . ' l 

Tank Id: 003A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status : ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 
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Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material : 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

US ARMY (continued) 

002U 

FUEL OIL 

1000 GALLONS 

CLOSED & REMOVED 

FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

COPPER 

NO MONITOR 

OOlU 

FUEL OIL 

2500 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

MONITOR PRESENT 

224A 

FUEL OIL i '. 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

COPPER 

NO MONITOR 

f' 

223A 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVIC.E 

CARBON STEEL 

COPPER 

NO MONITOR ; ~ : . 

,_:_.-_ .. 

Tank Id: 222A 

'rank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: . 275 GALLONS ... · · . .:·.·, 
Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVIC~, _... , 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 
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US ARMY (continued) 
Pipe Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 221A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 220A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 219A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL ·.· 

Pipe Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 218A . ·.I.· 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL · 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: COPPER • I 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 
:, .. ;}r 

Tank Id: · ' 217A 

'Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 
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US ARMY ( continued) 
Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 216A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Materia.i: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 209A 

Tonk Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 211U 

Tank Contents: UNLEADED GAS 

Tank Size·: · 3000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE · 

Tank Material: FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

Pipe Type: FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

Leak Monitor: MONITOR PRESENT 

Tank Id: 210U 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

UNLEADED GAS' , ;: 

3000 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE · 

Tank Material: FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

Pipe Type: FIBERGLASS REINFORCED ;PLA •;.; ,, .. _, ,' 

Leak Monitor: MONITOR PRESENT :- ' . ·. 

Tank Id: 208A 

., 
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Tank Contents: 

US ARMY (continued) 
FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

COPPER 

NO MONITOR 

207A 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

COPPER 

NO MONITOR 

206A 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

COPPER 

NO MONITOR 

Tank Id:. 205A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: COPPER 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 204A <i ' . 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

COPPER 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 
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Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: . 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank · Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

US ARMY ( continued) 

194U 

FUEL OIL 

40000 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

187A 

FUEL OIL 

60000 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

186A 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

COPPER 

NO MONITOR 

185U 

OTHER 

30000 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 
', 

' • r • • ~ 

FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA. 

MONITOR PRESENT 
,: :: I_ ·, . . 

007A •! 
, ' 

FUEL OIL :,, : _' 
~ . . ' 

550 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE .... 
I, •(· 

CARBON STEEL 

.. 
'' 

" · 

. •·• 

•:'•• .. •:· 

.. • ·ii.-·. 
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Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank"ld: 

Tank Contents: 

Ta.nk Size: 

Ta.nk Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status : 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

US ARMY ( continued) 
GALVANIZED STEEL 

NO MONITOR 

215A 

DIESEL 

6000 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL · 

COPPER 

MONITOR PRESENT .. 

215U 

DIESEL 

6000 GALLONS 

CLOSED & REMOVE'D 

FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

NO MONITOR 

214A 

FUEL OIL 

250 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

GALVANIZED STEEL 

NO MONITOR 

213U 

DIESEL 

550 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

STEEL/IRON 

MONITOR PRESENT 

212U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 
' . . . . 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

, .. 
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US ARMY ( continued) 
Tank Material: FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

Pipe Type: FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material:· 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Taruc Size: 

Tank Status·: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

NO MONITOR 

211U 

UNLEADED GAS 

4000 GALLONS 

UNKNOWN 

CARBON STEEL 

NO MONITOR 

210U 

UNLEADED GAS , 

· 4000 GALLONS 

UNKNOWN 

CARBON STEEL 

NO MONITOR 

209U 

LEADED GAS 

4000 GALLONS 

UNKNOWN 

CARBON STEEL 

NO MONITOR 

135U 

FUEL OIL 

1000 GALLONS 

;";• 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE .• · 

CARBON. STEEL 

STE~L/IRON 

Le~ Monitor: NO MONITOR , . . : 
' ; 

Tank Id: 134U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS .. ·. . ~ .. 
'· ' 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT .OF SERVICE . . 
• •• f • • ' •• 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

. i "')-' . . ·· :< ,, 
:·,,·.: 
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US ARMY ( continued) 
Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 

Tank Cont~nts: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Statw: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

133U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

132U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

131U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEitfIRON 

NO MONITOR 

130U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRO~. 

NO MONITOR 

129U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 
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US ' ARMY (continued). 
Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type.: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 128U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 127U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Taruc Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 126U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Taruc Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 125U . 

Tank Contents: FU EL OIL 
;·. 

Tank Size: 1000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE . ., ; 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 
• • • •• \ ,· . ' , ·; '1 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 
· r . · 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 124U 
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Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

· Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe.Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pitie Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

US ARMY ( continued) 
FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CAR.BON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

123U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

122U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CAR.BON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

121U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON_ 

NO MONITOR 

120U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 
I • • 

NO MONITOR . 

'; : 
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US ARMY (continued) 

Tank Id: 119U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/ IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 118U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 560 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/ IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 117U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/ IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 116U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: .. 
Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

.. · .. 
550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE . 

CARBON STEEL . 

STEEL/ IRON 

NO MONITOR 

115U · . . .. .·, . . 
' ' . 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 
' I .. : I • ~• ' ; . • ' • 

Tank Status: . TEMP OUT OF SERVIqE 
Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 
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Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Lea.k Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tanlc Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

US ARMY ( continued) 
STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

114U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

113U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

112U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 
' / 

Tank Id: lllU 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON ,-
NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: · llOU 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 
. J •. , . , • 
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Tanlc Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tonk Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tanlc Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

US ARMY ( continued) 
TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

109U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

108U 

FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: _550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: ­

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

107U 

FUEL OIL 

660 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE . 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor : NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 106U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 
. ' . 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

. ; ' , ~ ' ! ·, ·. I 

Tank Id: 105U 
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US ARMY ( continued) 
Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 104U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 103U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 102U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 660 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR' 

Tank Id: l0lU 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL• 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 
. ~: . 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 
\• 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 
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US ARMY ( continued) 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor : 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

lOOU 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SER\-1CE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

099U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

098U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SER'"1CE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

Tank ·Id: 097U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL . 

Tank Size: · 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SER\-1CE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor : NO MONITOR 
.·· , ... 

Tank Id: 096U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL ,\ , 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS ~:; ,' .. ;.. .. 
Tank Status: ACTlVE/IN SERVICE , . . 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

·· ·· -" 

. ; .. 

,•,.••I •, / • : !,. 

:· . .. '·· ;· : 
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Pipe Type: 

US ARMY (continued) 
STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank'Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

NO MONITOR 

095U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

094U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

093U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

'lank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

NO MONITOR 

092U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

· Tank Id: 091 U 
.:. •.° I I ; 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 
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Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

US ARMY (continued) 
TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

090U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

CLOSED & REMOVED 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: . 089U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 088U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

550 GALLONS 

CLOSED & REMOVED 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 087U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 
1 ( ., 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 
• • )·.' , .. 1 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 
j -· • • 

I •• r-

Tank Id: 086U 
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Tank Contents: 

US ARMY (continued) 
FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Lea.k Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

550 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

085A 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Lea.k Monitor: . NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Taruc Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Lea.k Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

084A 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

083A 

Tank Contents: FU EL OIL 

Tank Size: · 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

uak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Lea.k Monitor: 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

082A 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 
.. I 

NO MONITOR . 
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US ARMY (continued) 

Tank Id: 081U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 080U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 079U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 
I . ·. 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 078U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL . ..,: . . 
,. \, 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 077U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL :• I 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS ;, ., 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE .• r ., . 

Tank Material: · CARBON STEEL 
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US ARMY ( continued) 
Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 076U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 075U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Stat us: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 074U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material; CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 073A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: CLOSED &? REMOVED · 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON. . :.· '\ 

Leak Monito~: NO MONITOR 
:,: . ,' .. 

, , 

Tank Id: 072A 

Tonk Contents: FUEL OIL 
.. 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 
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Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id : 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 
, . 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor : 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

US ARMY (continued) 
ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

071U 

FUEL OIL 

1000 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

070U 

FUEL OIL 

1500 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

069U 

FUEL OIL 

1000 GALLONS. 

ACTIVE/IN SEitVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

068U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE . 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR ;, . 

Tank Id: 067A 

' • •• I • _' • • 
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US ARMY ( continued) 
Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: · CLOSED&; REMOVED 

Tank Mater1al: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

' 
Tanlc Id: 066U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tunic Size: 1000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: CLOSED &; REMOVED 
, ·· 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

... -
Tank Id: 065A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: CLOSED & REMOVED 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON . 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 064A 

Tunic Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Si,ze: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

: Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 063A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: CLOSED & REMOVED ·1 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: COPPER: · . . 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR .·, .·' 
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US ARMY (continued) 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tan.le Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor : 

Tank Id: 

062A 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

CLOSED & REMOVED 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

061A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material : · CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor : NO MONITOR 

Tank Id : 

Tank Content.s: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

O~OA 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS 

CLOSED & REMOVED 

CARBON STEEL 

COPPER 

NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 059A 
"> • . , .. 

Tank Content.s: 

Tank Size: 

Tank ·status: · 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS 

CLOSED & REMOVED 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 058U 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

. ' ,: 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE:·· ,'· , -. 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 
\, , : :, '. ', -_.· 

.. ;·: 
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US ARMY ( continued) 
Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 
~, .. 

Tank Id: 057U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 3000 GALLON$ 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 056U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 1000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: ~O MONITOR 

Tank Id: 055U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 3000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

Pipe Type: GALVANIZED STEEL 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR ' 

· Tank Id: 054U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 1000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: CLOSED & REMOVED 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON '.! \.. 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR , 

Tank Id: 053U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 1000 GALLONS 
, , .. · 
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US ARMY ( continued) 
Tank Status: CLOSED & REMOVED 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 052U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 1500 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 051A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 650 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 050A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank- Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 049U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

1000 GALLONS 

CLOSED & REMOVED · . 

CARBON STEEL 

COPPER 

NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 048U 

·,' { ·. •' . 

• • I ' ~• _-

' : ' .... ~ 

: :1.· :·· . ·_,_;, 

, -~. I 
: ~! ... 1 . •• ;· .... 
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Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material:· 

Pip~ Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 
. .r,. . 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

US ARMY (continued) 
FUEL OIL 

1000 GALLONS 

CLOSED & REMOVED . 

CAR.BON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

047U 

FUEL OIL 

1000 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

046U 

FUEL OIL 

1000 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CA.RBO N STEEL 

S'fEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

045U 

FUEL OIL 

1500 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

044U 

FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 4000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE .. • 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

FIBERGLASS REINFORC.ED_ !>LA 

STEEL/IRON . ·. : 

Leak Monitor: .·· NO MONITOR · ,. ,· . J 
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US ARMY (continued) 

Tank Id: 043U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 3000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor : NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 042U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 1000 GALLONS 

Tank Stat.us: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 041U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

. Tank StatUB: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE I . 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL . ., ' . . . . 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON ....... 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 040U • I 

Tank Contents: FUEL OI.L ' ~ ·. 
Tank Size: 1000 GALLONS · · 

Tank StatUB: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE '; 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

. •'. 

Tank Id: 039U . : :, ;; 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL ·; . • , ~ I • . , . .... · .• 

Tank Size: 1 2000· GALLONS . . · , . , , · 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE .: . . , · 

Tank Material: FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 
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Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id : 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

US ARMY ( continued) 
STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

038A 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS 

CLOSED & REMOVED 

CARBON STEEL 

COPPER 

NO MONITOR 

037U 

FUEL OIL 

1000 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

036U 

FUEL OIL 

1000 GALLONS 

CLOSED & REMOVEO 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR . 

035A 

FUEL OIL 

1000 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 034U 

Tank Contents : FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 3000 GALLONS 
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US ARMY (continued) 
Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 033U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 2000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

., .· Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 032A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OlL 

Tank Size: 1000 GALLONS 

Tank StatUB: CLOSED & REMOVED 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 031U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: . 1000 GALLONS ... 
.. . . , , 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

Pipe Type: GALVANIZED STEEL 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

I . 

Tank Id: 030U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL . ,, . 
• , 1. I 

Tank Size: 500 GALLONS .. \ . . ' . 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE .. . .. . C ' • · , I · 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 029U 
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US ARMY (continued) 
Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 500 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 028U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 500 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARB6N STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 027U 

Tank Contents: DIESEL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: CLOSED & REMOVED 

Tank Material: FIBERGLASS ~INFORCED PLA 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 026U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 10000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: . CLOSED & REMOVED 

Tank Ma~rial: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 025U , ·, 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

• Tank Size: 20000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: CLOSED & REMOVED 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/I~!'[ . ; .: .l 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 
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US ARMY (continued) 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents:· 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

024A 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: . NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tanlc Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 
.. 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

023A 

FUEL OIL 

275 GA~LONS 

CLOSED & REMOVED 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

022A 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS 

CLOSED & REMOVED 

CARBON STEEL 

GALVANIZED STEEL 

NO MONITOR 

021A 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS · 

ACTIVE/IN SERViCE, .·. 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

... 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 

... , Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

020U 
· . .. "i : . .- . 

FUEL OIL 

1000 GALLONS . :·.• ·1··.: 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE .. .. 
~- = :.': 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

1:: 

, ; , J., • 

o • .' o i: ~ I ',J, ,: : ! I • o 
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Pipe Type: 

US ARMY (continued) 
STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank' Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

NO MONITOR 

019A 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONI'l'OR 

018A 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

017A 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRO.N 

NO MONI'.I'OR 

Tank Id: 016U 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Taruc Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

FUEL OIL 

2000 GALLONS 

CLOSED & REMOVED 

CARBON STEEL .. 
. , · 

STEEL/IRON 
: \ 

~O ¥ONITOR 
. } I : 

Tank Id: 015U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

I • 

. ! 
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Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

P_ipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Ta.nk Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: . 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor; 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

US ARMY (continued) 
ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CAR.BON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

014U 

FUEL OIL 

500.GALLONS 

CLOSED &; REMOVED 

CAR.BON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

013U 

FUEL OIL 

1000 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

012U 

FUEL OIL 

1000 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVIq_E 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

' . I · 

Tank Id: 01 lU 
. . , . . - . ' 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

FUJ;:L OIL . 

2000 GALLONS 

' ; - :· ' ,{ . 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PL'A 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 
;i • 1 

. ! • ,- ·/ • 

Tank Id: OlOU 
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US ARMY (continued) 
Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 500 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 009U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 5000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE .. 
Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: . NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 008A 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: CLOSED &: REMOVED 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 007U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 3000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: UNKNOWN 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL . ., . 
Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 006U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 3000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL ·, 
!,, ·,·. ! •• ~ 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IR:?N 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 
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US ARMY ( continued) 

Tank Id: 006U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 500 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 004A 

Tank Contents: KEROSENE 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: CLOSED & REMOVED 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 003A 

Tank Contents: KEROSENE 

Tank Size: 560 GALLONS 

Tank Status: CLOSED & REMOVED 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/ IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 
... 

Tank Id: 002A 

Tank Contents: KEROSENE 
•• • • 11· : 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: CLOSED & REMOVED . \• 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 
... ) . 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

· Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 
. :_ .. :. , ' ' 

Tank Id: 001A 
"·(:. ' ., 

Tank Contents: KEROSENE · 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS ~ . -. ' 

CLOSED & REMOVEif :· 
.. . , • : 

Tank Status: 
_, .. _ 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 
_,, ... _.-
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Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

. Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Co!}tents : 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material : 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tarik Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents : 

Tank Size : 

US ARMY (continued) 
COPPER 

NO MONITOR 

203U 

FUEL OIL 

1000 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

202U 

DIESEL 

12000 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

FIBERGLASS REINFORCED FLA 

MONITOR PRESENT 

201U 

FU.EL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP Q.UT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR · 

200U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON · 

NO MONITOR · 

199U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

-~ ' ;..!. 

•' ,- .: .) 
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US ARMY (continued) 
Tank Status: CLOSED & REMOVED 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 198U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 30000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor : NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 197U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 20000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 196U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 30000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE_ . . 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank ld: 195U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 20000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR • '1 ·,--:._ • .• .. . ' ' ' ~ . 

'~ ' - . 
' ;t : : ' 

Tank Id: 193A 

, . . r" ., : I 
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US ARMY (continued) 
Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

EMPTY 

275 GALLONS 

CLOSED & REMOVED 

CARBON STEEL 

COPPER 

NO MONITOR 

192A 

EMPTY 

275 GALLONS 

CLOSED & REMOVED 

CARBON STEEL 

COPPER 

NO MONITOR 

191A 

EMPTY 

500 GALLONS 

CLOSED & REMOVED 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

190A 

FUEL OIL 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON . 
NO MONITOR .. ~ 

Tank Id: 189U 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

FUEL OIL 

1000 GALLONS 

CLOSED & REMOVED 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRQN 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

© Vista Informatiop. Solutions,, Inc. 
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US ARMY (continued) 

Tank Id: 185U 

Tank Contents: OTHER 

Tank Size: 17750 GALLONS 

Tank Status: UNKN OWN 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/ IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 184U 

Tank Contents: DIESEL 

Tank Size: 1500 GALLONS 

Tank Status: UNKNOWN 

Tank Material: : CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/ IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 183A 

Tank Contents: DIESEL 

. Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/ IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/ IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 182U 

Tank Contents: DIESEL 

Tank Size: 10000 GALLONS . ,·.}•: . 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/ IN SER\:'ICE • 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STE~L/ IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 181 U 
''' . . :_ , 

Tank Contents: DIESEL 

Tank Size: 3000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: CLOSED & REMOVED .. -_ . :;.,; 
•• ,_~; 1 # ' • • :! .. ' 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 
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Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tan~ Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank .Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

US ARMY ( continued) 
G_b.LVANIZED STEEL 

NO MONITOR 

180A 

DIESEL 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

179A 

DIESEL 

200 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR ' 

178U 

DIESEL 

550 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR ' 

177U 

DIESEL 

12000 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: MONITOR PRESENT 

Tank Id: 176U 

Tank Contents: DIESEL 

Tank Size: 10000 GALLONS 
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Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

US ARMY (continued) 
ACTIVE/ IN SERVICE 

FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

GALVANIZED STEEL 

NO MONITOR 

175A 

DIESEL 

275 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/ IN SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/ IRON 

NO MONITOR 

174U 

UNLEADED GAS 

550 GALLONS 

CLOSED & REMOVE!) . 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: , . NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

173U 

UNLEADED GAS 

2000 GALLONS 

CLOSED & REMOVED 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/ IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 172U 

Tank Contents: UNLEADED GAS 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

15000 GALLONS 

ACTIVE/IN. S.ERYICE , , . - ,, , 

FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

STEEL/ IRON . , . : 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 171A 

, . • : . 

, . 
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US ARMY (continued) 
Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 276 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 170A 

Tank Contents: UNLEADED GAS 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: CLOSED & REMOVED 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 169A 

Tank Contents·: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/JRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 168U 

Tank Contents: UNLEADED GAS 

Tank Size: 20000 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: FIBERGLASS REINFORCED FLA 

Pipe Type: GALVANIZED STEEL ' 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 167A 

Tank Contents: UNLEADED GAS 

Tank Size: 275 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 
.,. i• 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR . 
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US ARMY (continued) 

Tank Id: 166U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/ IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 165U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 650 GALLONS 

Tank Status: CLOSED & REMOVED 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 164U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/ IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 163U 

Tank Contents: .FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 650 GALLONS .. 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

TEMP OUT OF SERYIC~ ,,:: ·: - . 

CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR -, 

Tank Id: 162U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 
f" , i : . 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 
'J• , . : -· '.· 1 : .. 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

' .· - ' ; 
I ' ~ ' • 

© Vista Information Solutions, Inc. Nov, 9, 1995-Report #-088933011 

Page# 85 



Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank·Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monifor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Conten~: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

'Thnk Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

US ARMY (continued) 
STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

16IU 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CAR.BON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

160U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CAR.BON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

159U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CAR.BON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR .. 

158U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CAR.BON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 157U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 
.. .': :: 

Tank Size: 500 GALLONS 
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Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Typ~: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

US ARMY (continued) 
TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

·FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLA 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

156U ' 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

_NO MONITOR 

155U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SE~VICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

154U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 
• : • • I •• 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE . 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 153U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL .. ' / . · ·, : 
Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SE~VICE . ,_. , . . . _. , .•. 
Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 152U 

r· 

© Vista Information Solutions, Inc. · Nov. 9, 1995•Report # -088933011 

Page # 87 



Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank'Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

US ARMY ( continued) 
FUEL OIL 

650 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

161U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

150U 

FUEL OIL 

6.50 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

149U 

FUEL OIL 

560 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pip·e Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tan.le Id: 148U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR> ·· 

. . . , ; '· 

·l ' .. \ , 
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US ARMY ( continued) 

Tank Id: 147U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 146U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

·· -,. Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 145U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: CLOSED & REMOVED 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 144U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 143U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL ; 1 • . ;, .. .:- . . 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS '.•• •• • • I 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVIQF/ ·· · ·.·.•.- :. · ... 
Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 
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US ARMY (continued) 
Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

. Tank Id: 142U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 141U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: ACTIVE/IN SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 140U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monitor: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id : 139U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 550 GALLONS 

Tank Status: TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

Tank Material: CARBON STEEL 

Pipe Type: STEEL/IRON 

Leak Monit.or: NO MONITOR 

Tank Id: 138U 

Tank Contents: FUEL OIL 

Tank Size: 55~ GALLONS 
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Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

,,. Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

Tank Id: 

Tank Contents: 

Tank Size: 

Tank Status: 

Tank Material: 

Pipe Type: 

Leak Monitor: 

· US ARMY (continued) 
TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

137U 

FUEL OIL 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

. 136U 

FUEL 0[1 

550 GALLONS 

TEMP OUT OF SERVICE 

CARBON STEEL 

STEEL/IRON 

NO MONITOR 

·.· ··,·._' ,. : .-,. 

, ·) : . . 

: : .'. 
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.. . . 

STATE 
BUILDING REGISTRATION 
NUMBER- · NUMBER 

103 1 
762 2 

2491 3 
2076 4 

6 5 
101 6 

106G 7 
104 8 
106 9 
106A 10 
113 11 
114 12 
114 13 

· 2492 14 
126 15 
138 16 

S142 17 
S142 18 
S142 19 
308 20 
309 21 
2493 22 
118 23 
334 24 
117 25 

2494 27 
353 28 

360S 29 
360S 30 
360N 31 
387 32 
606 33 
609 34 
609 35 
710 36 
714 37 
718 38 
729 39 
733 40 
742 41 
740 42 
746 43 
747 44 
800 45 
802 46 
805 47 
806 48 

Table C-1 
REGISTERED PETROLEUM STORAGE TANKS 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTMTY, NEW YORK 

.. 
. IN OROUTSIDE,' . , 

TANK TYPE, . 
EPA .. UNDER OR HOUSING; YEAR 

REGISTRATION CAPACITY- ABOVE INSTALLED; · 
NUMBER (GALLONS) PRODUCT GROUND SWMUNUMBER 

NIA 2,500 F.O. ung fgd 1988 
. NIA 275 F.O. tabg 1992 

NIA 275 F.O. abg in H 1988 
NIA 275 F.O. abg out 1988 
NIA--i -•~. 500 F.O. ung st 1984 
NIA 3,000 F.O. ung st 1942 
NIA 550 F.O. abg out 1990 
NIA 285 F.0- abg out sip 1993 . 
NIA 5,000 F.O. ung st 1977 
NIA · 500 F.O. ung st 1977 
NIA 2,000 F.O. ung fg 1985 
NIA 1,000 F.O. ung st 1943 
NIA 1,000 F.O. ung st 1943 
NIA 275 F.O. abg In H 1988 
NIA 550 F.O. ung st19BO 
NIA 500 F.O, abg out stp 1993 
NIA 276 F.O. abg In 1942 
NIA 275 F.O. abg In 1942 
NIA 275 F.O. abg in 1994 
NIA 1,000 F.O, ung st 1942 
NIA 276 F.O. abg in 1990 
N/A, 275 F.O. abg in H 1988 
NIA 500 Use<j oil abg out stp 1993 
NIA 275 F.O. abg out stp 1993 
117 2,005 Used oil ung fg 1982 
NIA 275 F.O. abg In H 1988 
NIA 600 F.O. ung st 1954 
NIA 500 F.O. ung st 1969 
NIA 500 F.O. ung st 1969 
NIA 1,000 F.O, ung fg 1980 
NIA 2,000 F.O. abg out 1990 
NIA 2,000 F.O. ung st 1956 
NIA 3,000 F.O. ung st 1954 
NIA 1,000 F.O. abg In 1953 
NIA 1,000 F.O. ung fgd 1991 
NIA 1,000 .F.O. ung st 1957 
718 10,000 used oil ung fgd 1989 
NIA 2,000 F.O. ung fg 1986 
NIA 1,000 F.O. ung st-1971 
NIA 550 F.O. ·ung st 1984 
NIA 1,000 F.O. ung st 1960 
NIA 3,000 F.O. ung st 1982 
NIA 4,000 F.O. ung fg 1982 
NIA 1,500 F.O. ung st 1981 
NIA 1,000 F.O. ung st 1956 
NIA 1,000 F.O. ung st 1956 
NIA 1,000 F.O. ung fgd 1991 

EE9SII SMl'NL-TCI.XLS 3111197/DRACISDIEOS 

, . 

EMERGENCY OUTOF 
GENERATOR SERVICE? 

TOS 

GEN 

TOS 
TOS 
TOS 
TOS 
TOS 
TOS 
TOS 
TOS 
TOS 

· TOS 
TOS 
TOS 
TOS 
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STATE . EP~ -
BUILDING REGISTRATION REGISTRATION CAPACITY 

Table C-1 
(Continued) 

. ·. UNDER OR 
ABOVE 

IN OR OUTSIDE; ... . . 
. . 

TANKTYPE, . . . 

HOUSING,· :YEAR ·• ... 
INSTALLED; : . EMERGENCY . OUT OF 

NUMBER NUMBER NUMBER (GAUONS) PRODUCT GROUND SWMUNUMBER GENERATOR S,ERVICE? 
810 50 NIA 550 F.O. abg out1967 TOS 
810 51 NIA 550 F.O. abg out 1967 TOS 
812 52 NIA 1,500 · F.O. ung st 1956 TOS 
813 53 NIA 2,500 F.O. ung fgd 1990 
2495'. •54 NIA 275 F.O. abg in H 1988 
816 55 NIA 3,000 F.O. ung fg 1983 
817 56 NIA 1,000 F.O. ung st 1959 TOS 
819 57 NIA 3,000 F.O. ung . st 1957 
824 58 NIA 550 F.O. : ung st 1961 TOS 
732 59 732 550 Used oil ung fg 1982 TOS 

2496 60 NIA 275 F.O. abg In H 1988 
2086 61 ,NIA 285 --F.O. abg outstp 1995 
2497 63 NIA 275 F.O, abg In H 1988 
2104 64 NIA 285 F.O. abg out sip 1995 -
2113 65 NIA 500 -F.O. abg out sip 1993 
2498 67 NIA 275 F,O. abg . In H 1988 
2301 68 NIA 550 F.O. ung st 1954 TOS 
2305 69 NIA 1,000 - -F.O. ung st 1957 -
2306 70 NIA 1,600 · •· . F.O. ung st 1957 TOS 
2485 71 NIA 1,000 -F.O. ung st 1981 . 
2410 72 . -NIA . 2-275 F.O. abg In 1942 
2411 73 NIA 2,000 F.O.gen abg OIIJ 1992 GEN 

200A/B 74 NIA 550 F.O. ung st H 1961 .. 
201A/B 75 NIA 550 F.O, . ·. ung ·. st H 1961 

202 76 · NIA 550 F.O. - ung st H 1961 
203 77 · NIA 550 -F;O, ung stH1961 ·-
204 78 NIA -550 F.O. ung st H 1961 
205 -79 NIA 550 F.O. ung st H 1961 .. 

206 80 · . . NIA 550 F.O . ung st H 1961 . .. 

207 81 NIA 550 F.O. ung .. st H 1961 •. .. .. 

208E 82 - NIA 275 F.O. abg In H 1942 .. . ·· - ... TOS 
208W 83 NIA . 275 F.O. abg - In H 1942 .·. .... 

•4 •· TOS 
209E 84 NIA .•. . - 275 F.O. abg , in H 1942 · · ·- .. TOS 
209W 85 NIA 275 F.O. abg In H 1942 .. , . TOS 

210A/B . . 86 NIA ... 550 F.O. . ung - st H 1961 - ·- .. .. ,, . . 

211A/B 87 . .. . NIA - 550 F.O. ung · stH1961 , . .. TOS 
212NB · · 88 NIA 500 F.O. - .. abg sip H-1992 TOS 
213A/B 89 NIA · 550-. F.O. ung st H 1961 -· TOS 

214 .. 90 .. NIA 500 .. · -EO; · abg sip H 1992 . . . TOS 
215 · 91 NIA 550 : F.O. ... ung st H 1961 . ·- . TOS 
218 92 - - · .... NIA 550 F.O. ,. ung st H 1961 .. TOS 
217 . 93 .. .. . - NIA -550 F.O. - ung .. . stH1961 - . . TOS 

218A/B 94 ... . .. .. NIA · 550 ', . F.O . .. ung stH1961 
219A/B 95. .. . NIA ... . . 550 F.O . . . ung · • · stH1961 
221A/B . 96 . . - · -NIA ::. . ... 550 . . --F.O. · ung .. st H 1961 
222NB 97_ ---NIA :'. . . -550 • •M' .... . ... F.O. . . ung st H 1961 TOS 
223A/B -98 . . ..NIA ,·:. : '-·: . - 550. . . F.O. - .: .ung st H ,1961 .. TOS 
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: 

STATE EPA 
BUILDING REGISTRATION REGISTRATION 
NUMBER ·NUMBER NUMBER 
224A/B 99 NIA 
224C/D 100 NIA 
225A/B 101 NIA 
225C/D 102 NIA 
226A/8 103 NIA 
226C/D 104 NIA 
227NB 105 . NIA 
227C/D 106 NIA 
228A/B 107 NIA 
228C/D 108 NIA 
229NB . 109 NIA 
229C/D ·110 NIA 
230A/B · 111 NIA 
230CID 112 NIA 
231A/B 113 NIA 
231C/D 114 NIA 

· 232NB 115 NIA 
232C/D 116 NIA 
233NB 117 · NIA 
233C/D 118 · »NIA 
234A/B 119 .. _ NIA 
234C/D 120 NIA 
235NB 121 ·NIA 
235C/D 122 NIA 
236A/B 123 NIA 
236C/D · 124 · NIA . 
238A/B 125 NIA 
238C/D - 126 · · NIA 
239A/B . . - 127 ... · NIA .. 

239C/D 128 · ... NIA 
240NB - . 129 NIA 
240C/D 130 · · NIA·. 
241NB 131 . ... NIA . -

241C/D 132 .. NIA . ' 
242NB 133 · NIA -
242CID · 134 NIA .. 
243NB 135 · NIA 
243C/D 136 NIA 
244A/B 137 - NIA 

•. 

244C/D 138 NIA-
245NB 139 NIA -
245C/D 140 NIA 

2401 141 NIA -_ 
2403 142 NIA :· 
2404 143 NIA , . 
2406 144 NIA 
2408 145 NIA · 
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CAPACITY 

Table C-1 
(Continued) 

UNDER OR -
ABOVE 

(GALLONS) PRODUCT GROUND 
550 F.O. ung 
550 F.O. ung 
550 F.O. ung 
550 F.O. ung 

· 550 F.O. ung 
550 F.O. ung 
550 F.O. Ung 
550 F.O. ung . 
550 F.O, ung 
550 F.O. ung 
550 · F.O. ung 
550 F.O. · ung 
550 F.O. ung 
550 F.O. ung 
550 F.O. _ung 
550 F.O • . ung 
550 F.O. ung 
550 F.O.· ung 
550 F.O. ung 
550 F.O. · ung 
550 F.O. ung 

·550 F.O. · ung 
550 F.O. ung 
550 F.O. ung 
550 ·F.O. ung • 

' 550 F.O. ung . 
1,000 F.O.- ung . 
550 · F.O. ung 

· 550 - F.O. ung · 
550 F.O. ung 

·' 550 · F.O. ung 
550 F.O. ung 
550 F.O. ·· ung 

. 550 - F.O. ung 
· 550 F.O. ung .. 
. 550 F.O. ung 
. 1,000 F.O. ung 
. 550 F.O. -ung 

550 F.O. ung 
550 F.O. .. ung 
550 F.O. ung 
550 F.O. ung 
550 ... F.O. · . . ung 
550 F.O. · -- · ung 
550 F.O. · ung · 
550 F.O. ung 

2-275 · - F.O. · .. - . abg 

IN OR OUTSIDE, 
TANK TYPE, 

HOUSING; YEAR 
INSTAUED, EMERGENCY OUT OF 

SWMUNUMBER GENERATOR SERVICE? 

st H 1979 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
fg H 1983 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1983 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
fg H 1983 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
stH 1001 ·· TOS 
st H 1961 .. TOS 
st H 1961 · TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1961 . TOS 
st H 1961 · TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1961 · TOS 
st H 1961 .. TOS 
stH1961 TOS 
st H 1961 . _. TOS 
st H 1961 ... TOS 
st H 1961 TOS 
st H 1961 ., . TOS 
st H 1961 .. . . TOS 
st H 1961 ... , TOS 
st H 1961 ··•·. •.• -· TOS 
st H 1942 · ···--. .. . . -· . 

st H 1942 .. ... ~-' ..... -

st H 1942 ;. -· . -- ~-- ... 

st H· 1942 : .. : . ·~. 

In H 1991· · . - . •···· . 
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STATE . EPA . "· .. 
BUILDING REGISTRATION REGISTRATION CAPACiTY 
NUMBER NUMBER NUMBER .; .... (GALLONS) 

2412 146 NIA 650 
2414 147 NIA 550 
2416 148 NIA 550 
2418 149 NIA 550 
2419 150 NIA 550 
2421 151 NIA 550 
2423 152 NIA 550 
2425 153 NIA 550 
2426 ··• 154 NIA 550 
2427 155 NIA 550 
2429 156 NIA 550 
2432 .. 157 NIA 500 
2437 158 NIA 550 

159 NIA 650 
2441 160 NIA 550 
2443 161 NIA 550 
2446 162 NIA 550 
2448 163 NIA 550 
2450 NIA 550 
2452 165 NIA 285 
2453 166 NIA 550 
102 167 NIA 285 
120 168 120A 20,000 
748 169 NIA 275 
334 170 NIA 500 
749 171 NIA 275 · 
719 172 719 . 15,000 
2499 173 NIA 275 
2456 174 NIA 550 

4 .. 175 NIA 275 
120 176 120B 10,000 
127 177 127 12,000 
137 178 NIA 550 

179. • NIA 200 
715 180 NIA 275 
819 182 819 10,000 
2304 183 NIA 285 
2411 184 NIA 1,500 

Airfield 185 AIRF 30,000 
2500 186 NIA 275 
129 187 NIA 60,000 
71 7 188 NIA 40,600 

2501 189 NIA 275 
750 190 NIA 275 
2502 191 NIA 275 

-2504 192 NIA 275 
2505 193 NIA 275 
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Table C-1 
(Continued) 

PRODUCT 
F.O. 

F.O. 

F.O. 

F.O. 

F.O. 

F.O. 
F.O, 
F.O, 
F.O, 
F.O, 
F.O. 
F.O. 
F.O. 

F.O. 
F.O. 
F.O. 

F.O. 
F.O. 
F.O. 

F.O. 
F.O. 

Gasoline 
Gasoline 

F.O. 
Gasoline 

F.O. 

Gasoline 
F.O. 

Gasoline 
F.O. 

UNDER OR 
ABOVE 

GROUND 
ung 
ung 
ung 
ung 
ung 
ung 
ung 
ung 
ung 
ung 
ung 
ung 
ung 
ung 
ung 
ung 
ung 
ung 
ung 
abg 

ung 
abg 
ung . 
abg 

abg 

abg 

ung 
abg 

abg 

abg 

-Olesel ung 

IN o"R OUT~ib~;: ::. f :· 
: TANK TYPE, · '. _ ' 
HOUSING, YEAR 

INSTALLED; . EMERGENCY : OUT OF 
S'NMU NUMBER GENERATOR SERVICE? 

st H 1942 TOS 
st H 1942 
st H 1942 TOS 
st H 1942 TOS 

st H 1942 TOS 
st H 1942 TOS 

st H 1942 TOS 
st H 1942 TOS 

st H 1942 TOS 
st H 1942 TOS 
stH1942 TOS 
fg H 1986 TOS 
st H 1942 TOS 
st H 1942 TOS 
st H 1942 TOS 
st H 1942 TOS 
st H 1942 TOS 
st H 1942 TOS 
st H 1942 TOS 
sip H 1992 TOS 
st H 1942 TOS 

out stp 1995 
fg 1985 
out 1983 TOS 
out stp 1993 
ovt 1986 TOS 
fg 1985 . 
In H 1988 
out 1991 
ln .1946 GEN 
fg 1985 

Diesel . ung . . fgd 1985 . 
F.O. ung st 1983 GEN 
F.O. abg in 1961 · GEN 
F.O. abg in 1956 GEN 
F.O. ung st 1981 GEN 
F.O. abg out sip 1995 GEN 

CLOSED IN PLACE 
JP-4 ung fgd 1990 
F.O. abg In H 1988 
F.O. abg out1982 TOS 
F.O. abg out 1956 TOS 
F.O. abg in H 1988 
F.O. abg out1985 TOS 
F.O. abg in H 1988 
F.O. abg in H 1988 
F.O. abg in H 1988 
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STATI; EPA 
BUILDING REGISTRATION REGISTRATION 
NUMBER NUMBER NUMBER 

718 194 NIA 
718 195 NIA 
319 196 NIA 
319 197 NIA 
121 198 NIA 

2507 199 NIA 
237NB 200 NIA 
237C/O 201 NIA 

721 · 202 721 
2073 203 NIA 
2508 204 NIA 
2509 205 NIA 
2510 206 NIA 
2511 207 NIA 
2512 208 NIA 
2513 209 NIA 
742 210 742A -
742 211 7428 
701 212 NIA 
729 213 NIA 
751 214 NIA 

LORAN-C 215 NIA 
251-4 216 NIA 
2515 217 NIA 

·2516 218 NIA 
2517 219 NIA 
2518 220 NIA 
2519 221 NIA 
2620 222 NIA 

· 2621 223 NIA . 

2523 224 NIA 

LOCATION CODES 
abg In -
abg out • 
tabg · 
ung 

H 

aboveground Inside building 
aboveground outside 
temporacy aboveground outside 
underground 

Housing 

PRODUCT CODES 
F,O, Fuel olVDF-1 
#6 F.O. • #6 Fuel 011 

Total tanks registered with New York State 
Total tanks registered wtth EPA 
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Table C-1 
(Continued) 

. , .. 
•· .. 

IN oR'.:otir~i'de,= :./\·</! 
, . .. .. .. . . . , ... 

.. .. . 
• · r~t{;:fype;:,':~: . .. . . . .. : ; · 

· .. . :. -· 
·: .. · . UNDER OR . HOUSIN~/,YEAR EM~0

~GE~CY 
:·•,· 

CAPACITY 
. (GALLONS) 

40,000 
20,000 
30,000 
20,000 
30,000 

275 
550 
550 

12,000 
1,000 
275 
275 
275 
275 
275 
275 

3,000 
3,000 
550 
550 
250 

6,000 
275 
275 
275 
.275 
275 
275 
275 
i1s 
275 

218 
12 

. , 

ABOVE INSTAllED·;,' : :_OIJfOF . ., . 
: PRODUCT GROUND S'lv'MU NUMBER GENERATOR SERVICE? 

#6F.O. ung st 1956 
#6F.O. ung st 1978 
#6F.O. ung st 1951 
#6F.O. ung st 1951 
#6F.O. ung st 1943 

F.O, abg In H 1988 
F.O, ung st H 1961 TOS 
F.O, ung st H 1961 TOS 

Diesel ung fgd 1986 TOS 
F.O. ung fgd 1986 
F.O. abg in H 1988 
F.O. abg In H 1988 
F.O. abg In H 1988 
F.O. abg In H 1988 
F.O. abg in H 1988 
F.O. abg In H 1988 

Gasoline ung fgd 1990 TOS 
Gasoline ung fgd 1990 TOS 

F.O. ung fg 1987 
F.O. ung fgd 1986 GEN 

F.O. abg out 1987 TOS 

F.O. abg out 1991 GEN 

F.O. abg In H 1988 
F.O. abg in H 1988 
F;O, abg In H 1988 
F.O. . abg . in H 1988 
F.O. abg In H 1988 
F.O. abg In H 1988 

· F.O. abg In H 1988 
F.O. abg in H 1988 
F.O. abg In H 1988 

TANK TYPE CODES 
st steel 
sip steel, with prefabricated stefll dike 
fg fiberglass 
fgd fiberglass double wall 

all aboveground tanks are single wall steel, except LORAN-C and 
Building 2411 Reg. No. 073 tanks are dual wall 

OTHER CODES 
VIOL • tank has been ci1ed and In violation of law 
GEN • emergency generator 

TOS · • temporacy out of service, tank has been emptied and/or 

building has been mothballed 

.Number of tanks registered with both 
Total.number of registered petroleum tanks 

12 
218 
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APPENDIXD 

SAMPLE INTERVIEW FORM 





FORM 3 - INTERVIEWS Page 1 of 8 

Installation Code: ___ ; Area: __________ ; Parcel: ____ _ 
Facility No.: _______ ; Facility Name: _______________ _ 
Map ID: ____ ; Coordinates: _____ ;Address: _____________ _ 
Team Member Name: _ · _____________ ; Date: ____ _ 

Interviewee Information: 
Name: ___________ ; Organization: ______ ; Title: ______ _ 
Role/Responsibility: _______________ ; Phone: _________ . 
Period for which the person would have specific and detailed knowledge of the area or facility in question: 

Any other areas or facilities for which the person would have specific and detailed knowledge? 
Area or Facility Period: 
1) ________________ _ 
2) ________________ _ 
3) ________________ _ 

Who can I talk' to regarding previous uses or processes of this area/facility? 
Period: · Contact: -----------------------Period: ______ Contact: ______________________ _ 
Period: ______ Contact: ______________________ _ 
Peri~: ______ Contact: ______________________ _ 
Period: ______ Contact: ______________________ _ 



. FORM 3 - INTERVIEWS ( continued) .... . 
Page 2 of 8 

Installation Code: · Area: ; Parcel: ---- ------ --- ----- Facility No: ___ _ 
Team Member Name: ; Date: -----
Interviewee: -------------
USE ffiSTORY 
Use the following questions lo complete Table /-2. Include historical perspective on disposal practices and 
locations, and slate amounts of stored chemicals and wastes in the comments column. 

Was or is the area/facility in question used as a gasoline station, motor or machine fabrication or repair 
facility, dry cleaners, photo developing laboratory, plating shop, paint shop, electronics or electro-optical 
manufacturing or repair facility, medical or dental facility, training area, or as a waste treatment, disposal 
(such as junkyard or landfill), processing, or recycling facility? YIN · 

Was or is the area in question used as a firing and/or bombing range? YIN 

Describe the use history of this area or facility, including the processes for which the area or facility was 
used. 

Describe the process chemicals and petroleum products which have.been or are used in this facility or area? 

Describe the process chemicals and petroleum products which have been or are stored in this facility or area, 
and where these materials are stored. 

Describe any pesticides, paints, or other chemical containers~ or damaged or discarded automotive or 
industrial batteries wh'.ich have been or are located, stored, or- used in this facility or ar~a. 

· Describe any other drums. sacks, or cartons containing chemicals located in this facility or area. 
, . . : j I 

Describe the wastes which have:been or are generated in this facility or area, and the rate~!t -.yhich these 
wastes were and are generated. · ; · · ' · 

Describe ch~mical or petroleum'proclucts wastes which have been or are stored in this facility or area, the 
. · amounts of stored wastes, and where these wastes are stQred. · · · 

Does the facility generate used oil? YIN 

Were or are .radioactive elements (such as :radium, uranium) used in a manufacturing process or contained in 
_ machinery/devices which were repaired? YIN If yes, what are the radioactive elements? Where were/are raw 

materials.stored? Where were/aie wastes disposed? Cari you_provide copies q(permits? YIN _ 
. , '. . I _... . . . 

Is or was mercury .used.or contained in any machinery parts, or electrical, pressure, or vacuum instruments? 
YIN 

' . . . . 
t .. -! . ;. 



FORM 3 - INT~RVIEWS (continued) Page 3 of 8 

Installation Code: · · Area: · Parcel: · Facility No: ----
Team Member Name:-----------,-----; Date: ____ _ 
Interviewee: ------------

TABLE 1-2: AREA OR FACILITY USE IDSTORY 
,-.·,1 "'"'·~• ..... 1.--, .... ·· """'··· ·"""'··:~ ... -----y""')·- --.-....:. 

I - P = process, W = waste; C = cleaning, 0 = other such as pesticides and paint stored for incidental use. 
2 - PP = petroleum procluct," HS = hazardous substance. . . 
3 - Identify specific location in area or facility. For USTs ~d ASTs use Table 1-3. 



FORM 3 - INTERVIEWS (continued) . Page 4 of 8 

Installation Code: ____ ; Area: · Parcel: · Facility No: ___ _ 
Team Member Name: · Date: .. .~,, ~ -----
Interviewee: ' · 

UST AND AST INVENTORY 

Have there been or are there any above ground or llllder ground storage tanks containing hazardous substances or petroleum products located on the 
installationiareaifacility? ·YIN If yes, can you. provide a complete list of all tanks, a tank location map, and a copy of all permit(s)? YIN If yes, 
Document iD: . ; otherwise complete: 

•· 1 

TABLE 1-3, UST AND AST INVENTORY 

"t 

I - PP = petroleum produc~ ~S = hazardous substance. 

2 - Include compliance monitoring, if present, and results. 



FORM 3 - INTERVIEWS (continued) Page 5 of 8 

Installation Code: ___ ; Area: ________ ; Parcel: ____ ; Facility No: ___ _ 
Team Member Name: ; Date: ____ _ 
Interviewee: ------------
POTENTIAL RELEASES 

To the best of your knowledge, have spills, leaks or other releases of hazardous substance or petr~i.iin 
products occurred in this facility or area? YIN If yes, What chemical or petroleum product was released? 

How much was released? ; Map ID: ______ ; Coordinates: ______ _ 
Is or was an fovestigation and remedial action conducted? YIN If yes, enter required information into 
Table 1-4.· 

Are or have liquid or solid wastes or debris including tires, automotive or industrial batteries, ordnance or 
any other waste materials been Dumped, Buried, Burned, or Discharged (circle one or more) in this area? 
YIN/U If yes, Whl)t materials? --------------------Period? _______ ; Map ID: _______ ; Coordinates: _________ _ 
Is or was an investigation and remedial action conducted? YIN If yes, enter required information .into 
Table 1-4. 

Is this area or facility treated with pesticides? YIN/U Inside? YIN; Outside? YIN; What types? 

Are/have they beert applied according to manufacturer's directions? YIN/U; Application personnel: 
(Installation personnel, Outside contractor) 

WASTEWATER 

How is sewage disposed? (Sanitary sewer, Septic system, Treqtment system) 

Are any liquid wastes, wastewaters; ·or process cooJing waters discharged to the sewer system? YIN If yes, 
What are the constituents in the waste or wastewater? · · ·, 

Can you provide testing documentation and permit information?_ YIN If yes, Document IDs: _· ___ _ 
' J • • 

Are.there any drains or abanaoned drains onsite? YIN lfyes, where?:_•_::- _· __________ ; ' 
What drains into them? --------~~-----------'----~-----
Where d9 they discharge to?:_ .. ---------------'----'-----------
What possible chemicals or petro_leum' products drair,t into them?._, ______________ _ 

Are there any sumps or dry welis:in this area/facility? YIN Jfyes, What ;is discharged into: it? ,· • 
. . \. ' .. :-: . ----

When was it installed? . ; _ ; Abandoned? YIN; Wnen? _____ ; Is or ;was ·an investiga" 
tion and reme4ial action conducted? y IN If yes, enter required information )nto Table l"i ·, . 

. ,', 
- . :· 

~:-. . ·! . 

' ·· ' ,,• 
•, · ( 



FORM 3 - INTERVIEWS (continued) Page 6 of 8 

Installation Code: ; Area: ; Parcel: --- -------- ---- Facility Number: __ _ 
Team Member Name: ; Date: -----
Interviewee: ------------
COMPLIANCE ISSUES 

Has an asbestos survey been performed? YIN If yes, when? ____ ; Can you provide a copy of the 
survey? YIN If yes, Doc. ID: ____ ; Did the survey identify any ACM? YIN If yes, where? 

Was the asbestos removed? YIN; If yes, when? ____ _ 

Has a lead-based paint survey been perfonned? YIN If yes, when? _ ___ ; Can you provide a copy of 
the su·rvey? YIN If yes, Doc. ID: ___ _, Did the survey identify any lead-based paint onsite? YIN; 
Was the paint removed? YIN ; When? ___ _ 

Has a radon s·urvey been perfonned? YIN If yes, When? ____ ; Can you provide a copy of the 
survey? YIN If yes, Doc. ID: · Was radon detected above regulatory levels? YIN Have 
mitigation actions been instituted? YIN ; When? ____ _ 

Has the potable water supply been tested? YIN If yes, can you provide the test results? YIN 
If yes, Doc. ID; ____ _ 
Process Water Supply: (Installation, City, County, Facility well, River, Other:-----~ 

Are there any PCB-containing equipment other than transfonners in this area/facility? YIN If yes, can you 
. provide a list identifying the status of each and a map iocating all identified locations? YIN If yes, 
Document ID: ____ ; If no, Map ID: ______ ; Coordinates: _______ _ 
Are any of these investigation or cleanup sites? YIN Jjyes, enter required information into Table 1-4 

. . . 

Are there any _transformers in the_ar~a or facility? YIN If yes, Can you provide.a list and a map of them? 
YIN If yes, Document ID: · Ifno, list: Map ID: _____ ; ; 
Pole No. _____ ; Coordinates: _____ , 
Pole No. . ; Coordinates: 
Pole No. ; Coordinat~s: _......,...._ ----; 
Have these transformers been inspected and tested? YIN If yes, Can you provide documentation? . YIN If 
yes, Document ID: ____ ; Are any of these investigation or cleanup sites? YIN Jjyes, enter required 
information into Tablel-4. ·· · · - · · 

. . ~-. . .. 
Where is transformer retrofitting conducted? ; Does the installation have a storage ---------site for PCB wastes? YIN If yes, Facility: ___ ._; Map ID: ·_· ___ ; Coord)nates: _· __ _ 

Are or have there been air emissions from this instatiatfoiv'facility?Y/N if yes, can you· provide a copy of 
the permit(s) and a complete list of all sources and a map locating the historical and present sources? YIN 
If yes, Doc. ID: __ ; Ifno, Describe: _____ · ______________________ _ 



FORM 3 -INTERVIEWS (continued). Page 7 of 8 

Installation Code: ; Area: ; Parcel: ---- --------- ----- Facility No: ___ _ 
Team Member Name: ; Date: -----
Interviewee: ------------
Is the facility under a consent order, compliance schedule, or ever received a Notice of Violation for air 
emissions? YIN ; If yes, Explain: ----------------- "----------

INVESTIGATION AND CLEANUP ACTIVITIES 

Describe any past or present investigation or cleanup sites in this area or associated with this facility. 

TABLE 1-4: JNVESTIGATiON AND CLEANUP SITES 

\ ' 

·' , . .. 

: : ,.,-

._-i---



FORM 3 - INTERVIEWS (continued) Page 8 of 8 

Installation Code: ; Area: ; Parcel: ---- --------- ----- Facility No: ___ _ 
Team Member Name: ; Date: -----Interviewee: ___________ _ 

MISCELLANEOUS 

Are there any pipelines located in this area/facility? YIN If yes, sketch in approximate location(s). Map ID: 
_____ ;Coordinates: ____ __ ; Size: _ ___ ; Construction: ___ _ 
Contents: ___ ___ ; Pressure tested? YIN Date of last test: _ ___ ; Has it leaked? YIN If yes, 
Is or was an investigation and remedial action conducted? YIN ljyes, enter required information into Table 
1-4. 

Have there been any demolition activities in this area or in relation to this facility? YIN If yes, 
What was demolished? · · 

Where was it located? Map ID: _ _ ____ ; Coordinates: _ ______ _ _ 
Where was the demolition wastes disposed? Map ID: · ; Coordinates: _____ _ 
Use Table 1-2 to describe the demolished facility's use history. 
Were there associated USTs or ASTs? YIN/U ljyes, enter required information into Table 1-3. 
Is or was an investigatfon and° remedial action conducted? YIN If yes, enter required information into 
Table 1-4. 

Are there any pending, threatened, or past litigation, administrative proceedings, or notices from any 
governmental entity regarding any possible violation of laws or possible liability relating to hazardous 
substances or petroleum products in, on, or from the area or facility? YIN Explain: ______ _ 

Can you provide documentation? YIN If yes, Document ID: ___ _ 



APPENDIXE 

SAMPLE VISUAL INSPECTION FORM 





FORM 4 - VISUAL INSPECTIONS Page I of 2 
-~ 

Team Member Name: ; Date: -------------- -----
Installation Name: ; Installation Code: ---
Area: Parcel: Facility No. ____ _, 
Facility Name: ; Map ID: ; Coordinates: ---------- ------ --------
Address: ---------------------------------
Area/Facility Use: (Undeveloped, Agriculture, Housing, Recreation, Commercial, Utilities, Light Industrial, 
Heavy Industrial, Other: ________ ~; Acreage: __ _ 
Associated IRP Site, SWMU, or OU? YIN/U ; If yes, Site ID(s): ____________ _ 
Ar~_a/Facility contact name/title: ______________ ; Phone: _____ _ 

Escort Information: 
Name: ____________ ; Organization: ______ ; Title: _______ _ 
Role/Responsibility: ________________ ; Ph'one: ________ _ 

Period for which the person would_h_a~e specific and detailed knowledge of the area or facility in question: 

Inspection Information: 
Methods used to observe area or facility: (Air, Auto, Walk, Onsite, Remote: _______ ___,, 
Inspection Complete? YIN If no, explain: ___________________ _ 

Setting: 
Adjoining land use (show on .map): __________________ _ 

Roads without outlets? YIN ; Describe use: · ___________________ _ 
Wetlands, Streams, Springs/seeps?: YIN_ (delineate on map as W, S, SS, respectively); 
Surface Cover: (Vegetation, Manmade; Type: _____ ~ 

'~-
Co nstructioit: 
Structure: (Meta/frame, Woodframe, Concrete); 
Siding (Metal, Wood, Concrete, PVC, Other _____ _.-J 

Flooring Material: (Wood, Concrete, Ceramic, Vinyl); 
Roofing Material: (Composition, Sheet Metal, Tar, Tiles, Slate, Cedar Shake, Rubberized, Fiberglass) 
Insulation Material: (Fiberglass, Foam, Unknown) 

Facility Utilities: 
Heating/Ventilation/Cooling (HV AC) System: (Oil/forced air, Gas/forced air, Electrical, Steam, Hot water); 
HY AC Power: (Gas, Oil, Coal, Electric); Backup Power Supply? YIN; 
Boiler Room? YIN; Exhaust System? YIN 

Use History: 
Describe in Table I-2 additional infonnation regarding the use history of this area or facility discovered 
during the visual inspection that was not already described during interviews. 



FORM 4 - VISUAL INSPECTIONS (continued) Page 2 of 2 

Installation Code: ___ ; Area: ---'-------; Parcel: ____ ; Facility No: ___ _ 
Team Member Name: ; Date: ____ _ 

FEATURES (Circle each form used, Use the appropriate fonn listed below,) 
FORM VI: STORAGE TANKS: ASTs, USTs, Oil/Water Separators 
FORM V2: HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES AND/OR PETROLEUM PRODUCTS USED OR 

FORMV3: 

FORMV4: 

FORM VS: 
FORMV6: 
FORMV7: 
FORMV8: 
FORMV9: 
FORMVl0: 

GENERATED, AND THEIR STORAGE AND DISPOSAL (except for USTs and ASTs). 
POTENTIAL RELEASES: As indicated by stains, pools, stressed vegetation, odors, burned 
areas, illicit dumping and other une0ntrolled waste. 
WASTEWATER: Occurrence and disposition, including stonn water, cooling water, waste 
water from processes, facility floors, oil-water separators, sumps, dry wells, etc. 
PIPELINES 
TRANSFORMERS: inventory, including capacitors. 
PONDS: Including infiltration ponds, waste water treatment reservoirs, etc. 
AIR EMISSIONS: Including incinerators, boilers, process, or laborat~ry exhaust. 
POTENTIAL ASBESTOS CONTAINING MATERIALS 
WELLS: Including drinking water, process water, agricultural, monitoring, injection, oil, and 
gas. 

PHOTOGRAPHS 

Frame Number Compass View Subject 



APPENDIXF 

ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE HISTORY REPORT 



' . ' . 



APPENDIXF 

CHAIN OF TITLE REPORT 
BRAC PROPERTY 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTJYITY, NEW YORK 

10/2 1 I 3.25 The Trustees of 66, 72 
First Baptist 
Cemetery 
Association and 
Society of 
Romulus, NY 

2 8/4/1941 310.82 Chester Phillips, 57,96,80 
Frank S. Williams 
and Carrie Isabelle 
Williams, his wife 

3 8/4/1941 199 First National 57, 62, 80, 87 
Bank of Waterloo, 
Chester Phillips, 
Marline Phillips 
and John Sutton 

4 3/6/1942 221.75 Violet Yates, et al. 61, 79, 81, 87, 
88 

5 1/19/1942 242,56 Clement B. Cole, 57, 66, 75, 76, 
et al. 87 

6 12/17/1941 2.79 Trustees of School 57, 74, 75, 87, 
District No. 19, 88 
Varick, NY 

7 4/21/1943 0.786 Lehigh Valley 
Railroad 

8 8/4/1941 67, Chester Phillips, et 57,66,80 
0,5, al. 
89, 

122.32, 
243,82 

9 11/22/19.41 52, Albert A. Van 57, 58 
32.68, Rlper and 
0.90 Catherine G. Van 

Rlper; Frank 
Dullmeyer and 
Frances, his wife 

10 12/1/1941 67.31 John B. Lisk and 62 
Edith S. Lisk, his 
wife 

11 12/1/1941 85 George G. Ehle, 61 
widower 

12 12/1/1941 68.14 Libby Laskowske, 51 
widow 

EE9SUSMJNAL-F.DOC J/l lm/BRACJSDIEBS/1 Page 1 of 14 



14 l l/29/194 l 

15 11/29/1941 
16 10/30/1941 

17 11/21/1941 

18 11/21/1941 

19 11/21/1941 

20 11/15/1941 

2 1 11/15/1941 

22 11/14/1941 

23 . ··~· 11/22/1941 

EE9 S 11S MINAL-f .OOC J/1 1191/BRACISM.BS/I 

' . -· !. 

66.59, 
29.67 

40 
67 

50 · 

170 

100 

150 

100 

13 1.54 

67 · 

APPENDIXF 
(Continued) 

Moses, her 
husband 
Jay H. Van Riper 
and Pearl M. Van 
Riper, his wife 
Albert Collins 
Wilson Grant Hunt 
Buchholz and . 
EstherG. 
Buchholz, his wife 
Adelbert Abner 
Thompson and 
Martha B. 
Thompson, his 
wife 
Anna May 
McGr_ane, S. 
Agnes McGrane, 
Gordon McGrane, 
unmarried and 
Charles-McGrane, 
married 
Anna M. McGrane 
and Gordon 
McGrane, 
Executors of the 
last Will and 
Testament of 
Margaret McGrane 
John E. McGrane 
Executor of John 
McGrane, 
deceased 
Clara E: Cook, . 
widow and Anna 
E. McKrtight, 
unmarried 
Emma C. Hogan 
and William E. 
Hogan, her 
husband 
Chester W. Phillips 
and Ina Phillips, 
his-wife ·.· · ' 

-·- ,: .. __ ..,_ .. , . ~ .... 

55, 61 

62 
57 

56 

51,52 

52 

56 

57-

SL 
·,,: 

.. 
-57, : ',( ; 
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24 11/28/1941 

25 11/22/1941 

26 12/8/1941 

27 12/8/1941 

28 12/8/1941 

29 12/8/1941 

30 12/8/1941 

31 12/9/1941 

32 12/9/1941 

.. ,..,._ . . .... .. .. 
33 12/9/1941 

34 · 12/9/1941 

35 12/9/1941 

36 12/15/1941 

37 . 1211,11941 

EE9jl&SDIF1NAL-F.DOC 3/11197/BRACISD/EBS/I 

I, 
I 

5, 
12, 
33 

109.93 

4.5 

35 

50 

75, 
150 

50 . 

3.20 

50 : 

65,222, 
43.04 

20 

57.81. 

APPENDIX F 
(Continued) 

Marick Wesleyan 
Methodist Church, 
et al. 
Chester W. ·Phillips 
and InaM, 
Phillips, his wife, 
and Merline C, 
Phillip~ and 
Virginia M. 
Phillips, his wife 
Paul and Sadie E, 
Olsowske, husband 
and wife 
Scott Briggs and 
MargaretL. 
Briggs, his wife 
Martha B. Crane, 
married 
Lillian I. Everett, 
married 
Walter B. Keefer 
and Georgia 
Keefer, his wife 
Henry J. Hoster, 
executor of the 
Albert J. Kreutter 
Will 
Barton L. Van 
Riper and Emily L. 
Van Riper, his 
wife 
John T, White and 
Elizabeth Loretta 
White, his wife 
Burt B . .Yan Riper 
and Ella S. Vari 
Riper, his wife · 
Martha B. 
Thompson 
Albert Covert and 
Bertha M. Covert, 
his wife · . 

97.27 :_ : Leah E. Thorpe 
and Harry E: 
Thorpe, her 
hu.sbar1d . 

•I. ·,. 

62 

52 

61 

62 

61 

58, 63 

57 

62 

61 

58 

56 

57 

61 · 

.. ' ' 
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39 12/15/1941 17.108, 
31.759 

40 12/15/1941 21 

41 12/15/1941 51 

42 12/15/1941 101 

43 12/16/1941 65.95 

44 12/9/1941 57.71 

45 12/9/1941 89.17 

46 12/16/1941 25 

47 12/23/1941 . 112.25 

48 12/23/1941 2 

49 12/23/1941 76 

50 11/29/1941 51.55 

51 ·. l/2/1942 1_2.,_142, , .. 
· 6.787 

E£95 I I SDIFINAL-F.DOC J/l lmlBMCISDIEIIS/1 

APPENDIXF 
(Continued) 

. Catherine O' Marra 
Martin O' Marra 
and Mary E. 
O'Marra, his wife 
Frank Komonek 
and Eva Komonek, 
his wife 
Rosetta Campbell 
and John 
Campbell, her 
husband 
Fred C. Tholl) and 
Bertha H. Tholl), 
his wife 
Charles H. Jacobus 
and LauraM. 
Jacobus, his wife 
John B. Lisk, Edith 
S. Lisk, his wife 
and Charles W. 
Lisk, widower 
Edith S. Lisk and 
John B. Lisk, her 
husband 
Harry Pettit and 
Elizabeth Pettit 
Ernest N. Van 
Riper and Irene B. 
Van Riper, his · 
wife 
J. Oren Somerville 

_and MaryG . .. 
Somerville, his 
wife · 
Emma S:, Bolles;• 
widow ' 
Charles J. 
Baldridge_and 
Mary K. 
Baldridge, his wife 
Thomas ,w . 
O'sbome, 
:unmarried 

58 

61 

61 

61 

62 

62 

62 

62 

63 

63 

63 

61 , 66 

58 
,:., 
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53 1/14/1942 84.28 

54 1/22/1942 89.74 . 

55 1/29/1942 127.9 

56 1/29/1942 145, 
34.98, 
9.60 

57 1/30/1942 166.08, 
· 26,85 

58 3/9/1942 8.805 
59 8/11/1941 15, 

64.35, 
62.05, 
135.03, 
64.35, 
62.05, 
0.034 

60 4/2/1942 137.578, 
49.632 

61 2/16/1942 67 · .. 

62 5/7/1942 9.327, 
31.1 23, 

19.27 
I , 

63 8/7/1942 58.57 . .(,·, 

! ! 

' 64 9/25/1941 , . 12 
65 10/2/1941 48, 

0.8, 
· 1.2 ,, 

EE9S USDIFINAL•F.OOC 3/11197/B RAC/SDIEBS/ I 

APPENDIXF 
(Continued) 

Monroe Jacob Post 
· and Dellaphine 
Post, his wife . 
The Seneca Falls 
Savings Bank 
C. Edward 
Montford and 
Emily Cutler 
Montford,.his wife 
Harold M. Robbins 
and Gladys I. 
Robbins, his wife 
Richard 

· Montgomery 
Seeley and Clara 
B. Seeley, his wife 
Wilson G.H. 
Buchholz; Esther .. 
G. Buchholz, his · 
wife, and August 
L. Buchholz, 
widower 
John Dwire, et al; 
John E. Deasy, et 

. al. 

Monr~ _J. post and 
Delaphine Post, his 
wife ,. 

AugustL. 
Buchholz 

>Francis H. 
Lockwood and · 
Cora P. Lockwood, 
his wife 
Jay H. Van Riper, ., , 

,et al. ,., .. 
E.P. Walker, et al. . 

· First National 
Bank of Waterloo, 
a New York · 
Corporation 

56 

62,63 

56 

51, 55 

57 

51 
62,69 

51 

57 

58,63 

62 

63 
57 

• • •• • ~-•I' ' - .. · - · 

·:·,.- -, 
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67 8/22/1941 50 

68 11/13/1941 12.096, 
47.028 

69 11/14/1941 100,81 

70 11/14/1941 37,001 

71 12/23/1941 2.17, · 
0.5, 
0.5, 

0.091 
72 12./17/194.3 . 8.946, 

.Q,844 

73 11/21/1941 · Unstated 

74 12/1/1941 85.05 

75 12/1/.1941 26 

76 11/29/1941 1.3 

. - ... 

EE9SIISDIF!NAL-F.DOC 3/11/97/BAACISDIEIIS/I 

APPENl>IXF 
(Continued) 

ert . overt 
and Bertha M. 
Covert, husband 
and wife 
Laverna Deady, et 
al. 
Harry Guilfoos, 
Florence S. 
Guilfoos, his wife; 
Burgess Guilfoos, 
Myra D. Guilfoos, 
his wife and 
William Guilfoos 
and Jennie 
Guilfoos, his wife 
Peter Murphy and 
V. Mae Murphy, 
husband and wife 
Alida A. King and 
Flood S. King, her 
husband 
Floyd 1. Russell 
and Maude 
Russell, his wife 

Emerson G. 
O'Connor as 
Commis'sioner of 
Public Welfare 
District, Waterloo, 
·seneca Cowtty .. 
Waher Howerth 
and Myra r : 
Howerth, his wife, 
and Warren Reeder , 
and Katherine 
Reeder, Ms wife 
Walter Howerth 

·and Mary ·, 
Howerth, his ;wife 
Daniel A. Johnson 
and Margaret M. 
Johnson, his wife 

· The first Baptist 
Church of. · 
Romulus, a New 
York corpoiaiion 

51 

53 

51,52 

52 

66 

87 

74 

~ I • •, 

74 

87 

. ·.C..,. 

67 
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77 7/28/1941 175.50 

78 11/22/1941 106.25 

79 11/22/1941 82.15 

80 11/21/1941 100 

81 11/21/1941 1.537 

82 11/14/1941 70 

83 11/14/1941 0.833 

84 11/14/1941 136.75 

85 11/14/1941 117, 
0.866 -

86 11/14/1941 100.41 

87 11/14/1941 50 . • I 

88 10/30/1941 . 100 

89 10/30/1941 49, 
0.37 

90 10/29/1941 14, 
--1 I 

EE9SIISDIFINAL-F.DOC )/11197/BRAC/SDIEBS/1 

APPENDIX F 
(Continued) 

Ellen A. Garnett, 
et al. 
Charles E, and 
Margaret M. 
Kaufinan, husband 
and wife 
Earl Bogardus and 
Ora Bogardus, his 
wife 
Warren Reeder and 
Katherine Reeder, 
his wife 
Francis C. Hinman 
and Leona E. 
Hinman, his wife .· 
Clayton H. 
Ernsberger and 
Martha B. 
Ernsberger, his 
wife . 
Homer W. Burritt 
and Ruth E. 
Burritt, also known 
as Ruth S. Burritt, 
his wife 

, Doc E. Bud.man, 
widower , 
Haratio D. Burritt, 
widower : . 
Charles J; 
Baldridge and 
Mary K,' , ·· 
Baldridge, his wife 
Clifford A. Fingar 
and Cora B. 
Fingar, his wife 
Claudius C. Cole, 
widower and: 
Charles E, 
kaufinan an-ct 
M~garet M. • 
Kau-finan, his wife 

. Leonard D, Moses 
and Dorothy 
Mose·s, his wife 
~arry !· Williams 
and Grace D, 

130, 131, 131a 

75 

67 

74 

75 

67 

67 

74 

67 

67 

81 

68 

68 

67 . .. ~· ., .. , ... 

,··t ·' 
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91 10/29/1941 

92 10/29/1941 

93 8/11/1941 

94 9/4/1941 

95 · 9/4/1941 
96 10/7/1941 

97 12/29/1942 
98 4/10/1942 

99. 11/29/1941 

100 12/8/1941 

IOI 12/8/1941 

102 12/9/1941 

103 12/8/1941 

_IQ~ 11/26/1941 

...... 

EE951'5MINAL-F.DOC 3/11197/BRAC/SDIEBS/1 

Unstated 

APPENDIX F 
(Continued) 

Williams, his wife 
Robert E. Sheridan 
and Mary A. 
Sheridan, husband 
and wife 

Unstated . Benjamin Franklin 
Gates and Anna E. 
Gates, husband 
and wife 

232.21 J. Wallace Coryell, 
et al. 

175.50 . Clinton L. Garnett, 
individually and as 
Administrator of 
the Estate of 
Millard F: Garnett, 
deceased 

175.50 Eleen A. Garnett 
10, J. Wallace Coryell 

0.16 and M. Alice 
Coryell, his wife 

23.18 Peter McCarl 
122.3 Clement B. ,Cole 

and Elizabeth G. 
Cole, his-wife, and 
Claudius C. Cole 
and Jennie M. 
Cole, his wife 

12, 103 Charles J. 
Baldridge and 
Mary K. 
Baldridge, his wife 

.. 20.58 .Joseph Bruce, 
unmarried 

l1 Frank J. Marsh, 
widower 

93, Mary B. Baldridge, 
10 "widow 
24 Wilbert Leroy 

Gates and Virginia 
· . M. Gates, his wife 

19.371/2 Julia E. Litchfield 
:.:! and Frank: W. 

Litchfield, her 
husband 

~ • L - • 0 • 

67 

67 

74, 75 

Unknown 

130, 131 , 131a 
74 

79,80 
66 

74,80 

80 . 

80 

74, 75 

66 

68 
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105 

106 12/16/1941 2 

.. 107 12/16/1941 22 

108 12/15/1941 

109 12/16/1941 1 

110 · 12/23/1941 0.45 

111 12/3/1941 20, 
2.83, 
1.75 

112 12/23/1941 10 

113 l2/2V1941 5 

114 ll/21/1941 59 

115 12/23/1941 93.66 

EE9511SDIFTNAL-f.DOC l/l lmlBRACISO/EllS/1 

APPENDIXF 
(Continued) 

Clare M. Rundell 
and Mary L. 
Rundell, husband 
and wife 
Jennie B. Osford, 
widow 
Erik A Iexander 
Yougberg and 
Helena Alexandera 
Yougberg, his wife 

. Mont Troutman, 
Clara T. Benard 
and her husband 
George, Maude T. 
Russell and F.J. 
Russell, her 
husband, Zadie T. 
Yakley and 
Reuben, her 
husband,John 

:: Troutman and 
Emma, his wife 
and Mary and Bert 
T. Young, husband 
and wife 
Earl Bogardus and 
Ora Bogardus, his 
wife 
Thomas J. : 
Bogardus and 
Bernice Bogardus, 
his wife ,: ; 
Richard Voight 
and Mildred R. 
Voight · ; 

Emerson G. ... 
O'Connor · 
James G. Crane 
and Susie Crane, 
his wife · 
Is~ac W; :W.illiams, . 
widower 
Clarence E., Gates 
arid Myrtl_e _Gates. 
his wife i· ' ' 

68, 74 

66 

87 

87 

66 

66 

66 

81 . . 
• I 

66 ' 

~6. -
:·;; 

66 

.. ., . ,_ ·- .. ··--
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118 1/2/1942 60, 
78.16 

119 1/2/1942 22.201, 
5.989 

•\ ·IA, t\· • 

120 1/2/1942 88.02 

121 1/2/1942 102.14 

122 1/2/1942 57.25, 
1 l.S61 

123 l/2/1942 103.363 

124 1/14/1942 54, 

125 1/14/1942 ... ., 4.74 

126 1/14/1942 65 

127 1/14/1942 40.07 

128 1/14/1942 · 140 

129 1/14/1942 · · 160.95 

130 1/14/1942 38.254 

131 1/14/1942 3 . 

132 1/14/1942 57.99, 
53.055 

133 1/14/1942, ·; . ·· -· · 20;39, ,, 

. 3.5 

E.E9 SIi SD!'ffi/AL.-f.DOC 3111197/BMCIS DIEJ!S/1 

APPENDIX F 
(Continued) 

Veronica Maher, 
individually and as 
Executrix of the 
Estate of John 
Maher, deceased 
John McGinnis 
and MaryE. 
McGinnis, his wife 
Albert L. Conkling 
and Thusa B. 
Conkling, husband 
and wife 
Seneca Falls 
Savings Bank 
The First National 
Barne of Ovid 
Minnie J. 
Bogardus widow, 
.and Alvah 
., Bog.ard~s, 
iuiinarrled 
Uiomas Kokot and 
Josephine, his wife 

. .Jesse Y. Covert 
and Nora, his wife 
John Troutman .. 
and Emma 
Troutman, his wife 
EHa Sturges, 
unmarried 
Thomas Sturges, . 
unmarried and Ella 
Sturges; unmarried 
Raymond B. Wells 
and Henrietta E.'. 
Wells, bis wife · 
Willis W. Blaine, 
unmarried 
Emma Bolles, 
widow, llI)d Albert 
Bolles , 
Mary~ .. , 

. Harrington, widow 
Margaret 
Fitzgerald 

· .Anna L. 8 arey. 
·widow 

81,88,89 

79 

67 

81 

66 

75, 76 

89 

7S : 

74,80 

81 . 

80, 87 

88, ,89 

68 · 

87 

82 

75 

Page 10 of 14 
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134 1/14/1942 65.099, 
55,991, 
65.37 

135 1/22/1 942 11.8 

136 1/22/1942 109.03 
137 1/22/1942 3.25, 

29.25 

138 1/22/1942 2 

139 1/29/1942 115.1 

140 1/29/1942 · 47.244, 
52.506 

141 1/22/1942 6.798 

142 · - 2/18/1942 34.50, 
11 

143 2/18/1942 U.13, . 
14, 

23,64, 
6,54 

144 1/14/1942 48.78, 
51.79, 

2 
145 1/14/1942 100.54 

146 2(16/1942 84.09 
: •. '! 

147 3/12/1942 232.21 

; ·i 
E£9m SD/f lNAL-F.DOC 3/1 (m/BRAC/S DIEBS/1 

APPENDIXF 
(Continued) 

Vance Crane and 
Nellie R, Crane, 
his wife, and Ella 
Everett, unmarried 
M. Alice Coryell, 
Julia E. Litchfield, 
Dean R. 
Fillingham, · 
George Fillingham 
and Glenn 
Fil lngham, Helen 
F. Carter, Emily 
coriiz;;,e, Alice 
Lewis and Frances 
S. Fillingham 
Anna C. Williams 

· Walter S. Carmer 
and Emma 
Can:rter, .his wife 
Fannie Louise 
Walke~ : 
L~on B. Godley 
andEvaM. 
Godley;his wife · 

·. Charles .Dunlap, 
widower . 
Paul P. Kinne and 
Dorothy W. Kinne, 
his wife 
.Roy Doane and 
Daisy Doane, h1s -
wife . 
Stella Jurewicz and 
Joseph Jurewicz, · 
.her husband 

Charles C. Carson · · 
and Florence C. 
'Carson, his wife ' 
Doc E. Budrnan, 

•·· widower . 
Clarence N. 
Freligh,-and Lois 
H: Freligh, his . ·' 
~ ife . ! . • · . · . 

J. Wallace Coryell, ' 
.et at · · · 

82 

81 

68 
88 

66 . 

81 

88 , . 

88 

88 

75 

80 

,74 

87 , 

. . 

75,:81, 87 
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149 4/1/1942 51.45 
, . 

150 4/1/1942 .013 

151 4/1/1942 0.067 

152 4/2/1942 73 

153 3/13/1942 18 

154 4/20/1942 171.447 

155 5/7/1942 2.261 

156 · 2/24/1942 · 4 

E£~ I lSMtNAl..f .DOC J/11 197/BRACISDl'EBS/I 

APPENDIXF 
(Continued) 

Crane, his wife 
John B. Trainor 
and Cecelia 
Keenan Trainor, 
his wife 
Percy B. Smith and 
Pauline Smith, his 
wife . 
Anna Hamilton, 
widow 
Joseph McElroy 
and Nora K. 
McElroy, his wife, 
andAnnaM. 
McElroy, widow 
Maude E. Secor 
and Clifford R. 
Secor 
Elizabeth Alleman 
and Marion 
Alleman 
R. Augusta 
Hagerty, widow 
Albert J. Covert 
and Bertha M. 
Coven, his wife, 
Lena E. Garrison, 
ldaG.:Yan 
Nostrand, widow, 
Alice M. Crane 
and Chester Crane, · 
her husband, 
Thusa l:l C~mkling 
and Albert L . . 
Conkling, :her 
husband, Leslie A. 
Covert arid Hazel 
0. Covert, his wife 
all the heirs to the 
,Last Will and 
t estament of 
Horatio J. Covert, 
deceased . 

76,82 

66 

66 

81 

139 

64 

64 

67 -
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157 

158 4/2/1942 

159 5/27/1942 

160 5/27/1942 

161. · 7/15/1942 

162 7/15/1942 

163 4/2/1942 

164 7/9/1942 

E£951SSMIN,U..f .DOC 311 1m1BJV.C/SDIEBSJJ 

102.87, 
11.84, 

8 

55 

55 

256.89, 
61 .635, 
136,65 

APPENDIXF 
(Continued) 

Daniel W. Brown 80, 81 
as agent for the 
stockholders of 
Romulus National 
Bank', Romulus, 
NY 
Charles A~ Freligh, 80 
an infant and J. 
Seward Bodine, 
his Special 
Guardian 
Cora E. Freligh, 80 
widow and Frances 
E. Freligh, 
unmarried, with 
Charles A. Freligh, 
an infant, heirs of. 
Charles A. Freligh, 
deceased 
Winfield A. Smith, 72, 73, 74 . 
unmarried 

7.243 Leslie D. Marquart 64 
except 0,365 and Lida Marquart, 

.486 

83.21 
(except 
6.06, 
6.06), 

40 . · 
Unstated 

his wife 
Maurice M. Crane 64 
andDaisi~ M. : 
Crarie, his Wife 
George f, 75 
K irlcrri ire and 
.Marie Kirkmire, 
his wife . 

First 1;3aptist . . 66 
Church of .. 

. . 

Romulus, an 
Incorporated . 
Religious · · 
Association. of the 
State·of.'NeV:. York, 
and 1pe Cemetery 
Association of The 
First l3~ptist . 
Church and ·. 
Society of ... 
Romulus, a 
Membership 
corporation of NY 
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166 

Note: 

5/14/1942 10, 
11 

APPENDIXF 
(Continued) 

John G. Secor and 
Maude E. Secor, 
bis wife 

Harry Quinn and 
Helen Quinn, his 
wife 

•source: Project Map, Seneca Army Depot, Romulus, New York. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL DATABASE, INC. 
7061 S, University Blvd. • Sutte 300 
Littleton, Colorado 80122 
(303) 794-8389 • 1 ·800·982-4627 • Fax (800) 615-0049 

Chain Of Title Document Review 

Project Number: E9518BZ 

Installation: Seneca Army Depot 
Seneca County, NY 

Report To : Kate Power 

From: Paul Lehnertz 
Environmental Database, Inc. 

2/01/96 

Enclosed please find the Chain Of Title report f or the Seneca 

~~allation. 

Paul Lehnertz 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, (NC. 
-401 EUCLID AVENUE, SUITE 445 
CLEVELAHO, OHIO 44114·2402 

PHONE: (216) 696·5554 FAX: (216) 861·3433 

RE: SENECA ARMY DEPOT, SENECA COUNTY, NEW YORK 

SUBJECT PROPERTY ADDRESS 

N0:4082 

LIABILITY: $5,000.00 

: -·-•, 

ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

A OHIO CORPORATION, HEREIN CALLED ("ETS
11
), 

SUBJECT TO THE TERMS AND CON01TIONS OF THE AGREEMENT 
TM 

FOR THIS ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE HISTORY 

REPORTS TO 

ENVIRONMENTAL DATABASE, INC. 

1·. ·: · .. :: · . CLIENT 

THAT ACCORDING TO ETS
1 

REVIEW 'OF THE DESIGNA"[.ED DOCUMENTS REGARDING THE SUBJECT 

PROPERTY AS REQUESTED BY THE CLIENT IN THE AGREEMENT, ONLY THOSE MATTERS SET FORTH 

IN THE ANNEXED INV.ENTORY TO WIT DESCRIBING THE SUBJECT PROPERTY, WE;RE FOUND AND 

ARE HEREIN LISTED. 

THIS ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE TM HISTORY REPORT IS NOT VALID .AND ETS SHALL HAVE 

NO LIABILITY THEREUNDER UNLESS THE APPLICATION, OR A COPY THEREOF, IS 

ATTACHED HERETO. 

DATE: JANUARY 31 1 1996 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

PHONE: (216)° 696-5554 

401 EUCLID AVENUE, SUITE 445 
CLEVELAND, OHIO 44114 

FAX: (216) 861-3433 

ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE™ HISTORY REPORT NO. ___ -=i4u.0""""8_._2 _______ _ 

SEARCH TYPE 

L GRANTEE/GRANTOR INDEX SEARCH (LIMITED IN SCOPE). 

FULL DOCUMENT ABSTRACTION AND REVIEW OF DESIGNATED DOCUMENTS. 

POTENTIALLY RESPONSIBLE PARTY INVESTIGATION .. 

ETS HEREBY ~EPORTS : 

THAT, ACCORDING TO ETS
1 

TITLE PLANT R.ECORDS AND/OR THOSE RECORDS MAINTAINED BY 

COUNTY RECORDER KNOWN AS THE GRANTEE/GRANTOR INDICES FROM AUGUST 8, J 941 
TO JANUARY 30, 1996 AND ACCORDING. TO SUCH OTHER PUBLICLY AVAILABLE RECORDS OF 

WHICH INQUIRY HAS BEEN MADE UPON REQUEST IN THE APPLICATION THEREFOR, RELATIVE TO 

THE SUBJECT PROPERTY AS DESCRIBED BELOW (BUT WITHOUT EXAMINATION OF THOSE 

COMPANY TITLE PLANT RECORDS MAINTAINED AND INDEXED BY NAME), TH(?SE MATTERS SET 

FORTH IN ;THE A.NNEXED INVENTORY TO. WIT DESCRIBING THE SU.BJECT PROPERTY WERE FOUND 

AND HEREIN. LISTE;D, 

DESCRIPTION: ·SEE EXHIBIT 
11A11 

.·.' . ' ! 

. . ~ - -

SEE CONTINUATION PAGES FOR INVENTORY ITEMS 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

1) The United States of America took title 
from: 

2) The United States of America took title · 
from: 

3)'The United States of America took title 
from: 

4) The United States of America took title 
from: 

5) The United States of America took titl~ 
from: 

Co.,·11.,·r · .. mos P.-1m, .l\10. - I or- 3 2 

Dated - ,,- - Filed Vol./Pg. 

The Trustees of First Baptist Cemetery Association 
and Society of Romulus, NY, by Declaration of 
Taking: 
10/20/1941 10/23/1941 183/164 
-3.25a (acres) 

Chester Phillips, Frank S. Williams and Carrie 
Isabelle Williams, his wife,.by Declaration of Taking: 
8/4/1941 8/8/1941 183/27 
-310.82a 

. First National Bank of Waterloo, Chester Phillips, 
Marline Phillips and John Sutton by Declaration of 
Taking: 
8/4/1941 8/8/1941 183/24 
-199a 

Violet Yates, et al., by Declaration of Taking: 
3/6/1942 3/9/1942 184/3 72 
-221.75a 

. Clement B. Cole, et al. by Declaration of Taking: 
1/19/1942 1/22/1942 184/248 
-242.56a 

O IWl:'/!:\'c> .• 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

6) The United States of America took title 
from: 

7) The United States of America took title 
from: 

8)The United States of America took title 
from: 

9) The Unit~d States of America took title 
from: 

1 O)The United States of America took title 
from: 

Dated Vol./Pg. 

Trustees of School District No. 19, Varick, NY, by 
Declaration of Taking: 
12/17/1941 12/22/1941 184/190 

Lehigh Valley Railroad by Declaration of Taking: 
4/21/1943 6/1/1942 185/492 
-Consisting of 5 parcels as 3,126 sf (square feet), 
128.33 sf, 0.552 of an acre, 0.228 of an acre, 139.28. sf. 

Chester Phillips, et al, by Declaration of Taking : 
8/4/1941 8/8/1941 183/27 
-Consisting of 67, 0.5, 89, 122.32 and 243.82 acre 
parcels. 

Albert A. Van Riper and Catherine G. Van Riper; 
Frank Dullmeyer and Frances, l:iis wife, by Deed: 
11/22/1941 ··12/111941 . 184/135 
-Containing a 52, 32.68, 0.90 and 0.90 acre parcels. 

John B. Lisk and Edith S~ Lisk, his wife, by Deed: 
. 12/1/1941 · 12/1/1941'' ·. '· : 1·84/134 . 

-67.3la 

(}Jlf)J:/1 ,l\'11 . • 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

l l)The United States of America took title 
from: 

l 2)The United States of America took title 
from: 

13)The United States of America took title 
from: 

14)The United States of America took title . 
from: · · · 

15)The United States of America took title 
from: ' · ·· 

l 6)The United:States. of America took title 
from: · · · · 

I • It . . , . ; . . .... . \ ,' 

('11,\·n,·1 !,11m,\· f>.H ;1, No. - 3 or 31 

Filed Vol./Pg. 

George G. Ehle, widower, by Deed: 
12/1/1041 12/1/1941 184/132 
-85a 

Libby Laskowske, widow, by Deed: 
12/1/1941 ·12/1/1941 184/131 
-68.14a 

Myrtle C. Moses, and Charles F. Moses, her husband, 
by Deed: 
11/29/1941 11/29/1941 184/129 
-.5a 

Jay H. Van Riper and Pear M. Van Riper, his wife by 
Deed: · 
11/29/1941 11/29/1941 184/128 
-66.59a 

Albert Collins, by Deed: 
. 11/29/1941 11/29/1941 184/127 
-40a 

Wi)son Grant Hunt Buckhollz and Esther G. BucW10l2. 
his wife, by Deed: 

-I 0/30/1941 11/29/1941 184/122 
-67a 

OJll_>l:11 N!I . . - 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

17)The United States of America took title 
from: 

18)The United States of America took title 
from: 

19)The United States of America took title 
from: 

20)The United States of America took title 
from: · 

2 l)The United States of America took title 
from: 

l//.\T/\'/ ',11,(),\' P.l(i/:' :Vo . . _ 4 or- 32 

Dated FiJed Vol./Pg. 

Adelbert Abner Thompson and Martha· B. Thompson, 
· ·. his wife, by Deed: 

11/21/1941 11/22/1941 184/118 
-50a 

Anna May McGrane, S. Agnes McGrane, Gordon 
McGrane, unmarried and C~arles McGrane, married, 
by Deed: 
11/21/1941 11/21/1941 184/115 
- lOOa 

Anna M. McGrane and Gordon McGrane, Executors 
of the last Will and Testament of Margaret McGrane, 
by Deed: 
11/21/1941 1·1121/1941 184/113 
-lOOa 

John E. McGrane Executor of John McGrane, 
deceased, by Qeed: . . , ... 
11/.15/1941 . 1 i/15/1941 184/111 
-: 150a 

Clara E. Cook, widow and Anna E. M~Knight, 
unmarried. b,· D·e~ci: - · · ' ·· · · · · · 
Yr11;s11941 · 11115/1941 1841110 
. ·-10,o'a 

0111>1:'u ., ·o . • 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

22)The United States of America took title 
from: 

23)The United States of America took title 
from: 

24)The United States of America took title 
from: 

25)The United States of America took title 
from: :· 

26)The United States of America took title 
from : . . . 

C'll.\-77.Vl .'.-1710.\' /'.-Ir;/:' :\'o. - 5 or- 32 
~ . ' 

.lliltfil! Filed Vol./Pg. 

Emma C. Hogan and William E. Hogan, her husband 
by Deed: 
11/14/1941 11/14/1941 184/106 
- l 3 l.54a 

Chester W. Phillips and Ina Phillips, his wife, by Deed: 
11/22/1941 12/9/1941 182/202 
-67a 

Marick Wesleyan Methodist Church, et al., by 
· Declaration of Taking: 
11/28/1941 12/5/1941 184/139 
-Containing 2 separate 1 acre parcels. 

·chester W. Phillips an Ina M. Phillip, his wife, and 
Merline C. Phillips and Virginia M, Phillips, his wife, 
by Deed: 
11/22/1941 . 12/5/1941 184/141 
-33a and 50a parcels 

Paul and Sadie E. Olsowske, husband and wife, by 
Deed: 
12/8/1941 12/8/1941 184/145 
- 109.93a 

011111:11 Xo - 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

27)The United States of America took title 
from:. 

28)The United States of America took title 
.. -• .. from: 

29)The United States of Ameri~a took title 
from: · 

30)The United States of America took title 
from: 

31 )The United States of America took title 
from: 

n "n,·1 ,. mo.,· f'..cu/i :\'n. • r, or n 

Dated Filed Vol./Pg. 

Scott Briggs and Margaret L. Briggs, his wife, by 
Deed : 
12/8/1941 12/8/1941 184/150 
-4.Sa 

Martha B. Crane, married, by Deed: 
12/8/1941 12/8/1941 184/151 
-35a 

L,illian I. Everett, married, by Deed: 
12/8/1941 12/8/1941 184/152 
-50a 

' , , 

Walter B. Keefer and Georgia Keefer, his wife, by 
Deed: 
12/8/1941 12/8/1941 184/153 
: 75a and 150a parcels. 

Herny J .Hoster, executor of the Albert J .K,reutter 
WiH, by Deed: . . . 

12/9/19411 12/10/1941 184/158 
-5Oa 
' ' 

0/1/)/:'/I .\'O. • 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

32)The United States of America took title 
from: 

33)The United States of America took title 
from: 

3.4)The United States of America took title 
from: 

3 5)The United States of America took title 
from: · 

36)The United States of America· took title 
from: 

. ' 

0 }.\'17.\'f • .. mn.\' P.11 ;J:'XO. - 7 OF 32 

Dated Filed Vol./Pg. 

Barton L Van Riper and Emily L. Van Riper, his wife, 
by Deed: 
12/9/1941 12/9/1941 184/160 
-3.20a 

John T. White and Elizabeth Loretta White, his wife, 
by Deed: 
12/9/1941 12/9/194 l. 184/161 
-50a 

Burt B. Van Riper and Ella S. Van Riper, his wife, by 
Deed: 
12/9/9141 12/9/1941 184/162 
-65.222a and 43.04a parcels. 

. Martha B. Thompson by Deed: 
12/9/9141 12/9/1941 184/164 

· ·. -20a 

, • •. •· '. I 

· Albert Covert and Bertha M. Covert, his wife, by 
Deed: 
12/15/1941 12/15/1941 184/170 

. 011/ll:'/I .\'o. • 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

37)The United States of America took title 
from: 

38)The United States of America took title 
from: 

39)The United States of ~erica took title 
from: 

4Q)The United States of America took title 
from: · 

4l)The United States of America took title 
from: 

42)The United States of America took title 
from: 

CO.\T/,\'/i.-ITT/1.V P.-rm, ;\'(I, • 8 or- 32 

Dated Vol./Pg, 

Leah E. Thorpe and Harry E. Thorpe, her husband, by 
Deed: 

·12/15/1941 12/15/1941 184/172 
-97.27a 

William O'Marra and Frances Catharine O'Marra, by 
Deed: 
12/15/1941 12/15/1941 184/173 
-2a 

Martin O'Marra and Mary E. O'Marra, his wife, by 
Deed: 
12/15/1941 12/15/1941 184/174 
-17 .108a and 31. 759a parcels. 

Frank Komonek and Eva Komonek, his wife, by Deed: 
12/15/1941 12/15/1941 184/175 
-21a 

Rosetta Campbell and John Campbell her husband, by 
· Deed: · 

12/15/1941 l~/15/1941 184/176 
.. • -5la 

Fred C. Thorp and Bertha H. Thorp, his wife, by Deed: 
12/15/19-ll 12'15/1941 184/177 
- 101 a 

01/l>J://(\''o. . 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

43)The United States of AmeriGa took title 
from: 

44)The United States of America took title 
from: 

45)The United States of America took title 
from: 

46)The United States of America took title 
.from: · 

47)The United States of America took title 
from: 

. ! .. 

• . ·J 

ro.,·11su.n10,v P. ,c ;i, No. - 9 or- J 2 

IWcl Filed Vol./Pg. 

Charles H. Jacobus and Laura M. Jacobus, his wife, by 
Deed: · 

12/16/1941 12/16/1941 184/178 
-65.95a 

John B. Lisk, Edith S. Lisk, his wife and Charles W. 
Lisk, widower, by Deed: 
12/9/1941 12/16/1941 184/180 
-57.71a 

Edith S. Lisk and John B. Lisk, her husband, by Deed: 
12/9/1941 12/16/1941 184/182 
-89. l 7a 

Harry Pettit and Elizabeth Pettit by Deed: 
I,. 12/16/1941 12/16/1941 184/188 

. -25a 

. Ernest N. Van Riper and Ire~e·B: Van Riper, his 
· .. . •wife, by Deed: 

' 12/23/1941 12/33/1941 184/204 
-112.25a 

0 11/>li ll .\'o. • 4082 . 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

48)The United States of America took title 
from: 

49)The United States of America took title 
from: 

50)The United States of America took title 
from: 

51 )The United States of America took title . 
from: 

52) The United States of America took title 
from: 

53)The United States of America took title 
from: 

n 1.\·m·1 :.-1710.\ ' f', 1< ;,, :,,•o:·. I() or- 31 

Dated Filed Vol./Pg. 

J. Oren Somerville and Mary G. Sommerville, his wife, 
by Deed: 
12/23/1941 12/23/1941 184/206 
-2a 

Emma S. Bolles, widow, by Deed: 
12/23/1941 12/23/1941 184/207 
-76a 

Charles J. Baldridge and Mary K, Baldridge, his wife 
. by Deed: 
. 11/29/1941 1/2/1942 184/217 

-Two parcels totaling 51.5 5 acres. 

. Thomas W, Osborne, unmarried, by Deed: 
1/2/1942 1/2/1942 184/222 

. -l2.142a 

. Monroe Jacob Post and Dellaphlne Post, his wife, by 
. Deed: 

. 1/14/1942 1/15/1942 184/238 
· · -46.242a 

The Senec:1 Savings Bank by Deed: 
1/14/19-r: 1/15/1942 184/241 
-84.28a 

011n/:'11 Yo. - 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

54)The United States of America took title 
from: 

55)The United States of America took title 
from: 

56)The United States of America took title 
from: 

57)The United States of America took title.,; 
from: 

, : I 
• • ~ I • 

58)The United State.s of Amer.ica took ti!le 
from: 

... 
' 

{l).\ 'H.\'I. 1110.\' I'. I( a; .\'o. - I I OF :l2 

Dated Vol./Pg. 

C. Edward Montford and Emily Cutler Montford, his 
wife, by Deed: 
1/22/1942 1/2211942 184/252 
-89.74a 

Harold M. Robbins and Gladys I. Robbins, his wife, by 
.Deed: 
1/29/1942 1/29/1942. 184/267 
-127.9a 

Richard Montgome·ry Seeley and C1ara B. Seeley, his 
wife, by Deed: 
1/29/1942 1/29/1942 184/271 
-145 and 34.98 acre parcels. 

Wilson·G. H. Buchholz, Esther G. Buckholz, his wife, 
. and August L. Buchholz, widower, by Deed: 
1_/30/1942 1/30/1942 184/273 
-166.08 and 26.85 acre parcels 

· .John Dwire, et al, by Declaration of Taking: 
3/9/1942 3/17/1942 184/379 
-8 .805a 

, {)/(/)/:/1 ,\'o. , 4082 



ENVlRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

59)The United States of America took title 
from: 

60)The United States of America took title 
from: 

61)The United States of America took title 
fro.t,n: 

62)The United States of America took title 
from: 

63)The'United States of America took title 
from: 

64)The United States of America took title 
from: 

. D.akd EiM Vol./Pg. 

John E. Deasy, et al, by Declaration of Taking: 
8/11/1941 3/7/1942 184/381 
-15, 64.35, 62.05, 135.03, 15, 64.35, 62.05, 134.69 
acre parcels as ~ell as a 1,500 square foot parcel. 

Monroe J. Post and Delaphine Post, his wife, by Deed: 
4/2/1942 4/2/1942 184/405 
-137.578, 49.632 acre parceis. 

August L. Buchholz by Deed; 
2/16/1942 5/11/1942 184/423 

· -67a 

Francis H. Lockwood arid Cora P: Lockwood, his wife 
. : by Deed: 

. · 5/7/1942 5/27/1942 184/430 
-9.327,31.123 and 19.27 acre parcels . 

. ·: , ·. 

Jay H. Van Riper, et al, by Declaration ofTal<lng: 
8711942 ;',' ; 8/12/1942 .. . . . 184/4 72 

: -10.69, 10.69, 20, 6, 10.69, 10.69, 10.69, 20, 6, 10.69 
and l /2 acre parcels. 

E.P. Walker, et al by Declaration of Taking: 
9/25/1941 10/2/1941 183/135 
-12a 

011n1:11 No. • 4082 . 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

65)The United States of America took title 
from: 

66)The United States of America took title 
from: 

67)The United States of America took title 
· from: 

68)The United States of America took title 
. from: · .· 

69)The United St.ates of America took title 

from: · ' 

ro,"11.v11.mo.,· J•.:,r;t No. • 13 OF 32 

llillil Filed Vol./Pg. 

First National Bank of Waterloo, a new York 
corporation, by Deed: 
10/2/1941 10/2/1941 183/138 
-48 and 80/l00ths acres and l 1/Sth acre.parcels 

Albert J. Covert and Bertha M. Covert, husband and· 
wife, by Deed: 
10/29/1941 10/29/1941 184/68 
-67a 

Laverna Deady, et al, by Declaration ofTal<lng: 
8/22/l94l 8/22/1941 184/78 
-50a 

.. 
Harry Guilfoos, Florence S. Guilfoos, his wife; 
Burgess Guilfoos, Myra D, Guilfoos, his wife and 
William Guilfoos and Jennie Guilfoos, his wife, by . 

. Deed: 
11/13/1941 11/14/1941 184/100 
-12.096 and 47.028 acre parcels. 

Peter Murphy and V. Mae Murphy, husband and wife, 
by Deed: 
11/14/1941 11/14/1941 184/101 
-100 and 81 acre parcels. 

011111,1<\'o • 4082 
'. · 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, [NC. 

70)The United States of America took title 
from: 

7l)The United States of America took title 
from: 

72)The United States of America took title 
from: 

73)The United States of America took title 
from: · · · 

74)The United States of America took title 
from: · 

r11.,·n,·1:.-mo.Y f'.~r;i: ;\'o. - 14 or 32 

Dated Filed Vol./Pg. 

Alida A. King and Flood S. King, her husband, by 
Deed: 
11/14/1941 11/14/1941 184/104 
-37.00la 

Floyd J. Russell and Maude Russell, his wife, by Deed; 
12/23/ l 94 l 12/23/194 I . 184/198 
-2:I 7, 1/2, 1/2, and 1/11 acr~ parcels.· 

Emerson G. O'Connor as Commissioner of Public 
Welfare District, Waterloo, Seneca County by Deed: 
12/17/1943 1/21/1944 186/241 
-8.946 and 0.844 acre parcels. 

· · Walter Howerth and Myra Howerth, his wife, and 
·. ·Warren Reeder and Katherine Reeder, his wife, by 
,· need: 

11/21/1941 12/1/1941 184/137 
· -Acreage unstated. 

?: ., . 

Walter Ho\\ierth and MaryHowertll, his wife, by Deed: 
12/1/1941 12/1/1941 184/133 

. · -85.0Sa 

0111>1:11 .\ 'o . • 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

75)The United States of America took title 
from: 

76)The United States of America took title 
from; · 

77)The United States of America took title 
from: • 

78)The United States of America took title 
from: 

79)The United States of America took title 
from: 

Cr 1,·11.v11,.moN f',tm, No . • I 5 or 32 

Dated filkd . Vol./Pg, 

. Daniel A. Johnson and Margaret M. Johnson, his wife, 
by Deed: 
12/1/1941 12/1/1941 184/130 
-26a 

The First Baptist Church of Romulus, a New York 
_corporation, by Deed: . 

, 11/29/1941 11/29/1941 1'84/125 
- l.3a 

Ellen A. Garnett, et al, by Qeclaration of Taking: 
7/28/1941 11/28/1941 184/123 
-175.S0a 

Charles E, and Margaret M. Kaufman, husband and 
wife, by Deed: 
11/22/1941 11/22/1941 184/120 
-106.25a 

Earl Bogardus and Ora Bogardus, his wife, by De.ed: 
ll/22/1941 11/22/1941 184/119 

. · · ~82.15a 

Oum,:u No. • 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

80)The United States of America took title 
from: 

8l)The United States of America took title 
from: 

82)The United States of America took title 
· from: 

83)The United States of America took title 
from: 

84)The United States of America took title . 

Dated Filed Vol./Pg. 

Warren Reeder and Katherine Reeder, his wife, by 
Deed: 
11/21/1941 11/21/1941 184/117 
-1 OOa 

Francis C. Hinman and Leona E. Hinman, his wife, by 
Deed: 
11/21/1941 11/21/1941 184/116 
-1.537a 

Clayton H. Ernsberger and Martha B. Ernsberger, his 
wife, by Deed: 
11/14/1941" 11/14/1941 184/109 
-70a 

· Homer W. Burritt and Ruth E. Burritt, also known as 
Ruth S. Burritt, his wife, by Deed: 
11/14/1941 11/14/1941 184/107 
-5/6th of an acre. 

from: ,: •· ,_: ~ ·, · -'Doc E. Budman, widower, by Deed: 
' · '11/14/1941 l 1/14/1941 184/108 

-136.75a 

Co,,·nNt ,,mos l' .-1m, ;Vo. - 16 or 32 . 01mu1 No. - 4082 



. 
ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC . . 

85)The United States of America took title 
from: 

86)The United States of America took title 
from: • · 

87)The United States of America took title 
from: 

88)The United States of America took title 
from: 

89)The United States of America took title 
from: 

· ro.,'11,,·11,r,10.,· P.~/;fi :\ 'o. - 17 or- 3; 

' \ 

Dated Filed Vol./Pg. 

Haratio D. Burritt, widower, by Deed: 
11/14/1941 11/14/1941 184/105 
-117 and 13/ 15 acres 

Charles J. Baldridge and Mary K. Baldridge, his wife, 
by Deed: 
11/14/1941 11/14/1941 184/103 
-100.4la 

Clifford A. Fingar an'd Cora B. Fingar, his wife, by 
Deed: · 
11/14/1941 11/14/1941 184/102 

Claudius C. Cole1 widower and Charles E. K,aufman 
and Margaret M. Kaufman, his wife, by Deed: 
10/30/1941 10/30/1941 184/76 
-1 OOa 

Leonard D. Moses and Dorothy Moses, his wife, by 
Deed : ' 
1,0/30/1941 10/30/1941 184/73 
~49 .and 37/100 acres. 

0111!/;'// .Vo. - 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

90)The United States of America took title 
from: 

91 )The United States of America took title 
from: 

92)The United States of America took t1tle 
from: 

93)The United States of America took ~itle 
from: · 

94 )The United States of America took titi°e 
from: 

95)The United States of America took title 
from: 

C//.\'11Nt •.-miJX l',tm, ,\'//. • 'i 8 OF 32 

Dated Filed Vol./Pg. 

Harry J. Williams and Grace D. Williams, his wife, by 
. Deed: 
10/29/1941 I 0/29/1941 184/40 
- 14 and 11 acre parcels 

Robert E. Sheridan and Mary A. Sheridan, husband 
_arid wife, by Deed: 
, 10/29/1941 10/29/ l 94 l I 84/69 
-No acreage stated. 

Benjamin Franklin Gates and Anna E. Gates, husband 
and wife, by Deed: 
10/29/1941 10/29/1941 184/67 
-No acreage stated . . 

J. Wallace Coryell, et al., by Declaration of Taking: 
8/11/1941 8/21/1941 183/55 
-10 acres and 29 rods, 6 6/IO0ths·acres, 123.21, 18 
5.50, 2.50, 60, 15.66, 80, 11, 10, and 21 acre parcels. 

. _Clinton L. Garnett, individually and as Administrator 
of the Estate of Millard F. Garnett, deceased, by Deed: 
9/4/1941 9/8/1941 182/194 
- l 75.50a 

Eleen . ..\. G::lrnett. by Deed: 
9/4/19-+l 9/8/1941 
-175.50a 

182/193 

0/IIJ/:'ll ,\·o. · 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

96)The United States of America .took title 
from: 

97)The United States of America took title 
from: 

98)The United States of America took title 
from: 

EiM Vol./Pg. 

J, Wallace Coryell and M, Alice Coryell, his wife, by 
Deed: 
10/7/1941 10/7/1941 182/133 
- l Oa and 28 rods. 

Peter McCarl by Deed: . 
12/29/1942 12/29/1942 182/592 
-23.18a 

Clement B. Cole and Elizabeth G. Cole, his wife, and 
Claudius C. Cole and Jennie M. Cole, his wife, by 
Quit Claim Deed: 
4/10/1942 7/30/1942 185/15 
-122.3a 

Note - Subject property excepted the "Right of Way and Freight Yard of the Lehigh Valley Railroad 
Company" from the transaction. · 

. . . . . 

· ·99)The United States of America took title 
from : 

l OO)The United States of America' took ti"tle 
from: 

Cosn,·1 ·.-moN P ,ff i i i No. - 19 or 32 

Charles J. Baldridge and Mary K. Baldridge, his wife, 
by Deed: 
11/29/1941 12/8/1941 184/147 
- l 2a and I 03 a parcels. 

Joseph Bruce. unmarried by Deed; 
12/8/19 -1 l I 2/8/1941 184/148 
-20. 58a 

011111,n .,·o. - 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

101 )The United States of Americ'a took title 
from: 

l02)The United States of America took title 
from: · 

103)The United States of America took title 
from: 

104)The United States of America took title 
from: 

105)The United States of America 'took title 
from: 

106)The United States of America took title 
from: 

ro.,·n,·11,1110.\' P,1<;1: No . • 20 or-32 

Dated Vol./Pg. 

Frank J, Marsh, widower, by Deed" 
12/8/1941 12/8/1941 184/149 
- 11 a 

Mary B. _Baldridge, widow by Deed: 
12/9/1941 12/9/1941 184/163 
-93 and 10 acre parcels. 

Wilbert Leroy Gates and Virginia M. Gates his wife, 
by Deed: 
12/8/1941 12/8/1941 184/165 
-24a 

; ")' · • ·. • 

Julia E. Litchfield and Frank W> Litchfield, her 
husband, by Deed: 
11/26/1941 12/9/1941 184/166 
-19.37l/2a 

Clare M. Rundell and Mary L. Rundell, husband and 
wife, by Deed: 
12/15/1941 12/15/9141 .184/171 
-167.76 and 20 acre parcels. 

Jennie E. Osford, widow, by Deed: 
12/16/19-l l 12/16/1941 184/179 
-2a 

• ' ' ~-1 

0/UJ/ill .\'(). • 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

107)The United States of America took title 
from: 

108) The United States of America took title 
from: 

109)The United States of America took title 
from: 

11 0)The United States of ~erica"took title 
from: 

. 11 l)The United States of America took.title 
from: 

Co.vn\'I t_.j'/1(),V l'.4GI: No. - 21 OF 32 

Filed Vol./Pg. 

Erik Alexander Yougberg and Helena Alexandera 
Yougberg, his wife, by Deed: 
12/ l 6/ 1941 l 2/ l 6/ 1941 184/ 184 

Mont Troutman, Clara T. Bonard and her husband 
George, Maude T. Russell and F.J. Russell, her 
husband, Zadie T. Yakley and Reuben, her husband, 
John Troutman and Emma, his wife and Mary and 
Bert T. Young, husband and wife, by Deed: 
12/15/1941 12/16/1941 184/185 
-la 

Earl Bogardus and Ora Bogardus, his wife, by Deed: 
12/16/1941 12/16/1941 184/187 
-·1 a 

Thomas J. Bogardus.and Bernice.Bogardus, his wife, 
by Deed: 
12/23/1941 12/23/1941 184/201 
-.45a 

Richard Voight and Mildred R. Voight by Deed: 
12/3/1941 12/23/1941 184/200 
-20, 2.83 and l 3/4 acre parcels. 

0111>1:'11 No. - 4082 . ' 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC . 

l 12)The United States of America took title 
from: 

113)The United States of America took title 
from: 

114 )The United ·states of America took title 
from: 

l l 5)The Unit~d States of America took title 
from: 

l l 6)Th~ United States of America took title 
from: 

l 18)The United States of America took title 
from: 

.Eil.e.d Vol./Pg, 

Emerson G. O'Connor by Deed: 
12/23/1941 12/23/1941 184/202 
- lOa 

James G. Crane and Susie Crane, hls wife, by Deed: 
12/23/1941 12/23/1941 184/203 
-Sa 

Issac W. Williams, widower, by Deed: 
11/21/1941 12/23/1941 184/205 
-59a 

Clarence E. Gates and Myrtle Gates, his wife; by 
Deed: 
12/23/1941 12/23/1941 184/208 
-93.66a 

Veronica Maher, individually and as Executrix of the · 
Estate of John Maher, deceased, by Deed: 
1/2/1942 1/2/1942 184/210, 
-182.06a · · ·' · · ' 

John McGinnis and Mary E. McGinnis, his wife, by 
Deed: 
1/2/1942 l/2/1942 184/211 
-60 and 78 .16 acre parcels. 

0111!1'!1 .Vo. • 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERV[CES, INC. 

119)The United States of America took title 
from: 

120)The United States of America took title 
from: 

121)The United States of America took title 
from: 

122)The United States of America took title 
from: 

l 23)The United States of America took title 
from: 

124)The United States of America took title 
from : 

: ' :i · .. . ·r .. ,·: 

Co.v1ts1 '.11WN l'AGI: No. • 23 or- J2 
' .. 

Dated Filed Vol./Pg. 

Albert L. Conk.ling and Thusa B. Conkling, Husband 
and wife, by Deed: 
1/2/1942 1/2/1942 184/212 
-22.201 and 5.989 acre parcels. 

Seneca Falls Savings Bank, by Deed: 
1/2/1942 1/2/1942 184/214 
-88.02a 

The First National Bank of Ovid by Deed: 
I /2/1942 1/2/1942 184/215 
-102.14a 

Minnie J. Bogardus widow, and Alvah Bogardus, . 
unmarried by Deed: 
T/2/1942 1/2/1942 184/219 
-5 7 1 /4 and 11 . 561 acre parcels. 

Thomas Kokot and Josephine, his wife, by Deed: 
1/2/1942 1/2/1942 184/221 
-\03.363a 

Jesse Y. Covert and Nora, his wife, by Deed: 
1/14/1942 r, 1/14/1942 ' 184/228 

:-S4a 

0 /lJJlill .\ 'o . - 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVlCES, [NC. 

l25)The United States of America took title 
from: 

126)The United States of America took title 
from: .. . , ... · 

127)The United States of America took title 
from: _ 

. '· . . ~ 

l28)The United States of America took title 
from: 

. . 

l29)The Unit~<l; States ofAmerica took title 
from:· 

l 30)The U~ited States of America to~k title ', 
from: · · · 

ro.\"11,\'//,ff/() ,V f':f(i/:" :Vo. - 24 OF 32 

Dated Eikd Vol./Pg. 

John Troutman and Emma Troutman, his wife, by 
.Deed: 
1/14/1942 1/14/1942 184/229 

· -4.74a 

Ella Sturges, unmarried by Deed: 
1/14/1942 1/14/1942 184/232 
~65a 

Thomas Sturges, unmarried and Ella Sturges, 
.. unmarried, by Deed: 

1/14/1942 l/14/1942 184/233 
-40,0?a 

Raymond B. Wells and Henrietta E. Wells, his wife, 
by Deed: 
1/14/1942 1/14/1942 184/234 
-l40a 

, \Villis W. Blaine unmarried by Deed; 
'1/14/1942 1/14/1942 184/235 
-l 60.95a 

. Emma Bolles, \\'idow, and Albert Bolles, by Deed: 
. l/i4/1942 1/14/19-+2 184/236 
-38.25-ta 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

131 )The United States of Americ_a took title 
from: 

l 32)The United States of America took title 
from: 

133)The United States of America took title 
from: 

.. . 

134)The United States of America took title 
from: 

135)the United States of America took title 
from: 

C 1J.\'1l.\'/ f-1 1ION P ,t(ili No. - '.! Sor- 32 

Dated filk4 Vol./Pg, 

Mary C. Harrington, widow, by Deed: 
1/14/1942 1/14/1942 184/237 
-3a 

Margaret Fitzgerald, by Deed: 
1/14/1942 1/14/19.42 184/239 
-57.99a 

Anna L. Carey, widow, by Deed: 
1/14/1942 1/14/1942 I 84/240 
-20.39 and 3.5 acre parcels . 

Vance Crane and Nellie R. Crane, his wife, and Ella 
Everett, unmarried by Deed: 
1/14/1942 . 1/14/1942 184/243 

·, ~?5.099, 55.991 and 65.37 acre parcels. 

M. Alice Coryell, Julia E. Litchfield, Dean R. . 
Fillingham, George FiUing_ham and Glenn Fillingham, 

. Helen F. Carter, Emily Cornzve, Alice Lewis and 
· ·Frances S. Fillingham by Deed: 

1/22/1942 1/22/1942 184/253 
- l l.8a 

OtW/:/1 .\"o . .• .4Q 8 2 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

136)The United States of America took title 
frorri: · 

137)The United States of America took title 
froin: · 

138)The United States of America took title 
from: 

139)The United States of America took title 
from: ·. 

140)The United States of America took title 
from: · · :" 

C0.\7INl1,11ION P..1<i1; ,Yo. • 26 OF 32 

Dated Filed 

Anna C. Williams by Deed: 
1/22/1942 1/22/1942 
-109.03a 

Vol./Pg. 

184/256 

. Walter S. Carmer and Emma Canner, his wife, by 
Deed: 
1/22/1942 1/22/1942 184/257 
-3.25 and 29.25 acre parce~s 

Fannie Louise Walker by Deed: 
1/22/1942 1/22/1942 184/259 
-2a 

· . Leon B. Godley and Eva M. Godley, his wife, by 
· Deed: 
1/29/1942 1/29/1942 184/268 
-115.la 

C,harles Dunlap, widower by Deed: 
l/29/1942 . 1/29/1942 184/269 

· -47.244 and 52.506 acre parcels 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC . 

14l)The United States of America took title 
from: 

142)The United States of America took title 
from: 

143)The United States of America took title 
from: 

144)The United States of America took title 
from: 

,: · . . 

145)ihe United States of America took title 
from: · · 

CON11XOA1WN PA(ifi NO. - 2 7 OF 3 2 

.D.alli! Filed Vol./Pg. 

Paul P. Kinne and Dorothy W. Kinne, his wife, by 
Deed: 
1/22/1942 1/30/194 184/275 
-6.798a 

Roy Doane and Daisy Doane, his wife, by Deed: 
2/18/1942 2/18/1942 184/354 
-34.50 and 11 acre parcels. · 

Stella Jurewicz and Joseph Jurewicz, her husband by 
Deed: 
2/18/1942 2/18/1942 184/356 
-12.13, 14, 23.64 and 6.54 acre parcels. 

Charles C. Carson and Florence C. Carson, his wife, 
by Deed: . 
1/14/1942 1/18/1942 184/360 
-48.78, 51.79 and 2 acre parcels. 

Doc E. Budman, widower, by Deed: 
1/14/1942 1/18/1942 '184/363 

· · ·-100.54a 

OR/Jli/1 .\'o. • 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVfCES, f NC. 

146)The United States of America took title 
from: 

147)The United States of America took title 
from: 

148)The United States of America took title 
from: 

149)The United States of America took title 
from: .·· 

' . . : .. 

150)The United States of America took title 
from: 

('ONTIA'll.-1'/10,V f .. ff;J:' :\'O. • 2 3 01' 3 2 

Dated Filed Vol,/Pg. 

Clarence N. Freligh, and Lois H. Freligh, his wife, by 
Deed: 
2/16/1942 2/16/1942 184/364 . 
-84. 09a 

J. Wallace Coryell, et al, by Declaration of Taking: 
3/12/1942 3/18/1942 184/383 
-50, 5.5, 2.5, 2, 10 and 21 acre parcels 

Marion E> Crane and Martha B. Crane, his wife, by 
Deed : 
4/1/1942 4/1/1942 184/397 
-5.27a 

John B. Trainor and Cecelia Keenan Trainor, his wife, 
by Deed: 
4/1/1942 4/1/1942 184/401 
-51.45a 

_Percy B. Smith and Pauline Smith, his wife, by Deed: 
4/1/1942 4/1/1942 184/402 
-.013a 

{)JI/)/;'// ,\'(), • 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

151 )The United States of America took title 
from: 

152)The United States of America took title 
from: 

153)The United States of America took title 
from: 

l 54)The United States of America took title 
from: ·· 

l55)The·United States of America took title 
from: 

C"0,\7A'llAT/O.\ ' P.-1r,1, :\'o. • 2 9 OF ) 2 

llilllil Filed Vol./Pg. 

Anna Hamilton, widow, by Deed: 
4/1/1942 4/1/1942 184/403 
-73a 

Joseph McElroy and Nora K. McElroy, his wife, and 
Anna M. McElroy, widow, by Deed: 

·. 4/2/1942 4/2/1942 184/404 
-73a 

Maude E. Secor and Clifford R. Secor, by Deed: 
3/13/1942 4/9/1942 184/409 
-18a 

Eli_zabeth Alleman and Marion Alleman by Deed: 
· 4/20/1942 4/20/1942 184/412 

-171.447 

R. Augusta Hagerty, widow, by Deed : 
5/7/1942 5/7/1942 184/420 
~-2.261 a 

0 11m,11 :\ 'o . • 4082 



ENVlRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

156)The United States of America took title 
from: 

l 57)The United States of America took title 
from: 

l 58)The United States of America took title 
from: 

. 
l 59)The United States of America took title. 

from: · · · · 

160)The United States of America took title 
frorri: 

Cr1xn,·11 .. 1mJN l',/Cil:" No . • 30oF 32 

Dated Filed Vol./Pg. 

Albert J. Covert and Bertha M. Covert; his wife, Lena 
E. Garrison, Ida G. Van Nostrand, widow, Alice M. 
Crane and Chester Crane, her husband, Thusa B. 
Conkling and Albert L. Conkling, her husband , Leslie 
A Covert and Hazel 0. Covert, his wife all the heirs to 
the Last Will and Testament of Horatio J. Covert, 
deceased, by Dee~: 
2/24/1942 5/7/1942 184/421 
-4a 

Daniel W. Brown as agent for the stockholders of 
Romulus National Bank, Romulus, NY, by Deed: 
5/27/1942 5/27/1942 184/428 
-102.87, 11.84 and 8 acre parcels. 

Charles A. Freligh, an infant and J. Seward Bodine, his 
.. Special Guardian, 

4/2/1942 5/27/1942 184/434 
-55a 

· Cora E. Freligh, widow and Frances E. Freligh, 
• ,unmarried, with Charles A. Freligh, an infant, heirs of 
Charles A. Freligh, deceased, by Deed: 
5/27/1942 5/27/1942 184/436 
-55a 

Winfield . .:\. Smith, unmarried by Deed: 
5/27/194'2 5/27/1942 184/439 
-256.89. 61 .635 and 136.65 

o,wr:11 No. - 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

· 16l)The United States of ~erica took title 
from: 

162)The United States of America took title 
from: 

163) The United States of America took title 
from: 

164)The United States of America.took title 
from: 

165)The United States of America took title 
from: 

CnNnNIIA.710N PA(i(i No. - 31 OF 32 

lli!rul Vol./Pg. 

Leslie D. Marquart and Lida Marquart, his wife, by 
Deed: 
7/15/1942 7/15/1942 184/456 
-7.243 and .365 acre parcels. 

Maurice M. Crane and Daisie M. Crane, his wife, by 
0-eed: 
7/15/1942 7/15/1942 184/457 
-.486a 

George F. Kirkmire and Marie Kirkmire, his wife, by 
Deed: 
4/2/1942 7/22/1942 184/459 
-83 21/1 00ths, 6 6/1 00ths, 6 6/1 00ths and 40 acre 
parcels. 

First Baptist Church of Romulus, an Incorporated 
Religious Association of the State.of New York: and 
The Cemetery Association of The First Baptist Church 
an Society of Romulus, a Membership corporation of 
NY, by Quit Claim Deed: 
7/9/1942 7/30/1942 184/467 
-No stated acreage. 

John G. Secor and Maude E. Secor, his wife, by Deed: 
6/12/1942 8/4/1942 184/468 
-50, 5.5, 2.5 and 2 acre parcels. 

OIIDl:fl Xo. - 4082 



ENVIRONMENTAL TITLE SERVICES, INC. 

l 66)The United States of America took title 
from: 

. . 
CONTINUA110NPAUHNO. - 320F32 

Dated VoJ./Pg. 

Harry Quinn and Helen Quinn, his wife, by Deed: 
5/14/1942 8/4/1942 184/470 
~ l 0 and 11 acre parcels . 

Ono£n.l\10 . - 4082 
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Table G-1 
POTENTIAL ASBESTOS HAZARDS AT SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTMTY 

··. · . . .·' . :-: .. 

Bulldl~ .. Asbestos -· . EBS Sol.ire:- of .. 
Nuinber Acreage· : SQFT : .-. , . Albettos Statut Quallfltf ' . EvJ<Mnce , . 

6 0,013934803 607 Asbestos P~nt (Survey), No Remediation A 23 

106 0.016S28926 720 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation A 23 

106 0.226698806 9875 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation A 23 

106 0,010743802 468 As~s Present (Survey), No Remediation A 23 
113 0.378879706 16504 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remeditllon A 23 

117 0.016988062 740 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation A H 
117 0.4390955 19127 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remedltllon A 23 

120 0.009182736 400 Asbe$tos Prts-ent (Swvey), No Remediation A 23 

122 0.282782369 12318 Asbestos Present (Swvey), No Remediation A 23 

124 0.03597337 1567 Asbe!tos P~nt (Swvey), No Remediation A 23 

135 0.115105601 5014 Asbestos Present (Swvey), No Remediation A 23 

202 0,0414W055 1806 Asbestos.Present (Survey), No Remediallon A 23 

203 0.045913682 2000 Asbestos Prmnt (Swvey), No Remediallon A 23 

204 0.04 8989899 2134 Asbestos P~ot (Survey), No Rcmediallon A 23 

205 0.045913682 2000 Asbestos Present (Swvcy), No Remediation A 23 

206 0.045913682 2000 Asbestos Pre$ent (Swvcy), No Remedial.ion A 23 

207 0,045913682 2000 Asbest0$ Present (Swvcy), No Remediation A 23 

214 0.043526171 1896 Asbestos Pment (Survey), No Remediation A 23 

2IS 0.041460055 1806 Asbestos Present (SW\'ey), No Remediation A 23 

216 0.041460055 1806 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation A 23 

217 0.04 5913682 . 2000 Asbestos Present (Swvcy), No Remediation A 23 

2-47 0,0013n4I 60 Asbestos Present (Swvcy), No Remediation A I I. 

309 0.189187328 8241 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation A 23 

311 0.266942149 11628 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Rcmedltllon A 23 

319 0,065&4022 2868 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation A 23 

334 0.688705234 30000 Asbestos Prestnt (SW\'cy), No Remediation A 23 

334 0.036065197 1571 Asbestos Prt$ent (SW\'ey), No Remediation A 23· . 

3S3 0,037695133 1642 Asbestos P=t (Swvey), No Remediation A 23 

359 0.003-4-43526 ISO Asbestos Pment (Swvcy), No Remediation A 23 

360 0, 198806244 8660 Asbestos Present (Survi:y), No Remediation A 23 

366 0.021808999 950 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation A 23 

606. 0,07837~56 J.41◄ Asbestos Present (SW\'ey), No Rcmedi1tion A 23 

703 0.931404959 40572 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation A 23 
704 · 0.714233242 31112 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remedi1tion A 23 

705A 0,08822314 38-43 Asbestos l're$ent (Survey}, No Remediation A 23 

105 0.183562902 1996 Asbestos Preunt (Survey), No Remediation . A 23 

708 0,714233242 31112 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation A 23 

715 0,110009183 4792 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation A 23 

no 0,098301194 4282 Asbc$tos Present (Survey), No Remediation A 23 

. 723 0.395064279 17209 Asbe$tos Present (Survey), No Remediation A 23 

723 0,13698H71 5961 Asbestos Present (Survey}, No Remediation A 23 

740 0.047842057 2084 Asbestos Present (Survey}, No Remediation A 23 

740 0.05S41781S 2414 Asbestos P=nt (Swvey), No Rcmcd11t1on A 23 

742 0,031955923 1392 Asbestos Present (Survey}, No Rcmcd11t1on A 23 

742 0,011478421 500 A5bestos Present (Survey), No Remed11:ion A 23 

800 0.029201102 1272 Asbestos P=nt (Survey), No Remediation A 23 

804 0.030624426 1334 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation A 23 

806 0.091827365 4000 Asbe$tos Present (Survey), No Remediation A 23 

807 0.091827365 4000 Asbestos Present (Swvey), No Remediauon A 23 

EE9lllSM1N1,,T-0.XL.S(O•t) JJt 1197/ll RAC/S MBS Page I of 11 



Bulldll'lg 
Number Acrn ge SQFT 

814 0.082231405 3S82 

817 0.021671258 944 

819 0.189784206 8267 

2074 0.003627181 158 

2076 0.124885216 5440 

2078 0.172038567 7494 

2079 0.044214876 1926 

2085 0.037695133 1642 

2106 0.013429752 585 

2117 0.2593204 7 8 11296 

2118 0.2593204 78 11296 

2119 0.259320478 11296 

2120 0.259320478 11296 

2121 0.259320478 11296 

2122 0.259320478 11296 

2123 0.259320478 11296 

2124 0.259320478 11296 

2207 0.08 I 841139 3S6S 

230S 0.128305785 5589 

2◄ J.4 0.00330S78S 144 

2401 0.061983471 2700 

2403 0.042378329 1846 . 

2404 0.05013n41 2184 

2406 0.050596878 2204 

2408 O.Q94191919 . 4103 

2412 0.024494949 1067 -

241 ◄ 0.04S 179063 1968 

2415 . 0.0238S21S8 1039 

2418 " 
.. . 

0.017906336 180 · · 

2419 0.029889807 . . . ··1302 

2421 
. . 

0.040426997 1761 
2423 . ., 

0.03037.1901 1323 

242S 0.027961433 1218 

2426 0.022222222 968 -

2427 . . 0.0210055 I 915 

2429 0.023415918 ' 1020 . 

2432 0.034205693 · 1490 
' ·2437 0.041666667 1815 

2438 0.026629936 1160 

2441 0.023553719 1026 

2443 . 0.028420569 12l8 
·· 2~ . 0.026538108 1156 
- 24-48 0.029063361 .. 1266 

2450 0.023553719 1026" 

2452 0.0261616n ' 1166 -

2453 . 0.030601469 1333 

2466 0.007300275 318 

200--A 0.0350321 4 1526" 
. 200-B :o.0Jso321 4· · "1526 

EE9521SM1!1L-T-O.XLS(0- 1) l /111'11/BI\AC/SMBS 

.. . 

Table G-1 
(Continued) 

• , • . 
. -Aabfftos Status 

Asbestos Prcsent (Swvey), No Remedit tion 

Asbe$1os Prcsent (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbe$tos'Prcsent (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbe$1os Present (Swvey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Pt=nt (Swvey), No Remediation 

Asbe$1os Pr=nt (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbe$tos Pr=nt (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbe$tos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbe$tos Prc$ent (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Pre:sent (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Present (Swvey), No Remediation 

Asbestos l're$enl (Swvey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbe$tos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbe$tos Present (Swvey), No Remediation 

A$be$tos l're$ent (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbe$1os Present (SUNey), No Remediation 

Asbe$tos Pr=nt (SUNey), No Remediation 

Asbe$tos Prc$ent (Survey), No Remediation 

A$be$tos Present (SUNey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Pr=nt (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbestos P!=t (SUNey), No Remediation 

Asbe$tos ~t (Survey}, No Remediation 

Asbe$1os Pre:sent (Survey), No Remediation 

A$be$tos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbe$1os l'rcs¢nt (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbesm Pment (Swvey), No Remediation· 

A$be$tos Pre:sent (Swvcy), No Remediation 

Asbestos Present (Swvey), No Remediation 

Asbe$1os Present (Swvey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Prcscot (Swvey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Pl'C$Cnl (Survey), No Remediation · 

Asbestos Present (Swvey), No Remediation · 

Asbestos Present (Swvcy), No Rcmediatlon , · 

Asbestos Present (Swvey), No Remediation -' 

Asbe$1os Present (Swvey), No Rcmedialion 

Asbe$tos Present (Swvcy), No Remediation 

Asbestos Prcsent (Swvcy), No Remediation -· 
Asbestos P=nt (Swvey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Present (Swvcy), "No Remcdia1ion ' 

Asbestos Pl'C$Cnl (Survey), No Remedial ion --
A$be$tos Present (Sur.·cy), No Remedialion • ·-

Asbestos Present (Survey), No Rem~diatiori· 

Asbestos Present (Survc)'), No Remed iation 

Asbestos Present (Sutvey), No Rerped iation 

Asbestos PrC$Cnt (Swvey); No Rcmcdiaiion , ·· 

Asbestos PrC$Cnl (Survey), No Rcmedia1ion 

Asbestos Present (Swvey), No Rcmcdi1tion ·1-·· 

-· 

. :. , .. . . 

~bfftos ,-,EBS'~uree of 
.. Quallfler: ... Evidence . 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A- 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 
A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 ·-
A 23 --
A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A . 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A .. 2.3 

A· 23 
· A 23 

A i 3 

A ·23 · 

A -. 23 

A 23 

A -23 

·, A 23 

A 23 · 
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Bufldlng 
Numti.r- Aereagt 

20l•A 0.03503214 

20l•B 0.03503214 

20S-A 0.058735078 

208-B 0.058735078 

209-A O.OS873S078 

209-B 0.058735078 

210.A 0.04017«72 

210-B 0.04017«72 

211 -A 0.036730946 

211-B 0.036730946 

213-A 0.0367309.46 

213-B 0,036730946 

218-A 0.036730946 

2IS-B 0.036730946 

219-A . 0.04017«72 

22 l•A 0.036730946 

22l•B 0.036730946 

222-A 0.040174472 

222-B 0,040174472 

223-A 0.036730946 

223-B 0.036730946 

224-A 0.030291552 

224-C 0.030291552 

22S-C 0.030291 S52 

225-D ., 0.030291552 

226-A 0.030291552 

· 226-B 0.030291552 

226-c 0.030291 SS2 

226-D 0.030291552 

227-A 0,030291552 

227•B · · 0. 030291 5 S2 

227-C 0.030291552 

· 227-D 0.030291552 

22S-A 0.030291552 

22S-B 0.03029LSS2 

228-C · 0.030291552 · 

22S-D 0.030291SS2 · 

229•A 0.030291552 

229-C .. 0,030291SS2 

230-B 0.030291552 

230-C 0.030291552 

230-t> 0.030291SS2 

231-A 0;030291552 
231-o . 0.030291552 

232-A 0.030291552 

232°8 · 0.0302915S2 

2n:c 0.030291552 

232-D · 0.030291SS2 ., 

233,B 0.030291552 

EE952'Slllro/L-T-O~G-I) :Ill 1'97/BRACISM'.8S 

Table G-1 
(Continued) 

• ·' 

SQFT · 
.. 

Atbffto9 Slatul 

1526 Asbestos Present (Swvey), No Remediation 

1526 Asbestos Present (Swvey}, No Remediation 

2SS9 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

2559 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

2559 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

2S59 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

·1750 Asbe$1os Present (Survey}, No Remediation ' 

1750 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

1600 Asbestos P,-nt (Survey), No Remediation 

1600 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

1600 Asbestos Pres(nt (Survey), No Remediation 

1600 Asbestos Pres(nt (Survey), No Remediation 

1600 Asbestos Prmnt (Survey), No Remediation 

1600 Asbestos Pres(nt (Survey), No Remediation 

175P Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

1600 Asbestos Prtsent (Survey), No Remediation 

.1600 Asbestos Prtsent (Swvey), No Remediation 

1750 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

mo Asbestos l're$ent (SUNey), No Remediation 

1600 Asbestos Prtsent (Swvi y), No Remedlation 

1600 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remedi a lion 

1320 Asbestos Present (Swvey), No Remediation 

1320 Asbestos P=t (Survey), No Remediation 

1320 Asbestos Present (Swvey), No Remediation 

1320 Asbestos Prewit (Survey), No Remediation 

1320 Asbestos Prmnt (Survey), No Remediation 

1320 Asbestos Prtsent (Swvey), No Remediation · 

1320 Asbestos Present (Swvey), No Remediation-

1320 Asbestos Present (Swvey), No Rcmedlalion 

1320 Asbestos Present (Swvey), No Remediation . 

1320 Mbestos Present (Swvey), No Rtmedlation 

1320 Asbestos Present (Swvey), No Remediation 

1320 . Asbestos PT=t (Swvey), No Remediation 

1320 .. Asbestos Present (Swvey), No Remediiti~n · 

1320 - Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

1320 Asbestos Prmnt (Swvey), No Reriiedlalion 

1320 - Asbestos Present (Swvey), No Remediition . 

1320 Asbestos Present (Survey}, No Remediation: 

1320 Asbestos ~nl (Survey), No Remediation· 

1320 Asbestos l're$ent (Surve·y), No Remediatidn .. 

1320 - .. Asbestos Present (Survey}, No Remediation ' 

1320 - .. Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

1320 Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

1320 - Asbestos Present (Suivey), No Remediation 

1320 - Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

' . 

.. 

.. -· 

.. 

,. . .. -· 
1320 Asbestos Pi-$nt {Survey). No Remediation . . 

1320· Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation· -· 
1320 -· Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remedi ati"on · 

·• . ·- . .. 

1320 · Asbestos Present (Swvey), No Remcd1a1ion· · 
: ,, 

.... ~ -···· .... , 

A1bfftos . EBS S<>urce o1 
· Quallfltr .. Evidence · 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

,\ 23 

A 23 

A 23 . 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A .. 23. 

A 23 

A 23 . 

. A 23 

A 23 

A •· 23 

A 23 

. ·A . . 23, 

. A . 23' .. 

.. ' A ' . 23 .. 

A .. 23 . 

, A" 23 
.fA 23 ,, . 

. A .23 

A ; 23 ' -· .. 
A - . 23 

A 23 

A . 23 

A . . 23 

: A 23 

A. ·- 23 

A 23 

A . 23 

A 23 .,. 

A ,. 23 

A 23 

A .. : . 23 

A -
,. 

23 · .. 

. A :·· .. ' .. • .. ...... 23. 
,. .:A ·:: .. · ' 23 . ... 
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Building 
Numbtr Acreage SQFT 

· 233-C 0.030291 SS2 1320 

234-A 0.030291 SS2 1320 

234-B 0,030291552 1320 

234-C 0.030291552 1320 

234-D 0.03029ISS2 1320 

235-B 0.030291SS2 1320 

235-C 0.030291552 1320 

23S•D 0.030291552 1320 

236-A 0.030291SS2 1320 

236-B 0.03029 ISS2 1320 

236-C 0.03029US2 1320 

236-D 0.03029 ISS2 1320 

237-A 0.030291SS2 1320 

237-B 0.030291SS2 1320 

237-C . 0.030291 SS2 . 1320 

238-A 0.030291 SS2 1320 

238-B 0.030291 SS2 . 1320 

233-C 0.030291552 1320 

238-D 0.030291SS2 1320 

239-B 0.030291 SS2 1320 

239-C 0.03029ISS2 ·mo . 
239-D 

. . 
0.030291SS2 1320 

240-A 0.0302915S2: 1320 

240-B 0.030291SS2 1320 

240-C 0.030291S52 1320 

240-D 0.030291SS2 1320 

241-,'. . Q.030291 SS2 1320 

24l•B 0.0302915S2 . 1320 

241-C - 0.0302915S2 . - 1320 

· 241-D · 0.0302915S2 1320 

242-A · 0.030291SS2 1320 

24~-B 0.030291SS2 mo · 
242-C 0.030291SS2 ; ·mo . 
242-D 0.030291SS2 1320 

243-A 0.0339646-% 1480 

243-B 0.033%4646 1480 

243-C 0.033964646 1480 

243-D 0.0339646-% 1480 

244-C 0.0339646-% 1480 

245-A 0.0339646-46 1480 

369/607 0.0099173SS 432 
· 1or 0.339118457 1 ◄m 

103 0.041922314 1800 

103 · o._223278237 . . 9126 

12S 0.097796143 .• 4260 

323 . I.S2SS004S9 69500 

323 . 0.470615243 · . 20S00 

609 . . .. O.OISU6134 · 692 

701 0:327823691 ... '14280 : 

EE9SllSDlf1NI.-T-0.lCLS(O.I) l/11191/BI\AC/SDIEBS 

Table G-1 
(Continued) 

Asbeltos Statue 

Asbestos PreKnt (Survey), No Remedl&tlon 

A~bcstos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

Astiestos Prescni (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbmos Present (Sutvey), No Remediation 

Asbmos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbestos l're$ent (Survey), No Remcdiatloa 

Asbmos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Present (Swvcy), No Remediation 

. Asbestos Present (Survey), No Rcmcdlatlon 

Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbmos Preseqt (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbmos Pment (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbestos l'tt$ent (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Pment (Survey), No Remediation 

A5be$tos Pment (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbes10S Present (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Present (Swvey), No R~mcdlation 

Asbmos Pment (Swvey), No Remediation 

~ Present (Swvcy), No Remediation 

Asbestos Present (Swvcy), No Remediation 

· . Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbestos l'tt$ent (Survey), No Remediation 

A!bestos Present (Survey), No _Remediation 

Asbestos Present (Survey), No Rc'rnediation 

Asbmos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

A!bestos Pmenl (Swvey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Ptesent (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbmos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Preselll .(Survey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Present (Survey); No Remediation 

Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbest9$ Present (Survey). No.Remediation 

Asbestos Present {Survey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

. Asbcslos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Present (Survey), No Remediation 

Asbestos Present {SUNey), NJ> Remediation 

AsbestQS Pment (Survey); No Remediation 

Asbestos Prestnt (Survey), Partial!Y Remcdiated· 

Asbestos Present (SUNey). Partially Re mediated 

. A!bcstos Prucnl (Swvey), Putiall>· Remediated 

. Asbesios PrC.1Cnt (Swvey), Partially Remediatcd 

Asbestos l'r=nt (Survey), Partially Rcmcdiated 

Asbestos Present (Survey), Partially Re mediated 

Asbcslos Present (Survey), Partially Re mediated 

. Asbe.ftos Present (Survey), Partially Reme.diated 
. . 

. . 

Asbfftoa EBS Source of 
Qual!fle·r ·.· ·-· Evidence . · 

A 23 

A " 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A . 13 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 
"A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 

A 23 .. 
A p 
A 23 

A 23 
A 23 
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Building 
Numbtr Acm ge: SCFT . 

702 0.022956841 1000 

702 0.0252S2S2S 1100 

702 0.031703398 1381 

702 0.037396694 1629 

702 0.30229 S684 13168 

729 0.106060606 ~20 

810 0.871740129 3m3 

812 0,24S316SQ.4 10686 

. 20n · 0.01297061S 565 

2084 0, 12 S803489 S480 

2104 0.029843893 1300 

2410 0.086019284 3747 

2411 O.OS8195S92 ·· 2S35 

S142 0,235353535 10252 · 

TI4S8 0 1 
I 0.00587695 I 256 

137 0.004247016 185 
145 0.012809917 . 558 

307 0.045913682 2000 
320 0.374196511 16300 

324 0.018916437 824 

325 2.06611 S702 90000 

326 2.066115702 '. 90000 
327 2.066115702 90000 
328 " 2.066115702 90000 

329 2,066115702 90000 
330 2.066115702 90000 
331 . 2,066115702 90000 
332 2.066 115702 90000 
333 2.066115702 90000 
335 0.087855831 3827 

339 2.066 IIS702 90000 
340 2.066115702 90000 
341 2.066115702 '/WW 

· 342 2.06611 S702 90000 

343 2.066115702 90000 ' 
345 2.066115702 90000 
346 2.066115702 90000 

347 . 2.066115702 90000 
348 .2.066115702 . 90000 
349 2.06611,5702 90000 
350 2.06611S702 90000 
356 4,663567493 203145 
357 . 4.663567493 203145 . 
360 0.023507805 1024, 
363 0.002203857 96 

373 · 0.024 I S0S97 1052 

823 0.001584022 69 
1593 ·0.003305785 144 
20~ 0.017493113 .. 762 
2202 . 0.003)05785 144 

2407 : 0.013682277 596 ' 

E£952ISD/FTNI,, T-OJCLS(<J. l) )11\1'17/BRACJSDIEBS 

,. 

.. 

Table G-1 
(Continued) 

.. . 

A8 bfftos Status 

Asbc$tos l'rtsenl (Survey), Partially Remediattd 

Asbc$tos Prtsenl (Survey), Partit.lly Remediatcd 

Asbc$tos Pr=I (Survey), Partially Remcdiated 

Asbestos Present (Survey), Partially Remcdlattd 

Asbestos Present (Survey), Partially Remcdiated 

Asbc$tos Present (Survey), Partially Remediatcd 

Asbestos Present (Survey), Partially Remcdiated 

Asbc$tos Present (Survey), Putially Remediated 

Asbestos Present (SW'Vey), Partially Remcdlated 

Asbc$tos Present (S11Ney), Partially Rcmcdiated 

Asbe$tos Presenl (Survey), Panlally Rcmedlated 

Asbc$tos Presenl (Survey), Partially Ren\ediated 

Asbc$tos Prc$ent (SW'Vey), Partially Remcdiated 

Asbc$tos Present (SW'Vcy), Partially Remcdiated 

Asbe$los Pr=I (Survey), Partially Rcmediatcd 
AsbeslOS Po»ible (Built 8¢fore 198S), No Remediation 

Asbc$tos Po$$ible (Built Before 1985), No Remediation 
Asbestos Possible (Buill Before 198S), No Remcdiauon 

· Asbes1os Po$$ible (Buill Before 1985), No Remcdlatlon 
AsbeslOS Possible (Buill Before 198S), No Remediation 

Asbestos Possible (Bullt Before 198S), No ~emediation 

Asbcs_tos Possible (BuiUBelore 198S), No Rcmcdiatio~ 

Asbestos PO$$ible (Bulll Before 1985), No Remediation 
Asbc$tos.Possiblc (Bull! Before 198S), No Remediation 

Asbestos Possible (Bwlt Before _1985), No Remediation 

Asbestos POS$ible (Built Before 1985), No Remediation 

!Asbestos Possible (Built Before 1985), No _Rcmediauon . 
Asbestos Po$$ible (Built Before 198S), No Rc111ediation 
Asbc$tos Possible (Built Before 198S), No Remediation 

Asbcsws Possible (Bullt Before 198S), No Remediation 
Asbc$tos_ Possibl~ (Built Before 1985), No Remediation 

Asbc$tos PO$$ible (Bull! Before 198S), No Remedlation 

Asbestos Possibl_e (Built Before 1985), No Rcmediatjon 

Asbestos Possible (Built Before 1985), No Remediation 
Asbestos Possible (BUilt Before 1985), No Remediation , 

!Asbestos Possible (Bullt Before 1985), No Remediation 
Asbc$tos POS$.ible (Bullt Before 1985), No Remediation 
AsbeslOSPossible (Built .Before.198S), No RemcdiatJon 

Asbestos Possible (Built Before 1985), No Remediation 
Asbestos Possible (Built Before 1985), No Remediation 
Asbestos Po»ible (Built Before 1985), No Remediation 
Asbestos Possible (B_uilt .Bcforc 1985), No Remediation 
Asbestos Possible(Built Before 1985). No Remediation 
Asbestos, f'.o»iblc (Built Before 1985 ), No Remediation 
Asbestos Possible (Built Before 1985), No Remediation 
Asbestos. rossible (Built Befo~. 1~85), No Remcdi~tion 

Asbc$tos Po~ible (Built Before .\985); No Remcdialioh 

Asbestos.Po$$ible (Built Before 1985), No Remediation 
Asbestos. Possible (Built Before 198S), No Remediation 

1 

Asbestos. Possible (Built Before 1985), No Remediation ·· 
Asbestos PoS5iblc (B.uilt Bero·re 1985 ). No Remcdi&tion . 

Asbes(9s Pq~ible.(B.iiill Before 1985) , No Remediation .: 

. . 
Aebfftos 
Qua11Rer • 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 
A 
A 

A 

A 
A 

A 
A(P) 

A(P) 
A(P) 

A(P) 
A(P) 
A(P) 

A(P) 

A(P) 
A(P) 

A(P) 

A(P) .. 
A(P) 
A(P) 
A(P) 
A(P) 
A(P) 
A(P) 

•A(P) 
A(P) 
A(P) 

A(P) 
A(P) : 

. A(P) .· 

A(P) 

A(P) 
-A{P) 
A(P) 
A(P) . · 

. A(P) 
A(P) 
A(P) 

-. A(P) . 

A(P) 
,, A(P)' . 

. J'i(P) . 
.. ~-. A(P) :·: : 
: ~·.A(P). 

EBS Source of 
·Evlden~ 

23 

23 

23 

23 

23 

23 

23 

23 

23 

23 

23 

23 

23 

23 
23" 
22 

22 
22 

22 
22 

·: 22 
22 

". 

22 
22 . 
22 

: •· 22 
22 ,, 

. 22 

2~ . 
.. · 22 

22 . 

22 

22 .. 

22 
22 

22 
. 22 

22 

22 

22 
22 
22 
22 
22 
22 
22 

22 
22 · 

-· · 22 

i'A .. 22 
.. · 22 

.. 22 

· Page 5 of 11 



Building 
Number Acreage 

ZO9 0.008126722 
244S 0.021120294 
2470 0.011478421 
2471 0.011478421 

2◄72 0.011478421 
2474 0.016528926 
2475 0.0ISISISIS 
2476 0.016528926 
2477 0.0176308S4 
2478 0.016S28926 
2480 0.0IS IS IS IS 
2481 0.016528926 
2482 0.017906336 . 
2484 0.017630854 
104 0.0IIJOQ6QOI 

709 0.0003443S3 
801 0.000344353 

14 
107 

146 

147 

371 
372 

374 

375 

376 

711 

753 
7$4 

7SS 

IS94 

1109 

2113 

2114 

1134 

213S 

2312 

2314 , . . 

2315 

2316 

2491 

2492 

249_3 _ 

2494 I 

249S 
2496' · .. 
2497 
2498 · : 

2499 - · ... 

2SOO· · . .,., 

. - ·· 
__ ., _ ___ 

££9mSD/flllL-T-OXLS(O• t) l/1 1197/BRACJSl>IEBS 

. . 
SQFT . 

3S4 
920 
soo 
soo 
soo 
720 
660 
720 
768 
720 
660 

720 
780 
768 

Table G-1 
(Continued) 

Aebelto8 Status 
Asocuos Possible (Built Before 1985), No Remediation 
Asbestos Possible (Buill Before 198S), No Remcd1allon 
Asbestos Possible (Bulll Before 1985), No Remediation 
Asbestos Po»ible (Bui11 Before 198S), No.Remediation 
Asbestos Possible (Built Before 1985), No Remediation 
Asbes1os Possiblo(Buill Before 198S), No Remediation 
Asbestos Possible (Buill Before 1985), No Remediation 
Asbestos Possible (Buill Before 198S1, No Remediation 
Asbestos Possible (Buill Before 198S), No Remediation 
Ast>estos Possible (Bulll Before 198S), No Remediation 
Asbestos Possible (Bull! Before I 98S), No Remcdiallon 
Asbestos Possible (Built Before 198S), No Remediation 
IAlbe$tOS Possible (Buill Before J98S), No Remediation 
Asbestos Possible (Buill Before 1985), No Remediation 

~2 • 1MOCS10s Possible (Survey), No Rcmcdiauon 
IS Asbes1os Possible (Survey), No Remediation . 
IS Asbestos Possible (Swvcy),.No Remediation 

473 Asbestos Not Presenl (Bulll After 1984) 

160 AsbestosNotPrescnt(BulltAfter 1984) 

9000 AsbestosNotPrcsenl(BulltAfter 1984) 

4072 Asbestos Not Presenl (Built After 1984) 

224S Asbestos Not Presenl (Built After 1984) 

S600 Asbestos Nol Present (Built Af\er 1984) 

2100 Asbestos Not Prmnl (Buill Af\er 1984) ,· 

216 Asbestos Not Ptcsenl (Bui It After 1984) 

6000 Asbestos Not Pre.senl (B ul It After_ 1984) 

86 Asbestos Not Present (Built after 1984) 

JS Asbestos Not l'rc$enl (Buill After 1984) 

138 Asbestos Not l'rc$enl (Built After 1984) 

·900 Asbestos Not Present (Buill After 1984) 

JOO) Asbestos Not Presenl (Built After 1984) 

? Asbestos Not Present (Buill After 1984) 

192 Asbestos Not Present (Built After 1984) 

800 Asbestos_ Not l'rc$enl (Bull1 After 1984) 

6000 A.sbc$tos Not Present (Built Af\cr 1984) 

3600 Asbestos Nol Presenl (Built After 1984) 

2401 Asbestos Not Presenl (Built After 1984) 

286 · Asbestos Nol Present (Built Af\cr 1984) 

SIOO Asbestos Not Presenl (Built Af\cr 1984) 
, 1 Asbestos Nol l'fflenl (Buill Af\er 1984) 

1976 Asbestos Not Present (Built After 1984) · 

1976 Asbestos Not l'rc$enl (Built Af\er 1984_) 

2096 Asbestos NotPresenl (Built Af\cr 1984) 

1976 Asbestos Not Prescnl (Buill Af\cr 19&~1 

1976 Asbestos Not Present (Built A f\cr 1984 l 
' 2096 Asbestos Not Present (Built After 19841 

.. 
2096 AsbestofNot Piesenl (Built Aftcr° .J9&4) 

. . ·t976 -· Asbestos Not Prescnl (Built A_ficr I 984) 
·•· 1916 . •. Asbestos Not Present (Bull! After 1984) 
.. 1976 •' Asbestos Noi Prtscii1 (Buih A,ftcr 19841 

. ·- ~ .. 

A1bffloa EBS Soun:9 of 
Quallfler :. · Evidence 

A(P) 22 
A(P) 22 
A(P) 22 
A(P) 22 
A(P) 22 
A(P) 22 
A(P) 22 
A(P) 22 
A(P) 22 
A(P) 22 
A(P) 22 
A(P) 22 
A(P) 22 
,\(P) 22 •, 

A(P) 23 
A(P) 23 
A(P) 23 

None 22 

None 22 
None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 2i 
None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 
. None 22 

None 22 

NOllC 22 

None 22 

None 22 
None 22 . 

None 22 .. 
Nobe 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 
-. 

None 22 

None 
.. 

22 

None 22 
--
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Bulldlng .: 
Number Acruge· . SQFT 

2501 1976 

2502 2096 

2504 1976 

2505 2380 

2507 2288 

2508 2380 

2509 2288 

2510 23SO 

2511 2288 

2512 2288 

2513 2288 

2514 2288 

2515 2288 

2516 :mo 
2517 2380 

2518 23SO 

2519 2288 

2520 23SO 

2521 2288 

2523 2288 

2524 980 

2525 980 

IIOA 100 

2479 924 

2483 924 

2486 891 

2487 891 

2488 891 

2489 891 

2490 891 

2132 100 

2133 100 

AOIOl-102 2442 
A0201, 203, 20S, · 21789 

" 

207, 209, 211, ' 
213,215,217 . 

A0202, 204, 206, . 16344 
208,210,212, · 
214,216,218 

.. 

A0301, 303,305, 16344 
307,309,311, ' 
313,315,317 

A0302, 304,306, 19368 
308, 310,}12, .. 
314, 316 .. 

AO◄Ol-409 I 16344 

AOSOl-508 14528 . . 
A0601-610 18160 .. 
A0702,711 - ., 19976 

AOSOl -811 1997~ 

EE9Sl1SM1NL-T-<J.X LS(G,\) l/11191/BR,\C/S MBS 

: 

Table G-1 
(Continued) 

.. . ·'Asbeltos Statl.111 

Asbestos Nol Present (Built Afler 19&4) 

Asbestos Nol Present (Built Alur 1984) 

Asbestos Nol Pment (Built Alur 1984) 

Asbeslos Nol Present (Built Alltr 1984) 

Asbeslos NOi Present (Built After 19&4) 

Asbeslos Not Pr=nt (Built After 1984) 

Asbc$1.os Not Present (Built Aller 1984) 

Asbeslo.s Not Pment (Built Aller 19&4) 

Asbestos NOi Present (Built Aller 1984) 

Asbestos NOi Present (Built After 1984) 

Asbc$1.os Not Present (Built After 1984) · 

Asbestos NOi Pment (Built Alltr 1984) 

Asbes1os Not Pment (Built Alltr 1984) 

Mbestoc.Not Prcseo! (Built After 1984) 

"5bc$1.os NOi Prcseni (Built Aller 1984) 

Asbeslos Not Present (Built After 1984) 

Asbestos Not P~I (Built After 1984) 
Asbestos.Nol Present (Built'Afler 1984) 

Asbettos Nol Present (Built After 1984) 

Asbestos Nol Present (Built Aller 1984) 

Asbestot Not Present (Built After 1984) 

Asbeslos Not Present (Built After 1984) 

Nbe$tos Nol Pmenl (Built After 1984) 

Asbestos Not Present (Built After 19&4) 

Asbestos Not Present (Built Afler. 1984) 

Asbestos NOi Present (Bui It Aller 1984) · 

Asbestos Not Present (Built After 1984) 

Asbestos Not Present (Built After 1984) 

Asbesto$ Not Pr-Ment (Built Afltr 1984) 

Asbestos Not Pment (B·uilt After 1984) 

Asbestos Not l'menl (Igloo) 

Asbestos Nol Present (Igloo) 

Asbestos Not Pment (Igloo) 
Asbestos NOi Present (Igloo) 

. . ,, 

Asbestos Not Pmenl (Igloo) 

.. 
' 

Asbestos NOi Present (Igloo) . . 
.. . 

Asbestos Nol P~nt (Igloo) 
'. .. . , . 

. 
•.I• 

.. ~ . . . 

Asbestos Not Pre~nt (Igloo) 

. Asbeslos Not Pre~nt (Igloo) ·- ·-
Asbestos Not Pre,sel)t (Igloo)' 

.. 

As1,estos NOi Pre~nl (igloo) 

A,sbe$to~ Not Pit~nl (lglp0) 

. Asbestos EBS Source of 
Qlllllfltr . Evidence 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

No11e 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 
None 22 
None 22 

None 22 

None 22 
·None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

.None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 
None 22 
.. . . .,. 

... . ; 

' None · 22 · · 
' ., 

•· .... -• 
; 

.. 
None 22 : - ... 

' 
None 22 ' 

.. , . . . 
. • .. 

,. 

None .. 22 

·• .. None .. . 22 

Nono • • 22 . . . 

. . None . ... ·- . . 22 . 

. •. None .. .. . · -22-- .. 
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Bulldlng 
Number Aemge 

A0901-910 

AI001-Al012 

AIIOl 0 All ll 

BOlOl•BOl 12 

B020l-B0211 

B0301-B0311 

B0401-B0411 

BOSOl 0 BOSl I 

B0601-B061 I 

B0701-B07\ I 

B080\·B0811 

80901-B0911 

COIOl-COl 11 

C0201.C021 I 

C0301.C0311 

C040f-C0412 

COSOI.COSl3 

C060l-0>6 I I 

C0701.C0709 

C0801.C0809 .. 

C090I-C09l3 

00101-1>0113 

D020l•D0212 

D0301-D0313 

004-01-D013 

DOSOl-00513 

D0601-D06l2 

00701-D0712 

D080I-D0812 .. ~-

EOIOI-EOl 14 

E020I-E0214 .. 

E0301-E0313 

E0-401 •E04 I 3 

EOSOI-EOSl3 

E0601-E0611 . 
E0701-E0711 

·, 

E0801-E08 I I 

.4 . 

9 

12 

102 

. 110 

·•· 114 

.. 116 

116 ' 

. 116 . 

. .. us ·. ... 

11.9.° •. .. . 
.. 123 .. ., .. 

££9.lllSDIFJNL•T-<l.XU(O•l) )JI I 197'11RACISDIEBS 

' 

Table G-1 
(Continued) 

-

SQFT · . ,.·:·. - "Albea to■ Status 

18160 Asbestos Not Presenl (laloo) 

21792 Asbestos Not Present(Jgloo) 

19976 Asbestos Not Present (Igloo) 

21792 A$bestos Not Pment (Igloo) 

19976 Albestos Not Present (Igloo) 

19976 Asbestos Not l'rc$ent (Igloo) 

19976 · A.sbe.stos Not Pmenl (Igloo) 

19976 Asbestos Not Pment (Igloo) 

19976 Asbestos Not l're$cnt (Igloo) 

19976 Asbestos Not Presenf(lgloo) 

19976 Asbestos Not Pre$cnt (Igloo) 

19976 Asbestos Not l're$ent (Igloo) 

19976 Asbestos Not l're$ent (Igloo) 

19976 Asbestos Not Pment (Igloo) 

19976 Asbestos Not Prmot (Igloo) 

21792 Asbestos Not Present (Igloo) 

23608 Asbestos Not Present (Igloo) 

19976 Asbestos Not Pment (Igloo) 

16344 Asbestos Not Present {Igloo) 

· 16344 Asbestos Not Present (Igloo) 

23608 Asbestos Not Pment (Igloo) 

23608 Asbestos Not Present (Igloo) 

21792 Asbestos Not Present (Igloo) 

23608 Asbestos Not P=t (Igloo) 

23608 Asbestos Not Present (Igloo) 

23608 Asbestos Not Present (Igloo) 

21m Asbestos Not Picsent (Igloo) 

21m Asbestos Not Present (Igloo) . 

·21792 Asbestos Not Present (Igloo) 

33726 Asbestos Not Present (Igloo) 

33726 · · Asbestos Not Present (Igloo) 

31317 Asbestos Not Present (Igloo) 

31317 Asbestos Not Present (Igloo) 

31317 Asbcs1os Not Pment (Igloo) 

26499 Asbestos Nol Present (Igloo) 

26499 · Asbestos Not Present(J_gloo) 

26499 _Asbestos Nol Present (Igloo) 

S40 Asbestos Not Present (Swvey) 

824 .. Asbcslos Not Presen_t (Swvey) 

824 Asbestos Not Prcseilt(Swvey) 
. . . 

428 · Asbestos Nol Present (Sutvey) · 

120 · Asbestos Not Present (Survey} 

1206S Asbestos Not Present (Swyey) 

' 3634 Asbestos Not. Present (Survey) . 

9388 Asbestos Not Present (Su,i:vey) 

445 · Asbestos Not Present (Swvey) 

18928 Asbe$tos Not Present (Survty) . 

3205 · Asbestos Not Present (SlllV~y) 

-- 3205 .. . Asbestos Not Present (SlllVey) 

• , 

A1bfftos EBS Source of 
ouaflfl■r Evidence 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 
None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 
Nonc 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

'. None 22 

None 22 

None 22 

: None 22 

None 22 

Nooo 22 

None 22 

Nooo 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 
.. . 

, .. - None 23 

None 23 
-~ ~ . 

None 23 
..... 

.. . Nooe 23 
.. . ·• .. 

None 23 , ,: 
- .. .. 

.. ' None 23 
None 23 

... . . 
None 23 

--
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Building -
Numi,., · Acreage SQFT 

126 3220 

128 120 

130 214 

131 2400 

136 960 
138 1500 

143 36 

301 824 

304 824 

306 5413 

308 531 

310 840 

312 12000 

313 ISO 

314 439 

321 ~00 

321 3600 

322 2S6 
367 3640 

608 350 

610 SIJ 

611 400 

'S-714 7633 

716 144 , .. . 

719 374 

721 m 
ns m . 
726 . %7 
727 1320 

728 m 
731 6.87~ 

733 S30 

744 lS0?9 
746 4239 

747 , , 8700 .. . 

748 · 1_3675 . 

749 848 

7SO 2407 

751 SOIJ ·-
752 65% 

802 5206 

803 2893 
sos 440 .. 

809 m 
813 ·' ~- 4)48 

824 . 389? .. 

825 ·, 4_09() 

827 149 .. 
1495 

, 
36 ' 

EE952'SM1Nt.-T-O.Xl.S(O-I) l/11197/BRACJSDIEBS 

... 

Table G-1 
(Continued) 

. . Asbestos Status 
Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbeslos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbe$tos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbe$tos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not l're$ent (Survey) 

Asbe$tos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbe$tos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Nol Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Pre$ent (Survey) 

Asbes1os Not l'rc$ent (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not l're$ent (Survey) 

~s Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbeslos Not Pment (Survey)' 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not l're$ent (Swvey) 

Asbestos Nol Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbes\os Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbes1os Not l're$ent (Swvey) · .. 

Asbestos Not ~t (Swvey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbes1os Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Prmnt (Survey) 

Asbesto$ Not Present (Survey) 

A.sbe$1os Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Pre$ent (Survey) 

Asbestos Not P!esent (Survey) 

Asbe$tos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbeslos Not Present (Survey) .. 

Asbestos Not Present (SuNey) • 

. Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) -
Asbestos Not P,esc·nt (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Pcescnl '(Survey) 

Asbcslos Not Present (SurvC)') ..... 
Asbe$t.OS Not Pee.sent (Surve)') . 

• Asbestos Not Pr6cni (Survey)° 

. Asbe$tos Not Present (Surve)') 

.. 
. , 

.. 

. . ... 

1 ·· 

. .. 
.. 

. .. . .... 

... . 

Ast>ntos EBS Sourct of 
Quat!fi.r .. · Evidence 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 
None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

Nooe 23 

None 23 

None 23' . 

·None 23 

None 23 .-

· None 23 

None H 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 . 

None 23 

None 23 

Nonc · 23 

None 23 

None 23 

·· None ., 23 

None 23 

-- None · 23 

None 23 

None 23 . 
' None 23 

None · 23 
- . · None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

· Nonc 23 

"None 23 . 

None 23 

None 23, . 

None 23 · 

None 23 . 

Nooe . 23 . . · 
. -

No·ne 23 

None · 23 _.;,· ... 

·None 
... .. , 

23 . · 

· ·Nonc 23 
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Bulldlng 
Number Acreage . SQFT 

2073 3683 

2075 120 

2105 21448 

2107 64 
2110 21448 

2126 824 

2129 824 

2131 230 

2200 824 

2204 824 

2301 1022 

2302 1022 

2304 2184 
2310 144 

2311 192 
2402 625 

2405 . 625 

2409 720 

2413 418 

2416 344 

2417 .• 400 

2420 251 

2424 
.. , 600 . .. 

2428 .. 333 

2430 , 289 

2431 339 

2433 .. 400 . 

2436 229 

2444 : ,. 493 

2447 .. 372 

2449 502 

" 2451 "··· 580. 
2454 264 

2455 ·. 80 
2456 . soo · 
2473 780 

2485 .-~ . 1576 

S-361 1684 
T-370 200 

ns5 4992 

5 11754 

7 11754 
115 1415'1 

121 3250 
127 6157 

316 18615 

317 26429 

318 1861$ 

612 18393 

EE9$11SDIFINL-T-O.XU(G, I) l/11191/BRA~DIEBS 

-. • 

Table G-1 
(Continued) 

.. MbfftosSta~· 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbe$tos Not Present (SU1Vey) 

Asbestos Not Present (SU1Vey) 

Asbestos Not Present (SUIVey) 

Asbe$tos Not Present (SU1Vey) 

Asbestos Not P=nt (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not P=nt (SWVey) 

Asbfflos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (SUIVey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Prmnt (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not P=nt (SUJVey) 

Asbertos Not Pl"C$CIII (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbe$1os Not Present (Swvey) 

Asbestos Not Present (SU!Vey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos .Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Pment (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

. Asbestos Not Present (Swvey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Pre$enl (SUJVey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Swvey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (SUJVey) .. 
·. Asbestos Not Present (Swvey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Swvey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (SUIVey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

Asbestos Not Present (Survey) 

.. 

Asbestos Present (Survey), Fully Remediated 

Asbestos Present (Survey), FuUy _Rcmediated 

Asbestos Present (Suivey), Fully Remediated 

Asbestos Present (Swvey), Fully Rcmediatcd 

Asbestos Present (Survey), Fully Remedlated 

Asbestos Pmcnt (Swvey), Fully Re mediated 

Asbestos Present (SWYey), Fully Remediated 

Asbes\os Prcscnt (SWYey), Fully Re mediated 

Asbestos Present (Survey), Fully Rcmcdiatcd 

.. 

: .. 

Aabettos · . EBS Source of 
Quallfifl' : .. Evidence 

None 23 

None 23 

Nono 2) 

None 23 
None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

Nooe 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

Nooe 23 

None 23 

Nooe 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 
. . 

23 

None 23 

·None 23 

None 23 

None - 23 
None ·· 23 

·None 23· 

·· Noni: . . . ··· 2J 
. ·None 23 

None· 2) 

None 23 

None 23 

Nono 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 
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Bulldlng 
Numbtf Acreage 

706 

707 

707 

710 

718 

722 

724 

724 

732 

SIS 

816 

2306 

212-A 

212-B 

219-B 

224-B 

224-D 

225-A 

225-B 

229-B 

229-D 

230-A 

231-B 

231..C 

233-A 

233.-D 

lJS•A. 
. 237-D .. 

239-A 

244-A 

- 244-B . 

244-D. . . ... 
-24S-B 

245..C .. 
245-D . · ,. 

WIS21S0/f1NL-T-0.l(U(O-I) )II 1197IB"-ACISM8S 

•. 

SQ FT 

3105 

11 552 

7372 

3280 

3224 

4700 

HO 
~ 

3584 

11072 

15373 .. 
8n4 

mo 
mo 
mo 
1320 

1320 

1320 

1320 

1320 

1320 

1320 

1320 

1320 

_1_320 

1320 

1320 

1320 

_1320 

1480 

1480 

1480 

1480 

1480 

1480 

Table G-1 
(Continued) 

Atbfftos Status 

Asbestos Present (Survey}, Ful ly RemedJated 

A$best05 Present (Survey), Fully Remediated 

Asbesto5 Present (Survey), Fully Remediated 

Asbestos Present (Survey), Fully Rcmediated 

Asbestos Present (Survey), Fully Remedlated 

Asbestos Present (Swvey), Fully Rem ediat.ed 

Asbestos Pr=nt (Swvey), Fully Remediatcd 

Asbestos Present (Survey), Fully Remediatcd 

Asbestos Present (Swvcy), Fully Rem«tiated 

Asbestos Present (Survey}, Fully Re mediated 

Asbestos Present (Swvey), Fully Re mediated 

Asbestos.Present (Survey), Fully Rcmediated 

Asbestos Pr=nt (Survey), Fully Remediated 

Asbestos Pmcnt (Survey), Fully Remediaied 

Asbestos Present (Survey), fully Remediated 

Asbestos Pmcnt (Swvey), Fully Remedlated 

Asbestos Present (Survey), Fully Remediated 

Asbestos Present (Survey), Fully Remcdiated 

Asbestos Pmcnt (Survey}, Fully Remediated 

Asbestos Present (Survey), Fully Rcmediat.ed 

Asbestos Present'(Survcy}, Fuily Remediatcd 

Asbestos Pmcnt (Survey), Fuliy Remediatcd 

Asbestos Present (Survey), Fully.Remediated 

Asbestos l're$ent (Survey), Fully Remediaied 

Asbestos Present (Survey), Fully Rern«tiated . 

Asbestos Present (Survey), Fully Remediated . 

Asbestos Prc=lt (Swvey), Fully Remediatcd 

Asbestos Prc=it (Survey), Fully Remediated: 

Asbestos l're$ent (Survey), Fully RcmedJatcd 

Asbestos Preunt (Survey), Fully Remcdiaied 

--

-

Asbestos Preunt (Survey), Fully Rem«tiated . · 

Asbeslos Pment (Survey), Fully Remeoiated 

Asbestos Prc=lt (Survey), F.ully Remediafed 

Asbestos Present (Survey), Fully Remediated . 

Asbestos Present (Survey), _Fully Reme<liated 

, · , , 

At l>Htos · :EBS Source of 
Qualifier Evldfflee 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 - .... 

None 23 . 

None 23 

None 23 
None 23 · 

None 23 .. 
None 23 

None . 23. '· 

None 23 

None 23 

None 23 

None . 23 

None . 23 

·None 23 . 

' None ·· . 23 .. 

None 23 

None 23 \ 

None 23 
.. None. . 23 

None 23 ., 

None -23 
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Table G-2 
POTENTIAL LEAD-BASED PAINT HAZARDS AT SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTMTY 

EBS Source of 
Bulfdlng Number Acreage ,; :saFT · Dfflgnatlon Commenr•: ·- Evlcanu 

I o.oossn 256 L(P) Bull I Prior To 1978 22 

4 0,0123967 540 UP) Built Prior To 1978 22 

.s 0.2698347 11754 L(P) BuiltPriorTo i978 22 
6 0.0139348 607 L(P) BulltPriorTo 1978 22 

7 0.2698347 11754 L(P) Bull! Prior To 1978 22 

9 0.0189164 824 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

12 0.0189164 824 L(P) Built Prior To J!r18 22 

IOI 0.339113$ l4m L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

102 0.00982.SS 428 L(P) Bulll Prior To 1978 22 

103 0.041322.3 1800 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

103 0.2232782 m6 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

104 0.0106061 462 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

106 0,0165289 720 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

106 0.2266988 987.S L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 
106 0.0107438 468 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

110 0.0027548 120 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

113 o.3788m 16504 L(P) Built Prior To 1918 22 

114 0.2769743 l206S L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

IIS 0.3249311 14154 L(P) BuiltPriorTo 1978 22 

116 0,0834252 3634 L(P) Sulit Prior To 1978 22 

116 0.2I.SSl88 9388 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

116 0,0102158 44S L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

117 0.0169881 740 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

117 0.43909.SS 19127 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

118 0,4345271 18928 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

119 0.0735767 3205 L(P) Bu!ll Prior To 1978 22 

120 0,0091827 400 L(P) BulltPrior To 1978 22 

121 0.074«)97 32SO L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

122 0.2827824 12318 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

123 0,073S767 3205 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

124 0.0359734 1561 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

l2S 0.0977961 4260 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 11 

127 0,1413453 6157 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 11 

131 0.0SS0964 2400 L(P) Built Prior To I 978 22 
135 0.1 ISIOS6 5014 L{P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

143 . 0.0008264 36 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

14.S 0,0128099 S58 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

202 0.0414601 1806 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

203 0.0459137 2000 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

204 0.0489899 2134 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

20.S 0.0459137 2000 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

206 0,04.S9l37 2000 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

207 0.0459137 2000 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

214 0.0435262 1896 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

21S 0.0414«>1 1806 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

216 0.0414601 1806 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

217 0.0459137 2000 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

301 0.0189164 824 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

304 0.0189164 824 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 22 

306 0.1242654 5413 L(P) Built Prior To 1978 .. 22 
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Bulldlng Number Acreage .. san 
308 0.0121901 531 

309 0.1891873 '241 

310 0.0192837 840 

311 0.2669421 11628 

312 0.2754821 12000 

313 0.0034435 ISO 

314 0.0100781 439 

316 0.4273416 18615 

317 o.606n64 26429 
)18 0.4273416 18615 

319 0.0658402 2868 
320 0.3741965 16300 

321 0.1928375 8400 
321 0.0826446 3600 

322 0.005877 2S6 

323 l.59SS005 69500 

323 0,4706152 20500 

324 0.0189164 824 

m 2.0661157 90000 
326 2.0661157 90000 

327 2.0661157 90000 
328 _ 2.0661157 90000 
329 2.0661157 90000 

· 330. 2.0661157 . 90000 
331 2.0661157 90000 
332 2.0661157 90000, 
333 2.0661157 90000 
334 0.6887052_ 30000 

.J.3.4 0.0360652 IS7I 

33S 0.0878558 3827 

339 .. 2.0661U7 90000 
340 2.0661157 90000 
,341 2.0661157 90000 
.3<12 2.0661157 90000 ' 
343. 2.0661 is1 90000. ' 
34$, . 

" 
2,()661157 . 90000 

· ™· _2_.066tt5i 90000 
· _347 2.0661151 90000 

348_ 2.0661157 90000 

.. 349_ 2.!)661157 90000 

3~0 _2.0661157 .90000 
353 0.0376951 1642 _ 

356 4.6635615 203145 - . 

351 . .4.6635675 . 203145 · 
m _ 0.0034435 ISO .. 

·. 363 __ 0.0022039 . 96 '' -

366 9.021809 950 
: 367 Q.0835629 - 3640' ' .. 

. - m .. 0.0241506· 1052_ · 

.. 606 - - 0,0783747 3414 
.. 
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Table G-2 
(Continued) 

Designation Comment 

L{P) Bull! Prior To 1978 

L(P) Buill Prior To 1978 

L(i>) Buill Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L{P) Built Prior To 1978 

L{P) Built Prior To 1978 
L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Buill Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 
L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Buill Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Buill Prior To 1978 · 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 : 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Buih Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 
L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

.. L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) ' Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built l'rior To 1978 

L(P) B11ilt Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

.. L(P) Bliih Prior.To 1978 

L(P) .. Buih Prior To 1978 

. L(P) Built Prior To" 1978 .. 

L(P) BuiltPriorTo 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

- L(P) - Bwll Prior To 1978 ' 

.. L(P) Built Prior To 1978 
. L(P) Bulh Prior.To l978 . . .. 

L(P) B.uih Prior To 1978 .. 

... . , L{P) Buih Prior To 1978 .. :-
. - L{P) Buill Prior To· 1978 

· L(P) Buill Prior To 1978 
. , 

L(P) Buft1 Prior To 1978 

L(P) -- Ouih Prior To' t978 

. L(P) . - Built Prior.To ·l978 

L(P) BuiltPriorTo 1978 ': 

-··· . L(P) Buih Prior To 1978 

L(P) Buill Prior To 1978 

... L('P) •. Buill Prior To 1978 

EBS Source of 
Evlden<:e -

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

2_2 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

. . 22 
2_2 

22 
22 

22 

22 
22 -
22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

. 22. 

22 . 
i n_ -
~ 22. 

•' - . 22 
. . 

· 2i _ 

. .. . .'. ' 22 __ 

22 . . 

.. 22 

.. n 
-- · 22 

22 

.. 22 

22 

22 

22 
22 

· 22 
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Blllldlng Number Acreage SQFT 

608 0.0080349 3S0 

609 0.0158861 692 

610 0.0117769 Sl3 

611 0.0091827 400 
612 0.4222452 18393 

701 0.3278237 14280 

702 0.0229568 1000 

702 0.0252525 1100 
702 0.0317034 1381 

702 0.0373967 1629 

702 0,3022957 13168 

704 0,7142332 31112 ~ 

70SA . 0.0882231 3843 

70S 0.1835629 1996 

706 0.08S05SI 370S 

707 0.2651974 11552 

707 0.1692378 7372 

708 o.i142:J32 31.112 

709 0.00034-« IS 
710 

•·· 
0.0752984 3280 

711 
. .. 

o·:0019743 86 

S-71 -4 0.1752296 · 7633 
. .... 

715 0.1100092 4792 
.. 

716 0,0033058 144 

· 718 0.0740129 3224 
.· 719 0.0085859 374 . 

. . 
720 0.0983012 4282 

721 0.0040634 ITT 

722 o.ion972 - : 4700 

723 0.3950643 . 17209 
. 723 0.1369835 5961 

72'4 0.0123967 s.o 
724 0.1942149 . 8460 

.'. 725° 0.004-0634 in 
. 

726 0,0221993 967 

: 1i1 
... 

0.030303 1320 
.. ·· 12s· 0.0040634 171 

., . 
. 729 0.1~ 4620 

. 731 ·- 0.1578053 687-' 
"732 0.0822773 .. 3584 

733 0.0121671 530 
74·0· .. 

0.0478421 2084 
740 . 0.0554178 , 2414 

, 742 0.0319559 1392 

743 
... 

0.0114784 500 .. 

801 0.0003444 IS 
802 0.1195133 52~ 

803 0.064348 2803 
804 . 0.0306244 1334 

805 0.010101 440 

U'lltiSD/flNl,,T-<UCLS{G•l) 1~9~RACJSDIEBS 

Table G-2 
(Continued) 

Designation . 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 
.. 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(Pj 

L(Pj 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 
.. 

L(P) 
L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 
. .. .. 

L(P) .. 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 
.. 

L(P) 
L(P) .. .. 

.. 
L(P) 

L(P) 
-

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(i>) 
.. 

. L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

Comment 

Buill Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 197 8 

Bulh Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Bui II Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Buill Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

BuifrPriorTo 1978 

Buill Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To ln8 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 ., 

BuiltPriorTp 1978 

Buih Prior To 1~78 . . 

Buill PriorTo-1978 

Built Prior To-1978 . 

Built Prior.To 1978 . 

Built Prior To i978 

Built Prior To 1978 . 

Built Prior To 1978 ·. · 

Built Prior To· 1978 ·.· 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1918 . . · 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 · . 

BuHt Prior To 1978 . 

Buih-PnorTo 1978·_: 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built PriorTo.- 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

B·u·111 Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior ;J'o 1978 .. 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built PnorTo 1978 . , 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978· -

L(i>) 
... 

. Bu ii i Prior To 1-978 · 
_L(P)" -··: Buill PricirTo .1978 . 

. .. 

L(P) B·uil(Prio·r To 197_8:: 
. - L(P) . . ' · Built Prior.To 1978 

·, 

EBSSouruof 
E\lldence· 

22 ,.,. 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

· 22 

22 

22 

22 

22 
.. 

22 

22 

22 
.. 

22 
.. ·22 

22 
. .. 

22 
. . ~· 

22 

22 .. 
22 

. .. 

21 
-

22 . .. 
.. 

2i 
.. 

22 .. 
22 

.. 
22 

.. 

22 

22 
··--~ 

C 2i " 
-· ... , . 22 I 

.. . 
22 ' 

.. · ·· -· 22 : 
. . ,. 22 

22 
. . . - . 

, 22 .. 
.. 

22 
- . ... ·.:·. 22 ··: 
- ,- . .. 

· 22 .. .. 
22 

~ -, . 
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Building Numbff Acreage . SQFT . 

806 0.0918274 4000 
807 0.0918274 4000 

809 0.0040634 177 
810 0.8717401 37973 

812 0.2453168 10686 

813 0.0998163 ·4348 
814 0.0822314 3582 

SIS 0.2541781 11072 

816 0.3529155 15373 

817 0.0216713 94-4 

819 0,1897842 8267 

823 0.001584 69 

824 0.0895087 3899 
825 0.0918274 4000 

f49S 0.0008264 36 

IS93 0.0033058 14-4 

2073 0.08455 3683 

2074 0,0036272 158 .. 

207S 0.0027548 120 

2076 0,12488S2 544-0 

2077 0.0129706 565 

2078 0,1720386 7494 

2079 0,()'!42149 1926 
2084 0.125803S 5480 

2085 0.03769S1 1642 

2086 0.0174931 762 

2104 0.0298439 1300 . 

2105 9.4923783 21448 

2106 _9.0134298 58S 

2107 0,0014692 64 
2110 0,4923783 21448 

2113 0.0044-077 192 

· 2117 0,2593205 11296 

2118 0.2593205 11296 

2119 0.2593205 ··. 11296 

2120 0.2593205 11296 

· 2121 9.2593205 11296 

2122 0:2593205 11296 
2123 0.2593205 11296 

.. 2124 0.2593205 11296 

2126 0.0189164 '; 824 
2129 0.0189164 824 
2131 ' 0.0052801 230 

2200 0.0189164 824 · 

·2202 0,0033058 144 · 

2204 O.Ql~9l64 •_ 824 

2207 0.0818411 3565 

2301 0.0234619 _ 1022 · 
. . 

2302 0.0234619 1022 •. 
· · 2304 0,0501377 2184 

EE95USOlflN'Vl',0..lCLS(O-l) IM9196'BRAC/SDIEBS 

Table G-2 
(Continued) 

Designation · Comment 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L{P) Buill Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To i978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L{P) Bul)t Prior To 1978 . 

L{P) Buili Prior To 197_8 

L{P) Bulll Prior To 1978 
. L(P) Bullt Prior To 1978 

L{P) Built Prior To 1978 

L{P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 
• L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L{P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Buill Prior To 1978 
L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 • 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built PriorTo 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L{P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) . Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L{P) Built ·Prior To 1978 

L{P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P). Buih Prior To 1978 

L{P) Built prior To 1978 

L{P) Built Pnor:To 1978 

L(P) Buih Pnor To 1978 

L(P) 801l1 Pnor_To 1978 
. , L(P) 80111 Pno! To 1978 

L(P) Bu,11 Pnor To 1978 

L(P) Buill Prior To 1978 

L(P) Ou1h Pnor To 1978 

L(P) B~i!_I .PriorTo 1978 
L(P) Built ·Prior To _1978 

EBS Source of 
Evidence 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 
22 

22 

22 
22 

22 
_22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 
22 

. 22 . 
22 

22 

22 

I 22 

22 

22 

22 

22 ··-
22 

22 ' . . 

22 
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B\Jlldlng Number Acreage ·SQFT 

2305 0.1283058 5589 

2306 0.20i4233 8n4 

2401 0.0619835 2700 

2402 0.014348 625 

2403 0.0423783 1&46 

2404 0,0S01377 2184 

2405 0.014348 62S 

2406 0.0505969 2204 

2407 0.0136823 596 

2408 0.0941919 4103 
2409 . 0.0165289 ·120 

2410 0.0860193 3747 

2411 0.0S81956 253S 

2412 0.0244949 1067 

~413 0.009596 418 

2414 0.0451791 1968 

2415 0.0238522 1039 

2416 o.oo78m 344 
. 2417 0.0091827 4-00 

2418 0.0179063 780 

2419 0.0298898 1302 

2420 ·0.0057622 251 

2421 0,040427 1761 

2423 0.0303719 1323. 

2424 0,0137741 600 

:. 2425 0,0279614 1218 

2426 0.0222222 968 

2427 0.0210055 915 · 

2428 0.0076«6 333 

2429 0,023416 1020 

2430 0 ,0066l◄ S 289 

2431 0.0077824· 339 

2432 ·0.03420,1 1490 

2433 6.0091827 4-00 
-· 2436 0,0052571 229 

. . 2437 0.0416667 1815 

2438 0.0266299 1160 

2◄39 0.0081267 3S4 

24-41 0.0235537 1026 

2443 0.0284206 . . 1238 
.• 

. 2444 0.0113177 493 

2446 0.0265381 I\S6 

2447 ·o.008S399 372 

· 2448 0.0290634 1266 

2449 O.OI IS243 S02 
.. 

24SO 0.0235537 . 1026 

24SI 0.013315 S80 

2452 0.0267677 1_16.6 · 

24S3 ' 
.. 

0.0306015 1333 

2454 0.0060606 264 
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Table G-2 
(Continued) 

:Dfflgnatlon 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L{P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 
L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 
, L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L{P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 
L(P). 

L(P) 

. L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 
.. 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) 

· · L(P) 

· · .L(P) 

. L(P) 

L(P) 

L(P) .. 
L(P) 
L(P) 

, L(P) 

. L(P) 

, L(P) 

L(P) 

Comment 

Bull! Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Bull! Prior To 1978 

BuiltPriorTo 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To I 978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built PriorTo.1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To l97S 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built•Prior To I 978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 
.. 

Built Prior To 1978· 

Built Prior To 1978 . 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built PriorTo 1978 · . ' 

Built Prior. To 1978 . . '. 
Built Prior To 197S 

Built PriolTo 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 . 

Built Prior To 1978 , 

Built Prior To 1978 . 

Built Prior To 1978 

Buill Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 . .. 
Built Prior To 1978 . . . 
Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Built Prior To 1978 

Bui II .Prior To 1978 . 

Bu1ll.Pnor To 1978 ; 

Du1l1Jnor To .1978 
.. . . 

Bu1ll Prior To 1978 

Buih Pri~(To 1918 , ·, 

Buih Prior;To 1978° . · 

Buili°Prior To 1978 

EBS Sou.rco of 
·evidence .. 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 
22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 
. 22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 
. 22 

, . 22 

22 

22 
.. - . 

, . 22 .. 
22 .. 
22 

22 

22 

: 22 

. 22 
; ' 22 

22 

.. 22 
.. 22 

22 

22 

22 . 
.. 

22 

-:.,·.-: 22 
... ..... 22 

22 
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.. 
B~lldlng Numbtr A~reage SQFT 

24S6 0.0l836SS 800 

2466 0.0073003 . 318 

2473 0.0179063 780 

200.A 0.0350321 1526 

200.B 0,03S0321 l:S26 

201-A 0.0350321 1526 

201-B 0.0350321 1526 

208-A 0,0S87351 2559· 

208-B 0.0587351 2SS9 

209-A O.OSS73SI 2S59 

209-B O.OS873Sl 2559 

210-A 0.0401745 17S0 

210-B 0.0401745 1750 

211-A 0.0367309 1600 

211-B 0.0367309 1600 

212-A 0.0401745 1750 

212-B 0.0401745 1750 

213-A 0.0367309 1600 

213-B 0.0367309 1600 

218-A 0.0367309 1600 

218-B 0.0367309 1600 

219-A 0.0401745 1750 

219-B 0.0401745 17S0 

221-A 0.0367309 1600 

221-B 0.0367309 1600 

222-A 0.0401745 1750 

222-B 0.0401745 17S0 

223-A 0.0367309 1600 

223-B 0.0367309 1600 

224-A 0.0302916 1320 

224-B 0.0302916 1320 

224-C 0.0302916 1320 

224-D 0.0302916 1320 

225-A 0.0302916 1320 

225°B 0.0302916 mo 
225-C • 0.0302916 •• . 1320 

22S-D 0.0302916 1320 

226-A 0.0302916 1320 

226-B 0,0302916 1320 

226-C 0.0302916 -1320 · 

226-D 0.0302916 1320 

227-A 0.0302916 1320 

227-B 0.0302916 1320 

227-C 0.0302916 1320 

227-D 0.0302916 1320 

228-A 0.0302916 . 1320 

228-B 0.0302916 1320 

228-C 0.0302916 · 1320 . 

228-D 0.0302916 1320 

229•A 0.0302916 . ·' 1320 
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Table G-2 
(Continued) 

Designation Comment 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 
L(P) . Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 19.78 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To.1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) . Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 · 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) BuiltPriorTo 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) BulltPrlorTo 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To l 978 

L(P) ' Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built-Prior To 1978 

L(P) B_ullt Prior To 1978 

L(P)' B'uilt Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 197$ .. 
L(P) Built Prior To 1978 · 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

.L(P) Built PriorTo 1978 

L(P) Buih Prior To 1.978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Bu1!1 Prior To i918 

. L(P) B01l1 Prior To ·1978 

EBSSou~!>f 
Evidence 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

.22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 
. 22 

22 

ti 
22 

22 

. 22 

22 
... 

22 

22 

22 

. . 22 
... 

·.22 

22 

22 
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BtJlldlng Number Acreage · SQFT 

229-B 0.0302916 1320 

229-C 0,0302916 1320 

229-D 0.0302916 1320 

230-A 0.0302916 1320 

230-B 0.0302916 1320 

230..C 0.0302916 1320 

230-D 0.0302916 1320 

231 -A 0.0302916 . 1320 

231-B 0.0302916 1320 

231-C 0.0302916 1320 

23.1-D 0.03029!6 1320 

232-A 0.0302916 1320 

232-B 0.0302916 1320 

232-C 0.0302916 1320 

232-D 
" 

0.0302916 1320 

2.33-A 0.0302916 mo 
233-D 0.0302916 1320 

233-C Q.0302916 1320 

2.33.p 0,0302916 1320 

234-A 0.0302916 1320 

.. 234-B 0.030291_6 1320 

2.34-C 0.0302916 1320 

234-D 0.0302916 1320 

. 235-A 0.0302916 1320 

235-B 0.0302916 1320 

235-C 0.0302916 1320 

235-D 0.0302916 1320 

236-A 0.0302916 1320 

. 236-B Q,0302916 , . 1320 

2J6-C 0.0302916 .. 1320 

236-D 0.0302916 1320 

. 237-A 0.0302916 1320 

.. 237-B . 0.0302916 1320 

.. 237-C 0.0302916 1320 

2~7-D 0.0302916 1320 
238-A • 0.0302916 1320 

238-B 0.0302916 1320 . 

238;:C 0.0302916 1320 

238-D 0.0302916 · 1320 

239-A 0.0302916 ·mo 
239-B o_,0302916 1320 ' 

239,<: 0.0302916 1320 

239-D 0.030291~ ·1320 

... 240-A 0,0302916 1320 

24()-B . 0.0302916 1320 

24Q,-C 0,0302916 . f320 · 

--· 240-D 0.0302916 1320 

241-A 0.0~02916 1320 

241-B 0.0302916 1320 ' 

241-C 0.0302916 1320 

ErnUSDIFTNt.-T-0.Xt.S{O•l ) l<Yl9M!BRAC/SMBS 

Table G-2 
(Continued) 

Dttlgnatfon Comment 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1918 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978' 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 · 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 
. L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Buill Prior To tr78 

. L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Bullt Prior To I 978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built PriorT-0 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 . 

L(P) : Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 'l978 

L(P) · Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L{P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) . Bull I Prior To 1978 

: ' t(P) Built Prior To 1978 

. L(P) Built Prior To 1978 
;'' L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L{P) Built Prior To 1978 · 

.' L(P) Built Prior To 1978 · 

L(P) Duih Prior To 1978 

' L(P) Bu ill Prior To 1978 

· L(P) Du ,11 Prior To 1978 
. L(P) Bu ill Prior To 1978 

L(P) Bu,11 Prior To 1978 

E8S Soun;11 of . . . _: Evlcfenee . . 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

"'22 

22 

22 
..... 22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

.22 

. 22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

.22 

22 

22 

: 22 

22 

22 

' 22 
. . 22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

· 22 

22 

22 

22 
,•, . 22 

22 

22 

22 

22 
. · 22 

· · .. 22 

-: 22 

22 
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Bulldlng Hum.,., Acreage SQFT 

24l•D 0,0302916 1320 

242-A 0.0302916 1320 

242,8 0,0302916 1320 

242-C 0,0302916 1320 

242-D 0.0302916 1320 

243-A 0,0339646 1480 

243-B 0.0339646 1480 

243-C 0.0339646 1480 

243-D 0.ol39646 1480 

244-A 0.0339646 1480 

244-B 0.0339646 1480 

244-C 0.0339646 100 .. 244-0 0.0~3~ 1480 
24S,_A o:Oh9646 1480 

24S-B 0.0339646 1480 

24S-C 0.0339646 1480 

24S•D 0.0339646 1480 

2470 0.0114784 500 

2471 0.011478-4 ·SOO 

24n 0.0114784 soo 
247◄ 0.0l6.S289 720 

247.S 0.0ISI.SIS 660 

2476 0.0165289 720 

24n 0.0176309 768 

2478 0.0l6S289 no 

2480 0.0ISISI.S 660 
2481 0.016S289 720 

2482 0.0179063 780 

2484 0,0176309 768 

369/607 . 0.0099174 432 

S-361 0.0386593 1684 

S142 0.23S3.S3.S 10252 

T-370 0,0045914 200 

T3.S.S 0.1146006 4992 
247 0.0013TT4 60 

.. . .. 

.749. 0.0194674 848 

2434 0.0033058 144 

: : 

T24S8 0 ? .. 
... 

.. 

. . 14 -· ... 473 . -

107 ' - 160 
. . 126 . 3220 

128 .. .. 120 

. 130 .. - ·-·. -· 214 

EE9SIISM1NvT-OXLS<G·l) I0/!9/96/llRAC/SMBS 

Table G-2 
(Continued) 

Designation· Comment 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1918 

L(P} Built Piior To 1978 

L(P} Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 
.. . L(P} Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1918 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P} Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978· 

L(P) Buih Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P} Built Prior To 1978 

l(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 

L(P) Built Prior To 1978 
L(P) Construction Date Unknown. 

Default Auurnption ls Lead-
Based Paint Pouible ; 

L(P) Construction Date Unknown, 
Default Assurnpuon Is~ 
Based Paint Possible 

L(P) Construction Date Unknown, .. 
Default As.sumption Is Lead-
B11,5cd Paint Pouible 

L(P) ConstnKlion Date Unknown, 
Default Assumption Is Lead· 
Based Paint fouiblc 

None Built After 1977 

~one Built After 1977 .. .. 
None Built After 1977 

None Built After 1977 

None Built After 1977 .. 

EBS Source of 
Evldenu. 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

_, . 22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 
22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 
II 

·-· 

.. 23 

~ 

23 ' 

··23 

.. 22 . 

22 

22 

22 

22 .. 
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Bulldlng Number Aert• !Jt SQFT 

IJ6 960 

137 185 

l3S ISOO 

146 9000 

147 4072 

307 2000 

360 U60 

)60 1024 

371 2245 

- 372 5600 

374 2100 

375 216 

376 6000 
703 40572 

744 18079 

746 4239 

747 8700 

748 13675 

750 2407 

751 SOl3 

752 6596 

753 35 

154 138 

7SS 900 

800 1272 

827 149 

1594 3000 

2109 7 

2114 800 

2134 6000 

2135 3600 

2310 .: ,: ,1« . 

2311 192 

2312 2401 

2314 286 

23 15 5100 · 

2316 ? 

2445 ,, 920 

24SS 80 

2485 1576 

2491 . · .1976 

2492 1976 

2493 2096-

2494 1976 
·•··, 2495 1976 

2496 2096 

•,· 2497 2096 
. 2498 1976 

- 2499 1976 

2500 1976 

EE9j 115o,,mn,. T-0.XU(O,l) I CY2900!3 MCISD/Ul S 

Table G-2 
(Continued) 

Dfflgnatlon 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 
· None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

· None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

.None 

None 
... 

None 

None 

None 

None .. 

None 

· Comment 

Built After l9TT 

BuiltAf\er 19n 

Built After 19n 

Built After 1977 

Built After 1977 

Built After 1977 

Buill After I 977 

Built After 1977 

Built After 19n 

Built After 19TT 

Built After 1977 

Built After 1977 

Built After l9TT 

Built After 19n 

Built After 1977 

Built After 1977 

Built After t 977 

Built After 1977 

Built Af\er \'977 

Built After 1977 

Built After 19n 

Built Afted977 

Built After 1977 

Bultt After 1977 

Built After 1977 

Built After 1977 

Built After 1977 

Built After I 9n 

Built After 1977 

Built After 19n · 

Built After 1977 

Built After 1977 

Built After 1977 

Built Aller 1977 

Built Af\er 1977 

Built After 1977 

Built After 1977 

Built After 1977 

Built After 1977 

Built After 1977 

Built After 1977. 

Built After 1977 

Built After 1977 

Built After 1977 

BuillAfter 1977 

Built After 1977 

Built After 1977 
Built After 1977 · ... 

Built Af\cr l977' .. 
.. 

Built After 1977 

: E6S Source of-
Evidence 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22· 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 .. .. 

22 

" 
22 

; 22 

22 

. 22 

22 

22 
. .. 22 

22 
.. , " 22 

.. " 22 
. .. ···22 · ... 

,. 
· -· · ··- . -·· ' 22 '" 

22 
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: 

Building Number Acreage SQFT 

2501 1976 

2502 2096 

2504 1976 

2505 2380 

2507 2288 

2508 2380 

2509 2288 

2510 2330 

2SII 2238 

2512 2288 

2513 2288 

2514 2288 

2515 2288 

2516 2380 

2517 2380 

2518 2380 

2Sl9 2288 

2520 2380 

2521 ;ms 
2523 2288 

2524 980 

252S 980 

IIOA . 100 

2479 924 

2483 -. 924 

. 2486 ·. 891 

·. 2487. 891 

2488 191 

2489 891 

2490 891 

2132 100 

. 2133 ' 100 

/\0101-102 2442 
A0201, 203, 20S, 207, 21789 

209,211,213,215,217 

A0202, 204,206,208, IOJ44 

210,212,214,216,218 
A030I, 303,305,307, 16344 
309,311,313,315,317 

A0302, 304, 306, 308, 19368 
310,312,314,316 

A0401-<109 16344 

AOSOl-508 14528 

A060l-610 18160 

A0702-7II 19976 

A0801•81 I 19976 

A0901-910 18160 

AIOOI-AI012 21792 

A 1101-AII II 19976 

BOIOl,B0112 21792 

B0201-B021 l 19976 

EE95 IIS DIFINI.-T-0.lCLS(O-l) I Ol29/9dlBRACJSMB$ 

Table G-2 
(Continued) 

Designation Comment 

None Built After 19n 

None Bull! After 19n 

None Built After 1977 

l:-lone Built After 1977 

None Built Aller 1977 

None. Built After 1977 

None Built After 1977 

None Buill Aller 1977 

None Bu!ll Aller 1977 

None Built Aller 1977 

None Buill After 1977 

None Built After 1977 

None Buill After 1977 

N,one Built After 1977 

None Built After 1977 

None Bull! After 1977 

None Built After 19n 

None Built After 1977 

None' Built After 1977 

None Built After 1977 

None Built After 1977 

None Built After 1977 

None Built A ftcr 1977 

None Buill After 19n 

None Bulll After 1977 

None Built After 19n 

None Built After 19n 

None Built After 19n 

None Built After 1977 

None Built After 19n 

None Igloo, Not Palnced 

None Igloo, Nol Painted 

None Igloo, Not Painced 
None Igloo, Not Palnced 

None Igloo, Not Painted 

None Igloo, Not Painted 

None Igloo, Not Painted 

None Igloo, Not Painted 

None Igloo, Not Painted 

None Igloo, Not Painted 

None Igloo, Not Painted 

None Igloo, Not Painted 

None Igloo. Not Painted 

None Igloo, Not Painted 

None Igloo. Nol Painted 

None Igloo, Nol Painted 

None Igloo, Not Painted 

EBS Source rJf. 
.Evidence ·.·:. 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 
22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 . ., 

22 

22 

22 

22 

.. , 22 
22 

22 

22 
22 
22 

22 

n 
22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 
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Bulldlng Number Acreage 

B0301-B03 I I 

B0401-B04 I I 

B0S0l•B051 I 

B0601-B061 I 

B0701-B07I I 

B0801-B081 I 

B0901-B091 I 

COI0I-COl 11 

C0201-0>2I I 

C030 l•C0311 

C040l•C0412 

C0501•COSl3 

C0601-C06 I I 

C0701 •C0709 

C0801-0l809 

C0901-C09 I 3 

DOI0I-D0113 

00201.00212 

DOJ0l•D0313 

00401-D013 

DOS0I-D0513 

00601-D06i2 

D0701-D0712 

D0801-D0812 

EOI0I-EOl 14 

E0201-E0214 

E0301-E0313 

E04-01-E0413 

EOS0I-EOSI~ 

E0601 ·E0611 

E0701-E07 II 

E0801-E081 I 

EE9.S I l$M!Nl,-T-0.l(LS(0-2) IM919611lRAC/SDIEDS 

SQFT 

19976 

19976 

19976 

19976 

19976 

19976 

19976 

19976 

19976 

19976" 

21792 

23608 

19976 

16344 

16344 

23608 

23608 

21792 

23608 

.23608 

23608 

21792 

21792 

21792 

33726 

33726 

31317 

31317 

31317 

26499 

26499 

26499 

Table G-2 
(Continued) 

Dfllg~tlon 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 
None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 
None · 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

-None 

EBS Soui'u of 
Comment . evrdenc:. : --1 

Igloo, Not Pain!cd 22 

Igloo, Not Pain led 22 

Igloo, Not Paln!cd 22 
Igloo, Nol Painted 22 

Igloo, Nol Painted 22 

Igloo, Not Painted 22 

Igloo, Nol Painted 22 

Igloo, Not Painted 22 
Igloo, Not Painted 22 

Igloo, Not Painted 22 

Igloo, Not Pain!cd 22 

Igloo, Not Painted 22 

Igloo, Not Painted 22 

Igloo, Not Painted 22 

Igloo, Nol Painted 22 

Igloo, Not Pain!cd 22 

Igloo, Not Painted 22 

Igloo, Nol Painted 22 

Igloo, Not Painted 22 

Igloo, Not Pai nled 22 

Igloo, Not Pain!cd 22 

Igloo, Not Painted . 22 

Igloo, Not Painted 2f-

Igloo, Not Painted ---
22 ·--

Igloo, Not Painted -· 22 

Igloo, Not p·aJntcd 22 

Igloo, Nol Painted 22 

Igloo, Not Painted 22 

Igloo, Not Painted 22 

fg loo, Not Painte,:f 
. . 

22 

Igloo, Not Painted i2 
.. 

Igloo, Not Painted 22 

1 · · · 
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TableG-3 
POTENTIAL RADON HAZARDS AT SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTIVITY 

Building ·Radon Radon · -·. .. 

Number Acreage SQFT . Measurements Levels Designation Comme·nt ···-: 

115 0.324931 14,154 8 locatlons 5.5-7.3 R Radon 4.0 or higher 
2516 0.054637 2380 2 locations 2.9-4.0 R Radon 4.0 or higher 

4 I location None Radon less than 4.0 
5 I location None Radon fess tltan 4.0 
6 I location None Radon less than 4.0 

101 8 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
103 6 locations 1.3-2.4 None Radon fess than 4.0 
104 I location 2 None Radon less than 4.0 
106 S locations 1.3-1.9 None Radon less than 4.0 
113 8 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
ll4 6 locations None Radon fess than 4.0 
116 8 locaUons None Radon less than 4.0 
117 4 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
118 6 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
119 2 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
120 · I location None Radon less than 4.0 
122 4 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
123 2 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
125 3 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
126 2 locations U-2.0 None Radon fess than 4.0 
202 I location 2.4 None Radon less than 4.0· 
203 I location 3.1 None Radon fess than 4.0 
204 I location 1.9 None Radon less than 4.0 
205 I location 2.6 None Radon less than 4.0 
206 I location 2.5 None Radon less than 4.0 
207 I location 2.0 None Radon less than 4.0 
214 I location 2 None Radon less than 4.0 
215 I location 1.9 None Radon less than 4.0 
216 I location 1.9 None Radon less than 4.0 
217 I location 1.9 None Radon less than 4.0 
306 2 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
314 I location None Radon less than 4.0 
316 6 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
317 7 locatlons None Radon less than 4.0 
319 I location None Radon less than 4.0 
320 5 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
321 4 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
323 4 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
324 9 locatlons None Radon less than 4.0 
325 9 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
326 9 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
327 9 locatlons None Radon less than 4.0 
328 8 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
329 9 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
330 9 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
331 9 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
332 8 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
333 9 locations None Radon less than 4.0 
334 I location None Radon less than 4.0 

EE'HIISMTlll•T-0..XI.S(O,J) 3111/91/BRAC/SMBS Page I of7 



Building 
Number Acreage .SQFT 

339 
340 
341 
342 
343 
345 
346 
347 
348 
349 
350 
356 
357 
612 
701 . 
702 
703 
704 
705 
706 
707 
708 
710 
711 
715 
718 .. 
720 
722 .. .. 

723 
724 
726 : 

729 
731 
732 
740 
742 
744 
746 
747 · 
750 . • 

751 ' : 

752 
800 - . . 

802 ... 

803 . ' ' · 

804 
805 -. ~1 

806 
807 
810 

IE9SIISM1NL-T-0.XLS(O,JJ J/1119711lRACISD/l,8S 

Table G-3 
(Contin~ed) 

Radon Radon 
Measurements Levala 

9 locatlons 
8 locations 
9 locations 
9 locations 
9 locatlons 
9 locatlons 
9 locations 
8 locatlons 
8 locallons 
9 locatlons 
8 locatlons 
16 locations 
16 locatlons 
4 locations 
7 locatlons 
3 locations 1.8-2.1 
5 locations 1.4-5.4 
5 locations 1.S-2.0 
4 locations 
2 locatlons 
9 locations . 
5 locatlons 1.4-2.1 
I location I.I 
I location 0.9 

2 locations . 
I location .. 

2 locatlons 
2 locatlons 1.4-1.9 
I I locations 
4 locations 
2locatlons 
2locatlons 1.2-1.7 
3 locations 
21ocatlons 
3 locations 1.6-2.1 
I location 1.3 

8 locatlons · 
3 locations 
4 locations 
I location 

2 locations 
3 locations 1.2-1.4 
· I location 0.9 
2 locatlons 
2locations 
·I location 
2 locat!ons 
3 locations 
2 locations -
6 locations 0.9-1.3 · 

. .. ··- · . .;,-,"' .;-~: . ·. ,-... 
Designation · ·Comment.\:' . 

None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4,0 
None Radon less than 4,0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None . Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None 1996 Retest below 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less thail 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None · Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 

. None Radon less than 4.0 
None · · · Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None · Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less (ban 4.0 · 
None Radon less than 4.0 
•None Radon less than 4.0 

· :--lone ·•- Radon less than 4,0 
:-Jone · Radon less than 4.0 

·Sone - Radon less than 4.0 
Sone R.adon·Jess than 4.0 
~one Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less tl)an 4.0 
}.'one Radon less than 4.0 
Sone ·- · Radon less than 4.0 
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Bulldlng 
Number Acreage SQ FT· 

812 . 
813 
814 
815 
816 
817 
819 
82S 
2073 
2076 
2104 
2301 
2305 
2306 
2311 
2401 
2403 
2404 
24~ 
2408 
2410 
2411 
2412 
2414 
2415 
2418 
2419 
2421 
2423 

.. 2426 
2427 
2429 
.2432 

. . 

2437 
2438 .. 
2441 
2443 
2446 
244S- .... . 

. 2450 · . . 
, 

... 

2452 .. 

2453 
. , 

2485 · ..... 

2491 
2492 . 
2493 '' 
2494 
.2495 
.. 2496 

, . 

2498 

EE9S !ISO/FINL-T-0.XLS(O•l) l/11197/ll!V.~ = s 

Table G-3 
(Continued) 

Radon . Radon 
· Measurements · Levels 

2 locations 
I location 
I location 

3 locatlons 
7 locatlons 
I location 

& locations 
6 locations 
I location 

2 locations 
I location 

2 locations 
31ocatlons 
I location I 
I location 1.2 

4 locations 1.7-2.6 
3 locations 2.0-2.S 
2 locations 1.5-2.6 
2 locatlons 1.4-1.8 
2 locatlons 2,2•2,3 
2 locatlons 
I location 

· I location 2.3 -
I location 2.3 
I location 1.9 
I location · 1.1 
I location 2.1 
I location I.I 
I location 2.3 
I location 3.1 
I location 2 
I location · 1.8 
I location 1.8 
I location 1.4 
·I location 2 
I location .1.7 
I location 2.3 
l loca.tion 2.6 
I location 1.9 

2 locatlons 1.4-1.8 . 
I location 1.9 

· I location 2.5 
2 locations 

· 2 locations 2.6-2 .9 
2 locatlons 2.3-2 .6" 

·· 2 locations . 3.8-4 .9 
2 locations 2.2-25 
·2 locatiOt'ls · 2.4-2.8 
4 localions 0,0-2.-1 
2 locations 2.0-2.1 

.. ·.•.' \ :. 

Designation . Comment·;:· ... 

None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less th11n 4.0 
None Radon less th11n 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None . Radon less' than 4.0 "' 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
Norie Radon less than 4.0 
None · Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None • Radon less than 4.0 
Norii: Radon less than 4.0 
None : Radon less than 4.0 
None· . Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4 .0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 

· None Radon less than 4.0 
Noiie Radon less than 4.0 
Norie Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 ' 
.None Radon less than 4.0 
None 

.. 
Radon less than 4.0 

· ;>;one Radon less than 4.0 
:--lone Radon less than 4.0 
:,.;oiie Radon less than 4.0 
~one 1996 Retest below:4.0 
~on·c Radon less than 4.0 

. ~orie Radon less than 4.0 • 
~one Radon less tl)an 4.0 ' 

... 
None Radon less than 4.0 
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Bulldlng 
Number Acreage SQFT 

2500 
2501 
2502 
2504 
2505 
2507 
2S08 
2509 
2S10 
2Sll 
2512 
2513 
2S14 
2515 
2517 
2Sl8 
2519 
2520 
2521 
2523 

200·A .· 
200~B . 

201-A 
201-B 
208-A 
208-B .. 

209-A 
209-B : 
210-A .. . . 

210-B . .. -
2U-A 

.. 

211-B ... 

212~A -
i12:e .. 
2l3~A . 
213-B . . . 

· 218~A 
.. 

218-B 
. 2l9~A , . . 

219-B - . . 
221-A . 
221-B .. . . .. . 

· 222-A .. . --
222-B 
223-A .. 

' 
223-B --
224-A 
224-B 
224•C .· I 

_ 224-D ··-. 

· EE9S USMINL-T-0~0-3) lllll\l7/BRACISDIEB$ 

Table G-3 
(Continued) 

Radon · Radon 
M&asuramenta Levels 

2 locations 2.6•.3,4 
2 locations 2.3-2.6 
2 locations 1.7-2.0 
3 locatlons 2.0-2.1 
3 locatlons 2.2-3.2 
2 locatlons 2.0-2.9 
2 locatlons 3.S-4.0 
2 locations 2.2 
21ocatlons 1.7-2.2 
2 locations 1.8•2,2 
2 locatlons 2.5-3.0 
1 locatlon 2.1 

2 locatlons 2.8-3.2 
2 locatlons 2.4-2.6 
I location 1.9 

2 locat.lons 3.2-S.4 
2locatlons 2.9-3.9 
2 locatlons 3.2-3.7 
2 locatlons 2.2-3.0 
2 looatlons 4.1-4.2 
I location 2.3 
I location 2.2 
I location 1.9 
I location ·- 1.7 
I location 4.1 

4 locations 2.3-3.1 
2 locations 3.8-4.8 

. 2 locations 3.1-6.0 
I location 2.4 

2 locations 1.9•2.2 
I location .· 3.5 
I location 3.1 

·. I location 1.4 
,, I location 2.1 

11.ocatlon 2.2 · 
I location 1.6 
I location 1.9 
I location 1.9 
I location 1.8 . 

1 location 2 
I location 2.1 .. 

I location 2.2 
I location 2.1 
I location · .. 1.7 
I location 1.6 

2 locations 1.9-2.1 
I location · 2.2 
I location . 2.1 
I location 1.8 
I location 2.8 

. . 

Deslgnat1o·n ·· Coinment':':' : , 

None Radon IC$s than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
Non~ Radon less than 4,0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None 1996 Retest below 4.0 
None Radon IC$S than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less thari 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None 1996 Retest below 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 · 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None 1996 Retest below 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None 1996 Retest below 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
·None 1996 Retest below 4.0 
None 1996 Retest below4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 

· · None Radon less than 4.0 
•· None Radon less than 4,0 

· None Radon less than 4,0 
None Radon less than 4,0 
-None Radon less than 4,0 

· None · Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 

· · None Radon less than 4.0 
· None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 

· None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
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Building 
Number Acreage SQFT 

225-A 
22S-B 
22S-C 
22S-D 
226-A 
226-B 
226-C 
227-A . 
227-B 
227-C 
227-D 
228-A 
228-B 
228-C 
228-D 
229-A 
229-B 
229-C 
229-D - -

230-A 
230-B 
230-C 
230-D -· 

231-A 
231-B 
231-C 
231-D 
232-A .. 
232-B 
232-C 
232-D 
233·A 

. 233-B " 

233-C 
233-D 
234-A 
2.34-B · -. 
234-C 
234-D ... 

235-A 
23S-B - . ' 

23S-C 
23S-D 
236-A 
236-B 
236-C 
236-D 
237-B 
237-C 
237-D 

E£9S 11S0/flNL.-T-OXIS(G-)) l/llm/BRACISO/E!lS 

Table G-3 
(Continued) 

' ' Radon Radon 
Measurements · Levels . 

I locatlon 2.1 
I location 1.9 
I location 1.7 
I location 2.7 
I location 2 
I location 1.9 

2 locatlons 2.3-2.9 
I location 2.6 
I location 1.9 
I location 2.3 

2 locations 2.0-2.9 
I location 2.4 

· I location 1.8 
I location 2.3 
I location 2 
I location 1.9 
I location 1.3 
I location 2.2 
I location 1.9 
I location . 2.5 
I location 1.4 

· · I location 2.8 
I location 2 
I location 2.6 
I location 2.1 
I location 2 
1,lotation I.S 
I location 1.8 ' 
I location 2.8 
I location . 1.6 
I location 1.7 
I location 1.2 -
l lotation 2.7. 
2 locations 1.2-2.9 
2 locations . 1.8-2.3 

I location 1.9 
I location , · 1.7 
I location 1.8 
I location 1.5 
I location 2.4 
I location 1.6 . 
I location 1.6 

2 locations 2.1-2.3 · 
I location I.S 
I location ·. I. 7 

2 locations 1.8-2.3 
I location 

, ' 

2.2 
I location 1.9 l 

I location 1.7 ' 
I location 2.5 I 

" 
.. . ·' 

Designation Comment :.'' 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less th.an 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None· Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None ' Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None - Radon less than 4.0: 
None · Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less tha.n 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 

.. None Radon less than 4.0 
None " Radon less than 4.0 

. None Radon less than 4.0 
.... None Radon less than 4.0 

None· Radon less tha1f4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None· Radon less than 4.0 
None .. _ Radon less than 4.0 
None . Radon ·less than.4.0 

... None Radon less than 4.0 
None ' ' Radon less than 4.0 
Nono Radon less .than 4.0 

. None Radon less than 4.0 
.... None Radon less than 4.0 

·• None · Radon less than ~to 
--· None Radon less than 4.0 
... None Radon less than 4.0 

.None ... Radon less than 4.0 
None . Radon less than 4.0 

. . None Radon less than 4.0 

"' None Radon' less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than .4.0 

. None Radon tess ·than .4.0 

'" None . Radon less 'tb'ai! 4.0 
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Building 
Number Acreage SQFT· 

238-A 
238-B 
238-C 
238-D 
239-A 
239-B 
239-C 
239-D 
240-A 
240.B 
240-C 
240-D 
241-A 
241-B 
241-C 
241-D 
242-A 
242-B 
242-C 
242-D 
243-A 
243-B 
243-C 
243-D 
~44-A 
244-B 
244-C 
244-D 
245-A 

245-B 
245-C 
245-D 
2470 .,. 

2471 
2472 
2474 
2475 
2476 
2477 
2478 
2479 
2480 
2481 
2482 
2483 
2484 
2486 
2487 
2488 
2489 

EE95 l '5D/FTIIL-T-0.!Cl.S(G-l ) l/ll19MIRACJSDJE8S 

Table G-3 
(Continued) 

.. Radon, ·Radon 
Measurements Levels 

I location 2.2 
I location 2.3 
I localion l.4 
l localJon 2 
I location 2.3 
I location 1.7 

2 locations 1.6-1.8 
llocalJon 2.2 
l localJoo 1.9 
I location 2.3 
l localJon 1.6 
I location 2.2 
I location 2.5 
I location 2.2 
I location 1.7 
I location 1.7 
I location 3.3 
I location 1.7 

2 locations 1.8-2.0 
I location 1.5 
I location 2,4 
I location 2.2 
I location 3.1 
I location 2.3 
I location 2.2 
I location I.S 
I location 2.3 
I location 2.6 
I location 2.4 
I location 2.7 
I location 2.3 
I location 2 
I location 1.5 

2loca1Jons 1.6-1.7 
I location 1.4 
I location 1.9 
I location I 
I location 1.8 
I location I.I 
I location 1.4 
) location 5 
I location 1.8 

· l loca1ion 1.5 
I location 1.2. 

I location 2.1 
I location 1.5 
l locat!on I.I 
I location I 
I location I 

l loca1ion 1.2 

. . . ···• : • . .. 
Designation · :: .- Comment.'. 

None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None RAdon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None RAdon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4,0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less lhan 4.0 
None Radon less lhan 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None 1996 Retesl below 4.0 
None Radon less lhan 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less lhan 4.0 
None Radon less. than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
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Bulldlng 
Number Acreage SQFT 

2490 
Loran C 

S-714 
Sl42 

1(; 

; ' 

E£9S IISDITINL.. T-0.XLS(G•)) J/11191/BJU,CJSMllS 

Table G-3 
(Continued) 

Radon Radon 
Measurement& Levels 

I location 0.8 
2 locations 1.4-1.S 
3 locations 
4 locatlons 

Designation Comment 

None Radon less than 4.0 

None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
None Radon less than 4.0 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY· 

M,O\.'l''l'O 
~ 0, 

Office of Public Works 

Mr. Kamal Gupta 

SENECJi.~ c,e'l'QT A~ 

RO 1.1./lU:S. HEW TOf\,: 14M 1-«101 

April ll , ·1995 

Ne~ York state Department of Environmental Conservation 
Bureau o·f Eastern Remedial Action 
Division of Hazardous Waste Remediation 
Room 208., So Wolf 'Road 
Albany, NY 12233-7010 

Ms . Carla M. Struble, P.E . 
. Program Manager . 
Federal Facilities Section 
u.s. Environmental Protection 
Emergency & Remedial Response 
290 Br~tdway, lath Floor,· E-3 
New York~·NY 10001-1a66 

Dear Mr . Gupta/Ms. Struble: 

Agency 
Div.isicm 

PAGE 

In accordance with Section 1 0 .s of the Federal Facility Agreement 
(FFA) for Seneca Army Depot Activity (SEDA), SEDA submits the 
enclosed list of potential Areas of Concern . 

. ' 
This list is a compilation of stories, rumors, findings due to 
continued research, ana/or reported disposal areas ~ Future 
investigation of these sites .. or reports shoul.d begin with an 
historical search through depot pictures and maps located at 
SEDA, and include interviews with retired depot employees. USGS 
aerial photographs for 1941 through the present should be 
reviewed by personnel trai_ned in aerial photography 
interpretation; this will aid in finding and verifying s·ome 
sites. 

SEDA is included in an 'Ar,.ny Envirorunental Baseline study scope of 
work for BRAC installations. This may be an appropriate and 
effective means to evaluate these potential AOC's ~ 

Sincerely, 

~~✓-c/~ 
Randall w. Battaglia . 
Remedial Project Man.ager 

enclosure 

CF: Mike Duchesneau, .Engineering-Science, Inc. 
Kevin Healy , . USACE, Huntsville Division 
Kathleen Buchi, AEC 
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POTENTIAL AREAS OF CONCERN 

l. It was reported that in the 1950's, ammunition was buried in 
low 11 swale" areas; this normally means wetland areas. Retirees 
should be. intervfewed regarding this as well as aerial photos . 

2. The lake housi~g area contains fill areas. Old photographs of 
the Officer's Club show a shoreline much closer to the club than 
currently exists. Further investigation of this area shows that 
the Army _ property does not conform. to the adjacent shoreline 
(north of the Officer's Club and south of the housing area). The 
natural topography appears to be steeply graded, indicating that 
the parking lot, Officer's Club area, and the lakeshor.e housing 
Yere fill areas. Also, northeast and adjacent to Flak Drive, 
there is currently a playground located on.an area which is a 
fill area. On the sout a end of the lake area dead~end 
road contains an area which is u. or storage_of debris. 
- ·· 
3 . The Shale Pit (SEA0- 7) has spill booms visible at the 
northwest end of the fill area . This is evidently an unauthorized 
qisposal of· spill wastes, since th~s area was intended to be used 

·only for clean fili . Corroded, empty drums are .evident at what 
appears to be an:aba.ndoned farm house in the area adjacen~ to the 
Shale Pit, behind the Chapel . 

4. Approxill1ately 200 farms wer e condemned under eminent domain 
when the Army built Seneca Ordnance Depot in 1941 . rt· w.,_ 
reported that some of these wells were used for disposalN?, 
wastes. This report has not yet been substantiated, and' _-~e : 
nature of th~ wastes has not been determined. ·,1'-:' · 

5. An incinerator existed near the Sludge Piles, SEAD-5; a 
photograph exists of this u,.cinerator. The types of ~astes are 
unknown . 

6. A coal pile·e.xisted, and coal is evident, north of the salt 
storage building, near SEAD•S . Other coal piles. may hav~ existed 
on SEDA when thi"s was· a commonly ~sed heating fuel. 

7. Paints and.solvents we.re reportedly dumped on the east side of 
building 813. other burial areas similar to SEAO 63 and SEAD 12 
are likely near these areas; aerial photographs should be 
reviewed . 

8. A "hill" is readily evident nor th of Post 3, where r eportedly 
drums were buried. 

9. DDT cans were rumored to be buried U!:!der the "ice rink", 
adjacent to and east of the water tow~~ at the north end 
administrative area . 
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10. A pond which was later filled in reportedly e~isted adjacent 
to and west of the Elliott Acres housing area and south of the 
wooded area. Old As-Bui1t drawings of this area did not show 
avidence _of this; aerial photographs should also be revie~ed. 

ll. A be.rm and various gravel roads are evident north of building 
309; · this may have been related to the small arms range, SEA0-4G, 
however, this needs to be substantiated • . . 
12. A concrete plant and staging area was constructed on the west 
side of SEDA near Post 2, when the depot was.constructed. 

13. steam cleaning reportedly occurred on the loading platforms 
in the warehouse area and Industrial Plant Equipment area. 

14. Coal ash was discovered during the construction of the 
play9X"ound' area due south .of building 123. 

15. Along the west patrol road, north of cemeteey road, there are 
bermed, square areas with apparently stressed vegetation. 

16. The Defense Reutili2ation and Marketing
0

0ffice(DRMO) scrap 
yard was rumored t~ be a disposal/fill area. 

17. An area n~cµ;- . ~he "A1
• block of igloos, sou,th· of the "Q" fence, 

contains soil which previously was treated with herbicides, then 
was excavated and placed .there for fill. · 



QUESTIONS FOR INTERVIEWEES ABOUT POTENTIAL AREAS OF CONCERN 

Area 

Ammo 

Ammo 

Ammo 

Ammo 

Rumor 
Number 

1 

12 

15 

17 

Do you know of areas where ammunition was buried? 
Other than OB/OD and the landfill, only one inJerviewee had 
information about ammunition burial. lnierviewee was highly ~. 
confident about two areas north and east of the Munitions 
Washout Facility, The general locations of these areas are shown 
on Map 1. Also shown are two other dumping areas where 

· Interviewee had no specific knowledge of ammunition burial . . 

Did a concrete plant and staging area exist near Post 2? 
All but one interviewee had no knowledge of this plant. 
Interviewee had been told of a plant (but had no first hand 
knowledge) south of Kendaia Road between the RR track and the 
outside fence. 

Do you know of burial activities along the west patrol road north. 
of Cemetery Road? 
One interviewee had knowledge of this area, He believed that 
rubble from old buildings was burled here. Also he knew that oils 
and solvents were dumped in rodent holes along the West Patrol 
Road north of this area. · .. ······ · 

Were herbicide treated soils used for fill south of the Q fence? 
No interviewees had particular knowledge of this activity. One 
interviewww recalls a ditch being dug along the fence. Another 
interviewee recalls the area near the fence being filled to move the 
creek away from the fence for security reasons. Neither specified 
the years of these activities. 
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~ 
Ammo 

North 
.Admin. 

QArea 

North 
Admin. 

Rumor 
Number 

9 

3 

7 

8 

North ·, : .. - ·9 . 
Admin. · 

.. 
Was DDT used or disposed of near the incinerator? 
No interviewees had any direct knowledge of this activity. One 
interviewee said that it probably occured but had no direct 
knowledge. 

Were spil;( wastes (e.g., booms and other adsorbent materials) 
.. buried in the shale pit? Any materials other than construction 
debris? . . 

. No interviewees had any direct knowledge <>f spill waste burial. 
One iJ?terviewee said that asbestos shingles were burled here and 
that the area was used a pistol range. Another interviewee said . 

.. . that an oil leak from the North Admin. boiler drained to the shale 
: . pit. Both interviewees thought that the berm to the west of the · 

shale pit was used as a small arms range. 

Do you know what was buried east of Bldg. 813? How deep? 
. : Solvents and paint according to twfJ'ffnterviewees. Another 

interviewee said ihat 813 was a battery shop and acids may have 
.. · b~en dumped 

Do you know of drums and other materials buried north of Post 3? 
What materials? How deep? . · 
No interviewees had any direct knowledge of this activity . 

. ' ,. ,, 

· . Near the water tower, were DDT cans buried under the "ice rink"? 
How inuch? How deep? • ·: · · 
No interviewees had any direct knowledge of this activity. 
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South End 
IPE 
Warehouses 
Ammo 

DRMO 
Yard 

South End 

South End 

13 

16 

5 

6 

Were loading platforms steam cleaned? If so, ~ere any chemicals 
or petroleum products washed off? 

One interviewee said that equipment and rail cars were cleaned at 
the Ammo. platforms along West Loop Road. No other 
interviewees had any direct knowledge of this activity. 

Do you know of disposal"or fill activities at the yard? 

'J'here is som"ewhat conflicting information concerning fill 
activities. Two interviewees seemed certain that crushed shale was 
used as fill to create the yard Another interviewee, however, was 
present for' the construction of the"yard and said that the yard was 
not built on fill material. Concerning disposal activities, one 
interviewee stated that there was a great deal of liquid disposal 
invoMng oil, solvents, and ''you name it. " 

· Did an incinerator exist near the sludge pits? What wastes were 
burned? 
One interviewee said that it existed but he never saw it in use. No 
other.inkrviewees had any direct knowledge of this incinerator.· 

Did a coal pile exist north 'of the salt storage b~ding? · Any other 
coal piles at the depot? 
Three interviewees confirmed the existence of the coal pile near 
salt storage. One interviewee estimated the location and size of 
the pile: along the RR tracks,· 300 to 400 feet west of the 

· Locomotive House; 50 to JOO feet wide,· 200 to 300feet /ong. Two 
interviewees seemed certain that there were no.other piles: coal 

:'Was truckedjrom. main pile .to boilers. However, interviewee 
believed there was a pile at every boiler. 
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South End 

South End 

Lake 
Housing-

IO 

14 

2 .• 

Depot-Wide 4 

Did a pond exist adjacent to and west of Elliot Acres and south of 
· the wooded area? (It is now a field.) What fill material was used? 

No interviewees believed that there was a pond here. lwo 
interviewees said that it was a marsh. One of these said that there 
had been fill material placed in the marsh,· he believes it was dirt. 

Was coal ash buried south ofBuilding.123? 
No interviewees had any direct knowledge of this activity. 

Are you aware of fill areas at Lake Housing and/or the Officers' 
Club? What materials? 
The point at the Officers' Club was built of concrete, dirt, and 
shale according to three interviewees 

Do you know of post-dumping activities at the southeast and of 
L.H.? (e.g., at the ends of dead-end roads.) 
No interviewees had any direct knowledge of this activity. 

Do you know of fill activities along Flak Drive? 
One interviewee knew of dumping/fill activities near the "Red· 
Barn. " Did not specify materials. No other interviewees had any 
direct knowledge of this activity. 

Were old wells from fanns used for disposal of wastes? 
Olle interviewee said that carbon tet. and fuel oil were poured into 
at least two wells: one at old Gate 2 and one near bldg. 2206. 
Another interviewee said that we/ls were generally filled with rock 
and dirt,· he knew of no other materials. 
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DuckPond 11 · Any knowledge of burial activities at south end of Duck Pond area 
(north of Bldg. 309 - see map)? Possibly related to the small arms 
range. 
No interviewees had any direct knowledge of this activity. 
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2 11125 
3 21.33 
4 1.15 

5 207.05 
6 1,724.83 
7 12.85 

Total 10,634.00 

CERFA Table 1 
BRACACREAGESUMMARY TABLE 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTIVITY, NEW YORK 

,~~• 
.v.. , v • .,.. , 55.72 I 7.34 

90.74 20.51 1722 20.40 o I 0.06 I 0.09 I o.o& 
320 18.13 17.65 18.04 o 1 o I 2. 1 I · o 
1.32 0.43 0.14 0.43 o I o I o I o 

117.60 89.45 0.26 0.07 0 0 0.61 89.19 
137.86 1,586.97 2.69 6.58 0 0 1,244.72 341.39 
12.76 0.09 0.09 0.09 0 0 0 0 

8,829.42 1,804.58 · 73.Il 82 .17 0.02 0.38 1,303.24 438.00 

Note: Acreage figures are approximate; they have been calculated using AutoCad Release 12 . 

. { 
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CERFA Table 2a 
BRAC PARCEL DESCRIPTIONS 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTMTY, NEW YORl( 

~~-r - ::::L1i& 
1(1) 18,6 189.1 

2(1) 26,10 494.71 

3(1) 16,15 7,870.22 

,4{1) I 19,24 I 1.16 

5(2)PS/HS 17,2 6 1.88 

6(4)PSIPR 28.10 0.25 

7(2)PS 28.10 0.25 

8(4)PS/PR 28,10 0.25 

9(2)HS(P) 30,23 1.68 

10(2)PS 28,26 0.25 

11(2)HS 24,22 2.02 

12(2)HS 24,22 2.02 

13(3)HS/HR. 23,22 2.02 

14{3)HS/HR 22,22 2.02 

FINAL 
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Airfield Area 

Df?OtWide 

jCirca l acre in Elliot 
Acres 

Lake Housing Area I 2 

Airfield Area I 4 

Airfield Area I 2 

Airfield Area 4 

Main Depot Area 2 

LORAN-C Area 2 

Warehouse Area 2 

Warehouse Area 2 

Warehouse Area 3 

W arehousc Area 3 

migration 

No record of storage, disposal, release, or 
migration 

No record of storage, disposal, release, or 
migration 

No record of storage, disposal, release, or 
migration 

Building 2485 • fuel oil storage 

Visual 
Inspection, 
Interview 
Visual 
Inspection, 
Interview 
Visual 
Inspection, 
Interview 
Visual 
Inspection, 
Interview 
21 

Building 23 10 - JPS UST reported leaking 121. LUST list 
in 1988 
Building 2306 - fuel oil UST 21 

Building 2305 spills - fuel oil UST reported 121. Spill list 
leaking in 1989 
Acid storage 

Fuel oil ~orage 

Building 327 • pesticide, soda ash, 
antifreeze 
Building 326 - STB and chlorine 
impregnll_te storage 

Visual 
Inspection, 
Interview 
21 

Interview 

Interview 

None required 

None required 

,None required 

None required 

None required 

Required actions 
have been taken 
None required 

Required actions 
have been taken 
None required 

None required 

None required 

.None required 

Building 330 - pesticide, soda ash, 
antifreeze storage; spill reported in 1993 

Interview, Spill ,Required actions 
list have been taken 

Building 331 - Pesticide, soda ash, 
antifreeze storage; spill reported in 1992 

lnterview, ·Spill ,Required actions 
list have been taken 
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CERFA Table 2a 
(Continued) 

,W]iitt" 
I ,,:,•~=t·•::,,,,,,,.;,.,. ,• ... i .,,l;R,,,,,i, 1 rBuilding 312 (General Supply)-

31(2)PS/HS I 20,21 I 0.25 !Main Depot Area jlnterview !None required 
hydrofluosilic acid, paint, antifrcczc, 
turpentine, diesel oil 

132(2)PS I 2,15 0.25 North Depot Arca 2 Building 800 - fuel oil storage 2 1 None required 

33(2)PS I 2,15 0.25 North Depot Area 2 Building 729 - fuel o il storage 2 1 None required 

34(2)PS I 3,14 I 0.25 !North Depot Arca 2 Buildings 719, 721, and 720 - gas station, Visual None required 
vehicle maintenance Inspection 

35(2)PS I 2,14 I 0.25 !North Depot Area 2 Building 733 - fuel oil storage 21 None required 

36(2)PS I 3,14 I 0.25 North Depot Area 2 Building 746- fuel oil storage 21 None required 

37(4)PS/PR I 3,12 I 0.25 North Depot Area 4 Building 7 10 - fuel oil storage reported 21, LUST list Required actions 
leaking in 1989 

. 
have been taken 

38(2)PS I 2,12 I 0.71 !North Depot Area : I 2 . !Building 742 - gas station Visual None required 
Inspection 

39(2)PS I 2, 12 I 0.25 North Depot Arca 2 Building 714 - fuel oil storage 2 1 None required 

40(2)PS I 2,12 I 0.25 North Depot Area 2 Building 740 - fuel oil storage 21 None required 

:4I(2)HS I 14,9 I 0.25 .!Main Depot Arca 2 Acid storage (SEAD-65A) I None required 

42(2)HS I 14,9 I 0.25. !Main Depot Area 2 Acid storage (SEAD--65B) I None required 

,43(2)PR/HS I 14,9 I 0.25 !Main Depot Area 2 Acid storage (SEAD-65C) 1 None required 

1
44(3)PR/HR I 29,26 I 0.25 ILORAN-C Area 3 Halon and diesel spills Interview, Spill Required actions 

list have been taken 
45(3)HSJHR I 27,25 I 4.65 !Warehouse Area I 3 Building 356 (SEAD-49) - columbite ore 1,20 None required 

storage, DS..2 storage/spills 

46(3)HR I 18,21 I 0.96 jSouth Admin Area I 3 !Wood bwn ash, pressure-treated wood 11 !None required 
(SEAD-10) 

FINAL Page 3 of JO 
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53(5)HR 3,17 

54(6)HR(P) 16,2 

,55( 6)PR(P)/HR 18,11 

56(6)PR 29,12 

57(6)PS/PR/HR 32,17 

58(6)HR 31, 19 

59(6)PS/PR/HR 31,22 

60(6)HR 32,23 

61(6)HR 30,22 

62(6)HR(P) 31,23 

63( 6)PS/HS/HR 30,25 

FINAL 
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15.79 

025 

1.88 

7.43 

178_84 

8.60 

7_57 

3.72 

1.62 

1.82 

10.00 

CERFA Table2a 
(Continued) 

Special W capons Area 5 

Lake Housing Area 6 

Main Depot Area 6 

Airfield Area 6 

Main Depot Area 6 

Main Depot Area 6 

Main Depot Area 6 

Main Depot Arca 6 

Main Depot Arca 6 

Main Depot Area 6 

Main Depot Area 6 

~-
Radioactive waste burial (SEAD-12A) 

Pump house Building 2409 - sewage 
release on cast side of building 

Abandoned powder burning area (SEAD-
24) 

Interview, 
LUST list 
l, 18 

Visual 
Inspection, 
Interview 

1, 16 

Pending 

Pending 

None to date 

INone to date 

Fuel spills west of Building 2312 Interview, Spill !None to date 
list 

Fuel oil storage. old construction debris 
landfill (SEAD-11), munitions washout 
plant (SEAD-4), boiler pit blowdown leach 
pit at Building 2079 (SEAD-38), leaking 
tank reported at Building 2079 in 1993, 
spill reported at Building 2073 in 1992, 
dumping 

I, 16, 17, INoneto date 
LUST list, 
Spill list, 
Interviews, 
Visual 
Inspection 

Garbage disposal area (SEAD-648) I, 19 

Buildings 608 and 612 (SEAD-52) • I 1, 19 
ammunition breakdown area, oil discharge 
adjacent to Building 609 (SEAD-60). fuel 
oil storage 
Material proof and surveillance test area p, 18 
west ofBuilding 616 (SEAD-44A) 
Material proof and surveillance test area on I 1, 18 
Brady Road (SEAD-448) 

Nicotine sulfate disposal area near I 1, 18 
Buildings 606 and 612 (SEAD-62) 

Building 606 - Old Missile Propellant Test I 1, 18 
Laboratory (SEAD-43), disposal area 
(SEAD-69), herbicide and pesticide storage 
(SEAD-56), UST at Building_ 606 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 
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81(6)HS/HR 

82(6)PS/PR/H.S/HR 19,21 4.47 Main Depot Area 

83( 6)HS/HR(P) 19,19 1.41 Main Depot Area 

84(6)PS/PR(P) 18,19 1.16 Main Depot Area 

85(6)PR/HR 19,21 0.69 USE Area 

86( 6)PR/H.S/HR 19,22 0.11 South Depot Area 

87(6)PS/PR/HR(P) 19,23 0.25 South Depot Area 

88(6)PS/PR 19,22 0.14 South Depot Area 

89(6)HR 18,22 l.16 South Depot Area 

f 90( 6)PR(P)/HR 17,22 2.07 Duck Ponds Area 

191 ( 6)HS/HR(P) 17,19 0.98 Main Depot Area 

92(6)HS/HR(P) 16,19 4.62 Main Depot Area 

93(6)HS/HR(P) 16,19 0.91 Main Depot Area 

94(6)HR 16,20 5.12 Duck Ponds Area 

l95(6)HS/HR(P) 16,19 0.49 Main Depot Arca 

196(6)HR(P) 11,19 10.07 Duck Ponds Area 

FINAL 
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CERFA Table 2a 

(Continued) 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

. ,6 

6 

-·age s ludge waste piles (SEAD-5) I 1, 18 

Building S-31 1 (SEAD-16) - deactivation 
furnace. 8\lilding S-361 • raw material 
storage yard; spill reponed at Building 
S-3 11 in 1993 
Open chromite ore pile 

Buildings 308, 306 - Boiler House, 
Inspector's Workshop, staining_ 

Fill area with unknown contents west of 
Buildin_S. 135 (SEAD-59) 

Building 135 - vehicle storage building 
with stained soil 

Building 121 (SEAD-36) - waste oil tank 
(SEAD-33), boiler plant blowdown leach 
pit (SEAD-39), boiler plant 

UST ax Building 127 with stained soil 

1, 16, Visual 
Inspection, 
Spill_list 

Visual · . 

Inspection 

Visual 
Inspection 
1, 18 

Visual 
Inspection 

Visual 
Inspection 

Alleged paint/solvent disposal area (SEAD-11, 19 
71) 

Old scrap wood (SEAD-9) 11 , 18 

Open chromite o~e pile 

Pesticide storage - Buildings 5 and 6 
(SEAD-66) 

Open aluminum oxide ore pile 

Visual 
Inspection 

Visual 
Inspection 

Sewage Treatment Plant No. 4 (SEAD-20), 11, 19 
dump site to cast (SEAD-67) 

Open ferro manganese ore pile !Visual 
Inspection 

IRFNA disposal site (SEAD-13) 1, 17 

·. 

None to date 

:None to date 

None to date 

Nooe to date 

None to date 

None to date 

one to date 

1None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 

None to date 
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104( 6)PR/HS/HR IS,9 poss.65 . 

105(6)HS/HR(P) 15,13 1.95 

106{6)HR 17,1 1 11.36 

107(7) 130,10 10.25 

I 08(7)HS(P)/HR(P) 122,22 [0.09 

109(7) 111.20 j4.95 

I 10(7) 111,21 p.10 

111(7) 13.11 10.25 

FINAL 
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jMain Depot Arca 

Main Depot Area 

Main Depot Area 

!Airfield Arca 

!Warehouse Arca 

jDuck Ponds Area 

IDuck Ponds Arca 

jDuck Ponds Arca 

CERF A Table 2a 
(Con~ued) 

I 6 

6 

6 

I 7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

Miscellaneous components burial area 
(SEAD-63) 

!Open burning (SEAD-23), open detonation I, 16,.Yisual !None to date 
(SEAD-45), explosive ordnance disposal Inspection, 
(SEAD-57), filled area at Building T-2110 Interview, Spill 
(SEAD-70), training area, spills reported at list, LUST list 
Open Burning md Open Detonation 
Grounds in 1994; spill reported at Building 
2134in 1995 
Aluminum oxide ore pile 

. 
I !None to date 

Debris area near Booster Station 2131 I 1, 1s IN one to date 
(SEAD-58), possible DDT disposal 

!Connex - unknown contents Visual !None to date 
Inspection 

Building S-335 (SEAD-68) - old pest J INone to date 
control shop 
Mounds possibly related to small anns Visual !None to date 
range north of Building 309 Inspection, 

Interview 
Mound of unknown contents Visual !None to date 

Inspection 
Mound of unknown contents Visual !None to date 

Inspection 

Page 9 of JO 





CERFA Table 2b 
QUALIFIED PARCEL DESCRIPTIONS 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTIVITY 

itir~1 & 
;~-

2-230 I Q-L(P) 0.023 Airfield 2301 
2-2302Q-L(P) 0.023 Airfield 2302 
2-2304Q-L(P) 0.050 Airfield 2304 
3-1 Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.006 Main Depot 1 
3-102Q-L(P) 0.010 South Depot 102 
3-104Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.011 South Depot 104 
3-11 0Q-L(P) 0.003 South Depot 110 
3-1 ISQ-L(P)/R 0.325 South Depot 115 
3- l 16Q-L(P) 0.309 South Depot 116 
3-119Q-L(P) 0.074 South Depot 119 
3-122Q-NL(P) 0.2-83 South Depot 122 
3-123Q-L(P) 0.074 South Depot 123 
3-124Q-NL(P) 0.036 South Depot 124 
3- I 25Q-NL(P) 0.098 South Depot 125 
3-131Q-L(P) 0.055 Main Depot 131 
3-137Q-A(P) 0.004 Main Depot 137 
3-143Q-L(P) 0.001 Main Depot 143 
3-145Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.013 Main Depot 145 
3-247Q-NL(P) 0.001 Main Depot 247 
3-301 Q-L(P)IP 0.019 Main Depot 301 
3-304Q-L(P) 0.019 Main Depot . 304 
3-309Q-NL(P) 0.189 Main Depot 309 .. 
3-3 I0Q-L(P) 0.019 Main Depot 310 
3-313Q-L(P) 0.003 Main Depot 313 
3-314Q-L(P) 0.010 Main Depot 314 
3-320Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.374 Main Depot 320 
3-321 Q·L(P)/RD 0.275 Main Depot 321 
3-322Q-L(P) 0.006 Main Depot 322 
3-325Q-A(P)/L(P) 2.066 Warehouse 325 
3-328Q-A(P)/L{P)/X(P) 2.066 Warehouse 328 
3-329Q-A(P)/L(P) 2.066 Warehouse 329 
3-332Q-A(P)/L(P) 2,066 Warehouse 332 
3-334Q-NL(P) 0.725 Warehouse 334 
3-339Q-A(P)/L(P) 2.066 Warehouse 339 
3-340Q-A(P)/L(P) 2.066 Warehouse 340 
3-341 Q·A(P)/L(P) 2.066 Warehouse 341 
3-342Q·A(P)/L(P) 2,066 Warehouse 342 
3-345Q-A(P)/L(P) 2,066 Warehouse 345 
3-346Q-A(P)/L(P) 2.066 Warehouse 346 
3-347Q-A(P)/L(P)' 2.066 Warehouse 347 
3-348Q-A(P)/L(P) 2.066 Warehouse 348 
I 30-349Q-A(P)/L(P) 2.066 Warehouse 349 

FINAL Page 1 of 22 
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CERFA Table 2b 
(Continued) 

--~ 3-2129Q-L(P) 0.019 Main Depot 
3-2 I 32Q-X(P) 0.002 Main Depot 
3-2 l 33Q-X(P) 0.002 Main Depot 
3-2200Q-L(P) 0.019 Main Depot 
3-2202Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.003 Main Depot 
3-2204Q•L(P) 0.019 Main Depot 
3-2207Q•A/L(P)/X(P) 0.082 Main Depot 
3-705A I Q•AIL(P) 0.088 North Depot 
3-A020 I Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 Special Weapons 
3-A0202Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Special Weapons 
3-A0203Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 Special Weapons 
3-A0204Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Special Weapons · 
3-A0205Q-X(P)/RD 0,056 Special Weapons 
3-A0206Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Special Weapons 
3-A0207Q-X(P)/RD: •· ,.0.056 Special Weapons 
3-A0208Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Special Weapons 
3-A0209Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 Special Weapons 
3-A02 I OQ·X(P)/RD 0.042 Special Weapons 
3-A0211Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 Special Weapons 
3-A0212Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Special Weapons 
3-A0213Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 Special Weapons 
3-A02 l 4Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Special Weapons 
3-A02 I SQ-X(P)/RD 0.056 Special Weapons 
3-A0216Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Special Weapons 
3-A02 I 7Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 Special Weapons 
3-A0218Q·X(P)/RD 0.042 Special Weapons 
3-A0301 Q·X(P)/RD 0.042 Special Weapons 
3-A0302Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 Special Weapons 
3-A0303Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Special Weapons 
3-A0304Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 Special Weapons 
3-A0305Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Special Weapons 
3-A0306Q·X(P)/RD 0.056 Special Weapons 
3-A0307Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Special Weapons 
3-A0308Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 Special Weapons 
3-A0309Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Special Weapons 
3-A03 I 0Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 Special Weapons 
3-A031 l Q·X(P)/RD 0.042 Special Weapons 
3-A0312Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 Special Weapons 
3-A0313Q•X(P)/RD 0,042 Special Weapons 
3-A03 I 4Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 Special Weapons 
3-A0315Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Special Weapons 
3-A0316Q-X(P)/RD 0.056 Special Weapons 
3-A03 I 7Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Special Weapons 

FINAL 
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2129 
2132 
2133 
2200 
2202 
2204 
2207 
705A 

A0201 
A0202 
A0203 
A0204 
A0205 
A0206 
A0207 
A0208 
A0209 
A0210 
A0211 
A0212 
A0213 
A0214 
A0215 
A0216 
A0217 
A0218 
A0301 
A0302 
A0303 
A0304 
A030S 
A0306 
A0307 
A0308 
A0309 
A0310 
A031 l 
A0312 
A0313 
A0314 
A0315 
A0316 
A0317 
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3-A0807Q-X{P) 
3-A0808Q-X(P) 
3-A0809Q-X(P) 
3-A08 I 0Q-X(P) 
3-A08 l l Q·X(P) 
3-A090 I Q·X(P)/RD 
3-A0902Q-X(P) 
3-A0903Q-X(P) 
3-A0904Q-X(P) 
3-A0905Q-X(P)/RD 
3-A0906Q-X(P) 
3-A0907Q•X(P) 
3-A0908Q-X(P) 
J-A0909Q-X(P) 
3-A09 l 0Q-X(P) 
3-AJ00IQ-X(P) 
3-A 1002Q-X(P) 
3-A I 003Q-X(P) -· 

3-A I 004Q-X(P) 
3-A 1 00SQ-X(P) 
3-A I 006Q-X(P) 
3-A I 007Q-X(P) 
3-A I 008Q-X(P) 
3-AI009Q-X{P) 
3-AI0I0Q-X{P) 
3-AI0I IQ-X(P) 
3-A1012Q-X(P) 
3-Al I0IQ-X(P) 
3-Al 102Q-X(P) 
3-AI 103Q-X(P) 
3-Al 104Q-X(P) 
3-A I I0SQ-X(P) 
3-A 1106Q-X(P) 
3-Al 107Q-X(P) 
3-AI 108Q-X(P)/RD 
3-A 1109Q-X(P)/RD 
3-At I I0Q-X(P) 
3-AI 11 IQ-X(P) 
3-80101Q·X(P) 
3-80 I 02Q-X(P) 
3-80103Q-X(P) 
3-B0 104Q-X(P) 

FINAL 
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CERF A Table 2b 
(Continued) 

0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 · Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 

.Jill 
A0806 
A0807 
A0808 
A0809 
A0810 
A081 I 
A0901 
A0902 
A0903 
A0904 
A0905 
A0906 
A0907 
A0908 
A0909 
A0910 
AI00I 
AI002 
A1003 
Al004 
AI00S 
AI006 
AI007 
AI008 
AI009 
AI0I0 
AI0II 
Al0l2 
Al 101 
AII02 
All03 
Alt04 
AII0S 
Al106 
All07 
AII0S 
All09 
Al 110 
Al 111 
B0101 
B0102 
B0103 
80104 
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CERF A Table 2b 
(Continued) 

RL~~-----3-B0503Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot B0503 
3-B0504Q-X(P) : 0.042 Main Depot 80504 
3-80505Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80505 
3-80506Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80506 
3-B0507Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80507 
3-80508Q-X(P)' 0.042 Main Depot 80508 
3-B0509Q•X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80509 
3-805 IOQ-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot BOSIO 
3-B05 l lQ-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot B0511 
3-8060 I Q·X(P) 0.042 Main Depot · 80601 
3-80602Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Main Depot : ; B0602 
3-80603Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Main Depot 80603 
3-80604Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80604 
3-80605Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80605 
3-B0606Q• X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80606 
3-B0607Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot B0607 
3-80608Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80608 
3-B0609Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Main Depot 80609 
3 • 8061 OQ-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80610 
3-80611 Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80611 
3-B070 I Q·X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80701 
3-80702Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80702 
3-80703Q·X(P) 0.042 Main Depot B0703 
3-80704Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80704 
3-80705Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Main Depot B0705 
3-B0706Q·X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80706 
3-80707Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Main Depot B0707 
3-B0708Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Main Depot 80708 
3-80709Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Main Depot 80709 
3-8071 0Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80710 
3-B0711 Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Main Depot . 80711 

3-8080 I Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80801 
3 • 80802Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Main Depot 80802 
3-80803Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80803 
3-80804Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Main Depot 80804 
3-80805Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80805 
3-80806Q-X(P) 0.()42 Main Depot 80806 
3-B0807Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80807 
3-80808Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80808 
3-B0809Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80809 
3-80810Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80810 
3-8081 lQ-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80811 
3-8090 I Q·X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 80901 
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Rill,, 
3-C040IQ-X(P) 
3-C0402Q-X(P) 
3-C0403Q-X(P)/RD 
3-C0404Q•X(P) 
3-C0405Q-X(P)/RD 
3-C0406Q-X(P)/RD 
3-C0407Q•X{P)/RD 
3-C0408Q·X(P)IRD 
3-C0409Q-X(P) 
3-C04 l OQ·X(P) 
3-C04 l l Q·X(P) 
3-C04 l 2Q•X(P) 
3-COSO i Q-X(P)/RD 
3-C0502Q-X(P) 
3-C0503Q-X(P)/RD 
3-C0504Q-X(P)/RD 
3-C0505Q-X(P)/RD 
3-C0506Q-X(P) 
3-C0507Q•X(P) 
3-C0508Q-X(P)/RD 
I 32-C0509Q·X(P) 
3-.COS IOQ-X(P)/RD 
3-COS I l Q•X(P)/RD 
3-COSI2Q-X(P) 
3-COS 13Q·X(P)/RD 
3-C060 I Q·X(P) 
3-C0602Q-X(P) 
3-C0603Q-X(P)/RD 
3-C0604Q•X(P)/RD 
3-C0605Q-X(P)/RD 
3-C0606Q-X(P)/RD 
3-C0607Q-X(P) 
3-C0608Q-X(P)/RD 
3-C0609Q-X(P) 
3-C0610Q-X(P) 
3-C061 lQ·X(P) 
3-C070 I Q·X(P) 
3-C0702Q-X(P) 
3-C0703Q-X(P) 
3-C0704Q•X(P) 
3-C0705Q-X(P) 
3-C0706Q·X(P) 
3-C0707Q-X(P) 
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CERFA Table 2b 
(Continued) 

,,,.,~ ... 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0,042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0,042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0,042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 

. 0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 
0.042 Main Depot 

,ail 
C040I 
C0402 
C0403 
C0404 
C0405 
C0406 
C0407 
C0408 
C0409 
C0410 
C041 I 
C0412 
C0501 
C0502 
C0503 
C0504 
C0505 
C0506 
C0507 
C0508 
C0509 
COSIO 
COSII 
C0512 
C0513 
C0601 
C0602 
C0603 
C0604 
C0605 
C0606 
C0607 
C0608 
C0609 
C0610 
C0611 
C0701 
C0702 
C0703 
C0704 
C0705 
C0706 
C0707 
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CERFA Table 2b 
(Continued) 

i&iiii1aii:'5-
3-O0207Q·X(P)/RD 0.042 Main Depot D0207 
3-D0208Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0208 
3:D0209Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 00209 
3-D02 I 0Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0210 
3-D021 IQ-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0211 
3-D0212Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0212 
3-D0J 0 I Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0301 
3-D0302Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0302 
3-D0303Q·X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0303 
3-D0304Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0304 
3-D0305Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Main Depot D0305 
3-D0306Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Main Depot D0306 
3-D0307Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0307 
3-D0308Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0308 
3-D0309Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot ' D0309 
3-D0JI0Q·X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D03.10 
3-D031 IQ-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D031 I 
3-D0312Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Main Depot D0312 
3-D0313Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0313 
3-D040 I Q-X(P)/RD 0.042 Main Depot D0401 
3-D0402Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0402 
3-D0403Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0403 
3-D0404Q;X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0404 
3-D0405Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0405 
3-D0406Q·X(P)/RD 0.042 Main Depot D0406 
3-D0407Q-X(P)/RD 0,042 Main Depot D0407 
3-D0408Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0408 
3-D0409Q·X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0409 
3-D04 I 0Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0410 
3-D041 IQ-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot 00411 
3-D0412Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0412 
3-D0413Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0413 
3-D050 I Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0501 
3-D0502Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0502 
3-D0503Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0503 
3-D0504Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0504 
3-D0505Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0505 
3-D0506Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0506 
3-D0507Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0507 
3-D0508Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0508 
3-D0509Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0509 
3-0051 0Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0510 
3-D0511 Q-X(P) 0.042 Main Depot D0511 
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CERF A Table 2b 
(Continued) 

&•~--3-E0 I 06Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0 106 . 
3-E0 I 07Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0107 
3-E0 I 08Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0IQ8 
3-E0 I 09Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0109 
3-E0 I I0Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0l 10 
3-E0l I IQ·X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0l 11 
3-E0l 12Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 Main Depot E0ll2 
3-E0 I 13Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0IIJ 
3-E0l 14Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0l14 
3-E0201Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0201 
3-E0202Q·X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0202 
3-E0203Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0203 
3-E0204Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0204 
3-E0205Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0205 
3-E0206Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0206 
3-E0207Q·X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0207 
3-E0208Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0208 
3-E0209Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0209 
3-E02 I 0Q-X(P) 0,055 Main Depot E02l0 
3-E021 lQ-X(P)/RD 0.055 Main Depot E02l l 
3-E02 l 2Q-X(P) 0,055 Main Depot E02l2 
3-E0213Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0213 
3-E0214Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0214 
3-E030 I Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 Main Depot E0301 
3-E0302Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 Main Depot E0302 
3-E0303Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 Main Depot E0303 
3-E0304Q-X{P) 0.055 Main Depot E0304 
3-E0305Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0305 
3-E0306Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0306 
3-E0307Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0307 
3-E0308Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0308 
3-E0309Q-X(P) o.oss Main Depot E0309 
3-E03 IOQ-X(P) . 0.055 Main Depot E0310 
3-E03 I l Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0311 
3-E0312Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 Main Depot E0312 
3-E0313Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E031.3 
3-E040 I Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0401 
3-E0402Q-X(P)/RD 0.055 Main Depot E0402 
3-E0403Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0403 
3-E0404Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0404 
3-E0405Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E040S 
3-E0406Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0406 
3-E0407Q-X(P) 0.055 Main Depot E0407 
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CERFA Table 2b 
(Continued) 

-5-240 l Q-A/L(P) 0.062 Lake Housing 2401 
5-2402Q-L(P) 0.014 Lake Housing 2402 
S-2403Q·A/L(P) 0.042 Lake Housing 240.3 
5-2404Q-A/L(P) 0.050 Lake Housing 2404 
5-240SQ-L(P) 0.014 Lake Housing 2405 
5-2406Q-A/L(P) 0.051 Lake Housing 2406 
5-2407Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.014 Lake Housing 2407 . 
5-2408Q-A/L(P) 0.094 Lake Housing 2408 
5-241 0Q-A/L(P) 0.086 Lake Housing 2410 
5-241 lQ-A/L(P) 0.058 Lake Housing 2411 
5-24 l2Q-A/L(P) 0.024 Lake Housing 2412 
5-2413Q•L(P) 0.010 Lake Housing 2413 
5-2414Q-A/L(P) 0.04S Lake Housing 2414 
5-24 l 5Q-A/L(P) 0.024 Lake Housing 2415 
5-2416Q-L(P) .,. 0.008 Lake Housing 2416 
S-24 l 7Q-L(P) 0.009 Lake Housing 2417 
5-241 &Q-A/L(P) 0.018 Lake Housing 2418 
5-24 l 9Q-A/L(P) 0,030 · Lake Housing 2419 
S-2420Q-L(P) 0.006 Lake Housing 2420 
5-2421 Q·A/L(P) 0.040 Lake Housing 2421 
5-2423Q-A/L(P) 0.030 Lake Housing 2423 
5-2424Q-L(P) 0.014 Lake Housing 2424 
5-2425Q-A/L(P) 0.028 Lake Housing 2425 
5-2426Q-A/L(P) 0.022 Lake Housing 2426 
5-2427Q-A/L(P) 0.021 Lake Housing 2427 
5-2428Q-L(P) 0.008 Lake Housing 2428 
5-2429Q-A/L(P) 0.023 Lake Housing 2429 
5-2430Q-L(P) 0.007 Lake Housing 2430 
5-2431 Q-L(P) 0.008 Lake Housing 2431 
5-2432Q-A/L(P) 0.034 Lake Housing 2432 
5-2433Q-L(P) 0.009 Lake Housing 2433 
5-2434Q-A/L(P) 0.003 Lake Housing 2434 
5-2436Q-L(P) 0.005 Lake Housing 2436 
5-2437Q-A/L(P) 0.042 Lake Housing 2437 
129•2438Q-A/L(P) 0.027 Lake Housing 2438 
5•2439Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.008 Lake Housing 2439 
5-2441 Q-A/L(P) 0.024 Lake Housing 2441 
5-2443Q-A/L(P) 0.028 Lake Housing 2443 
5-2444Q-L(P) 0.01 l Lake Housing 2444 
5-2445Q-A(P) 0.021 Lake Housing 2445 
5-2446Q-A/L(P) 0.027 Lake Housing 2446 
5-2447Q-L(P) 0.009 Lake Housing 2447 
5-2448Q-A/L(P) 

.. 
0,029 Lake Housing 2448 

FINAL Page 15 of 22 
l!E95 IISDIFIN• TI.8.00C 3/11197/B ~ CJSD'crJl.f A 



• 

• 

• 



IB1n 
21 -214Q-A/L(P) 
21-215Q-A/L(P) 
2 l-216Q·A/L(P) 
21-217Q-A/L(P) 
2 l-200AQ·A/L(P) 
21-200BQ-A/L(P) 
21-201AQ-A/L(P) 
21-20 I BQ-A/L(P) 
21-208AQ-A/L(P) 
21-208BQ-A/L(P) 
21-209AQ-A/L(I?) 
2 l -209BQ-A/L(P) 
21-2IOAQ-A/L(P) 
21-2 lOBQ-A/L(P) 
21-21 lAQ-A/L(P) 
21 -211 BQ-A/L(P) 
l 35-2 l 2AQ-L(P) 
135-212BQ-L(P) 
21 -213AQ-A/L(P) 
21 -2 l 3BQ-A/L(P} 
21-218AQ-A/L(P) 
21-21 SBQ-A/L(P) 
2 l-2 l 9AQ-A/L(P) 
21-2 I 9BQ-L(P) 
21-22 lAQ-A/L(P) 
21-221 BQ-A/L(P) 
2 l-222AQ-A/L(P} 
21-222BQ-A/L(P) 
2 l-223AQ-A/L(P) 
2 l -223BQ-A/L(P) 
2 l ·224AQ-A/L(P) 
2 l-224BQ-L(P) 
2 I-224CQ-A/L(P) 
21-224DQ-L(P) 
2 l-225AQ-L(P) 
2 l-225BQ-L(P) 
2 l-225CQ-A/L(P) 
21-225DQ-AIL(P) 
21 -226AQ·A/L(P) 
2 l-226BQ-A/L(P) 
21-226CQ-A/L(P) 
2 l-226DQ-A/L(P) 
21-227AQ-A/L(P) 
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· -~~iY~~:::~;~~~::r:~·;'~~~ -~:i _,_,. 

.•.•.• •• • • •• -f.:. ,.;. .... ............ -•••. -:·. 

0.044 South Depot 
0.041 South Depot 
0.041 South Depot 
0.046 South Depot 
0.035 South Depot 
0.035 South Depot 
0,035 South Depot 
0.035 South Depot 
0.059 South Depot 
0.059 South Depot 
0.059 South Depot 
0.059 South Depot 
0.040 South Depot 
0.040 South Depot 
0.037 South Depot 
0.037 South Depot 
0.040 South Depot 
0.040 South Depot 
0.037 South Depot 
0.037 South Depot 
0.037 South Depot 
0.037 South Depot 
0.040 South Depot 
0.040 South Depot 
0.037 South Depot 
0.037 South Depot 
0.040 South Depot 
0.040 South Depot 
0.037 South Depot 
0.037 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 

.. 0.030 South Depot 
0.030 . South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.oJ0 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0.030 South Depot 
0,030 South Depot 

(1 
·,>~:,.·· 

·1 

.· .. ·.:,.·,··:·1t .... .-.. -:i?i 

214 
215 
216 
217 

200-A 
200-B 
201-A 
201-B 
208-A 
208-B 

: 209-A 
209-B 
210-A 
210-8 
211 -A 
211-B 
212-A 
212-B 
213-A 
213-B · 
218-A 
218-B 
219-A 
219-B 
221-A 
221-8 
222-A 
222-B 
223-A 
223-B 
224-A 
224-B 
224-C 
224-D 
225-A 
225-B 
225-C 
225-D 
226-A 
226-B 
226-C 
226-D 
227-A 
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CERFA Table 2b 
(Continued) 

~-.~~~F-
2 l-238AQ-A/L(P) 0,030 South Depot 238-A 
2 l-238BQ-A/L(P) 0.030 South Depot 238-B 
21 -238CQ-A/L(P) 0,030 South Depot 238-C 
21-238DQ·A/L(P) 0,030 South Depot 238-D 
2 l-239AQ-L(P) 0.030 South Depot 239-A 
2 l-2398Q-A/L(P) 0.030 South Depot 239-B 
2 l-239CQ·A/L(P) 0.030 South Depot 239-C 
21-239DQ-A/L(P) 0.030 South Depot 239-D 
21-240AQ-A/L(P) 0.030 South Depot 240-A 
21 -240BQ-A/L(P) 0.030 South Depot 240-B 
21-240CQ-AfL(P) 0.030 South Depot 240-C 
2 l-240DQ-A/L(P) 0.030 South Depot 240-D 
2l-241AQ-A/L(P) 0.030 South Depot 24!-A 
21-241BQ-A/L(P) 0.030 South Depot 241-B 
21-241CQ-A/L(P) 0.o30 South Depot 241-C 
21-241DQ-A/L(P) 0.030 South Depot 241-D 
21 -242AQ-A/L(P) 0.030 South Depot 242-A 
2 l-242BQ-A/L(P) 0.030 South Depot 242-B 
2 l-242CQ-A/L(P) 0.030 South Depot 242-C 
2 l-242DQ-A/L(P) 0.030 South Depot 242-D 
2 l-243AQ-A/L(P) 0.034 South Depot 243-A 
21 -243BQ-A/L(P) 0.034 South Depot 243-B 
2 l-243CQ~NL(P) 0.034 South Depot 243-C 
2 l-243DQ-A/L(P) . 0.034 South Depot 243-D 
21-244AQ-L(P) 0.034 South Depot 244-A 
2 l-244BQ-L(P) 0.034 South Depot 244-B 
21-244CQ-A/L(P) 0.034 South Depot 244-C 
21 -244DQ-L(P) 0.034 South Depot 244-D 
21-245AQ-A/L(P) 0.034 South Depot 245-A 
2 l-245BQ-L(P) 0.034 South Depot 245-B 
21-245CQ-L(P) 0.034 South Depot 245-C 
21-245DQ-L(P) 0.034 South Depot 245-D 
22-101 Q-NL(P) 

. 
0.339 South Depot 101 

23- l03Q-A/L(P) 0.265 South Depot 103 
24-11 SQ-L(P) 0.435 South Depot 118 
24- l 20Q-NL(P) 1),009 South Depot 120 
25- l 17Q-A/L(P) 0.456 South Depot 117 
27-106Q-A/L(P) 0,254 South Depot 106 
28-l 14Q-L(P) 0.2~7 South Depot 114 
30-113Q-A/L(P) 0.379 South Depot 113 
31 -312Q-L(P) 0.275 South Depot 312 
32-800Q-A 0.029 North Depot 800 
33-729Q-A/L(P) 0.106 North Depot 729 
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CERF A Table 2b 
(Continued) 

~"~L~ 
82-S36 l Q·L(P)/X(P) 0.039 Main Depot 
84~306Q-L(P)/X(P)/RD 0.124 Main Depot 
84-308Q-L(P) 0.012 Main Depot 
86- I 35Q·A/L(P) 0.115 South Depot 
87•121Q·L(P) 0,075 South Depot 
88-127Q•L(P) 0.141 South Depot 
92-SQ-L(P)/X(P)/RD 0.270 Main Depot 
92-6Q·A/L(P) 0.014 Main Depot 
92-7Q-L(Pyx(P) 0.270 Main Depot 
92-9Q-L(P) 0.019 Main Depot 
92-12Q-L(P) 0.019 Main Depot 
94-4Q-L(P) 0.012 Main Depot 
98-80 I Q·A(P)/L(P) 0.000 Special Weapons 
98-802Q-L(P) 0.120 Special Weapons 
98-803Q-L(Pyx(P)/RD 0.064 Special Weapons 
98-804Q~A/L(Pyx(P)/RD 0.031 Special Weapons 
98-805Q-L(P) 0.010 Special Weapons 
98-806Q·A/L(P) 0.092 Special Weapons 
98-807Q-A/L(P) 0.092 Special Weapons 
98-809Q-L(P) 0.004 Special Weapons 
98-81 OQ-A/L(P)/RD 0.872 Special Weapons 
98-812Q-A/L(P) 0.245 Special Weapons 
98-8 I 3Q·L'(P)/X(P) 0.100 Special Weapons 
98-8 l 4Q-A/L(P)/X(P) • 0.082 Special Weapons 
98-81 SQ-L(P)/X(P)/RD 0.254 Special Weapons 
98-8 l 6Q·L(P)/X(P)/RD 0.353 Special Weapons 
98-8 l 7Q-A/L(P)/X(P) 0.022 Special Weapons 
98-819Q-A/L(Pyx(P)/RD . 0.190 Special Weapons 
98·823Q-A{P)/L(P)/X(P) 0.002 Special Weapons 
98-824Q-L(P) 0.090 Special Weapons 
98-825Q-L(P) 0.092 Special Weapons 
98-AO 10 I Q-X(P)/RD 0.028 Special Weapons 
98-AO l 02Q·X(P)/RD 0.028 Special Weapons 
I00-747Q-RD 0.200 North Depot 
101 -7 I 8Q-L(P) 0.074 North Depot 
I 02-7 l 6Q-L(P) 0,003 North Depot 
I 04-2 l04Q-A/L(P) 0.030 Main Depot 
I 04-2105Q-L(P) 0.492 OB/OD Grounds 
I 04-2106Q-A/L(P)/X(P) 0.013 OB/OD Grounds 
I 04-2107Q-L(P)/X(P) 0.001 OB/OD Grounds 
I 04-211 OQ~L(P) . 0.492 OB/OD Grounds 
I 06-2131 Q-L(P) 0,005 Main Depot 
I 08-335Q-A(P)/L(P) 0.088 Warehouse 

FINAL 
EE. 9 $11 SDmN• TlB.OOC l/11,97/1! '-ACIS Dl'CEAJ' A 

····.:-:❖• 

:Ni'Ail\ 
: 

.·.· 
S361 
306 
308 
135 
121 
127 
5 
6 
7 
9 
12 
4 

801 
802 
803 
804 
805 
806 
807 
809 
810 
812 
813 
814 
815 
816 
817 
819 
823 
824 
825 

A0101 
A0102 

747 
718 
716 
2104 
2105 
2106 
2107 
2110 
2131 
335 
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CERF A T able 2b 
(Continued) 

11 4Q-X 2.900 
l15Q-X 0.814 
1 l6Q-X 178.840 

l17Q-X 16.208 
l 18Q-RD 72 .790 

l 19Q-X 0.660 

120Q-X 3.720 
12lQ•X 1.620 
122Q-X 8.070 
123Q•RD 334.790 
124Q-RD 15.790 
12SQ-X 0.250 

126Q-RD 3.640 
127Q-X 1,055.650 
128Q-X 1.880 

Notes: 

' BRAC paiul label dennlllons arc as follows : 

FINAL 

PS .. petroleum storage 
PR .. petroleum release or disposal 
HS = haurdous substancx: storage 
HR • hazardous subslanu release or disposal 

EE9SIISDIFIN-T2B DOC l/11197/BMCJSDICEl'J'A 

Airfield-Firing Range. 
Airfield Skeet Range 

Main Depot SEAD-4 8f\d other 
areas 

Main Depot Munitions Burial Area 
Main Depot Pitchblend Storage 

Igloos 
Main Depot Firing Range near 

Ovid Road 
Main Depot Material Proof Area 
Main Depot Material Proof Area 
Duck Ponds Small Anns Range 

Special Wea ons Special Weapons Area 
Special Weapons Special Weapons Area 

North Depot Firing Range in 
Building 744 

Special Weapons SEAD-63-
OB/OD Grounds OB/OD Grounds 

Main Depot Abandoned Powder 
Burning Pit 

Quallned pB1cx:l label ~eOnitlons arc as follows : 

A .. asbeslos conlainlng material 
L .. Jcad-bascd paint 
P = polychlorlnaled blphcnyls 
R = radon 
X ,. UXO and/or ordnanu fragmenu 
RD = radlonuclldcs 
(P) = possible (unverified) 
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SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTIVITY, NEW YORK 

8,666.19 8,556.70 109.49 52 .1 2 56.84 0.02 0.38 55 .82 7 38 

18.76 17.67 1.09 0 27 1.09 0 .00 0.00 0.00 000 

19 IS 1.44 17.71 17 66 17.62 0.00 000 2. 11 0 00 

4 000 000 0.00 000 0.00 0.00 000 0.00 000 

201.56 112.11 8945 0.07 007 0.00 000 0 07 89 18 

6 1.715.49 12 8.65 1,586 84 2.69 6.44 0.00 000 1.244 80 341 ~R 

7 12.85 12.76 0.09 0 09 0 .09 0.00 000 000 000 

Total 10.634 8,829.33 1.80467 72.90 82.15 0 02 0 )8 1,30334 438 0-l 





Page# 92 

VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

General Records Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City/Zip 
Facility County. 

VISTA Enhanced 

City/Zip 
VISTA# 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT BLDG357 
ROMULUS, NY 
SENECA 

ROMULUS , 14541 
2736221 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Numoer:9313511 

Owner Information 

Resp. Name: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

Spill Details 
Incident Date: 02/17 /94 

Substance: HAZARDOUS 

Quantity: 3.00 

Media Affected: SOIL/LAND/SAND 

Spill Cause: MECHANICAL FAILURE/EQUIPM 

Remediation Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9200414 

Owner Information 
Resp. Na.me: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

Resp. City : ROMULUS 

Spill Details 

Incident Date: 04/10/92 

Substance: HAZARDOUS 

Quantity: 2.00 GALLONS 

Media Affected: SOIL/LAND/SAND 

© Vista Information Solutions, Inc. Nov. 9, 1995-Report #-088933011 
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SENECA ARMY DEPOT ( continued) 
Spill Ca.use: HUMAN ERROR 

Remediation Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

Incident Date: 

Substance: 

Media Affected: 

Spill Cause: 

Remediation Status: 

Incident Date : 

Substance: 

Media Affected: 

Spill Cause: 

Remediation Status: 

State Spill Record Details 
· Agency ID Number:9405377 

Spill Details 
05/18/94 

PETROLEUM 

GROUNDWATER 

OTHER CAUSE 

CASE OPEN 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9405376 

Spill Details 
07/14/93 

FUEL OIL #2 
GROUNDWATER 

OTHER CAUSE 

CASE OPEN 

© Vista Information Solutions, Inc. Nov. 9, 1995-Report # -088933011 
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VISTA I N FOR MATION SOLUTIONS, I NC. 

Gen eral Records Found Under Site D escription 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City /Zip 
Facility County 
VISTA# 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT"BLDG 4 & 715 
: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

ROMULUS, NY 14541 ' 
SENECA 
5050621 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9312597 

Owner Information 

Resp. Name: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

Incident Date: 

Substance: 

· Quantity: 

Media Affected: 

Spill Cause: 

Remediation Status: 

Spill Details 

01/25/94 

HAZARDOUS 

18.00 GALLONS 

SOIL/LAND/SAND 

MECHANICAL FAILURE/EQUIPM 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

© Vista Information Solutions, Inc. Nov. 9, 1995-Report #-088933011 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

General Records Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City/Zip 
Facility County 

VISTA Enhanced 

City/Zip 

VISTA# 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
: SENECA ARMY DT BLDG 349 
: ROMULUS, NY 
: SENECA 

ROMULUS , 14541 
2736222 

State Spill Record Details · 
Agency ID Number:8904332 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: US ARMY DEPOT 

Resp. City: . ROMULUS NY 

Spill Details 

Incident Date: 07 /31/89 

Substance: UNKNOWN 

Media Affected: SURFACE WATER 

Spill CaUBC: UNKNOWN 

Remediation Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

Waterway: KENDIA CREEK 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:8604874 

Owner Information 
Resp. Na.me: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

Incident Date: 

Substance: 

Quantity: 

Media. Affect.ed: 

Spill Details 

10/30/86 

FUEL OIL #6 

5.00 GALLONS 

SOIL/LAND/SAND 

© Vista lnforruation Solutions, Inc. - Nov. 9, 1995-Report #-088933011 



SENECA ARMY DEPOT (continued) 

Spill Cause: MECHANICAL FAILURE/EQUIPM . 

Remediation Status: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

Resp. Name: 

Resp. City: 

Leak Date: 

Substance: 

Media Affected: 

LUST Record Details 
Agency ID Number:8904332 

Owner Information 
US ARMY DEPOT 

ROMULUS NY 

LUST Details 
06/11/92 

FUEL OIL #2 

GROUNDWATER 

Lea.k Source: . NON-COMMERCIAL INDUSTRY 

Remed. Status: CASE OPEN 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9203242 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: UNITED STATES ARMY 

Incident Date: 

Substance: 

Quantity: 

Media. Affected: 

Spill Cause: 

_Remediation Status: 

Resp. Na.me: 

Resp. Address: 

Resp. City: 

03/23/92 

JET FUEL 

Spill Details 

15.00 GALLONS 

SOIL/LAND/SAND 

MECHANICAL FAILURE/EQUIPM 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

State Spill Record Details 
Ag~ncy ID Number:9112997 

Owner Information 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

BUILDING 319 

ROMULUS, NY 

Spill Details 
Incident Date: 03/ 18/92 

Substance: HAZARDOUS 

@ Vista Information Solutions, Inc. Nov. 9, 1995-Report # -088933011 
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SENECA ARMY DEPOT ( continued) 

Quantity: 3.00 GALLONS 

Media Affected: SOIL/LAND/SAND 

SpiJ°l Cause: MECHANICAL FAILURE/EQUIPM 

Remediation Statw: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

State Spill Record Details 
Agency ID Number:9112897 

Owner Information 
Resp. Name: U.S. ARMY 

Spill Details 
Incident Date: 02/19/92 

Substance: FUEL OIL #6 

Quantity: 

Media Affected: 

Spill Cause: 

Remediation Status: 

Incident Date: 

Substance: 

Quantity: 

Media Affected: 

Spill Cause: 

Remediation Status: 

30.00 GALLONS 

STREET/GUTTER/SEWER 

MECHANICAL FAILURE/EQUIPM 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

State Spill R ecord Details 
Agency ID Number:9111882 

Spill Details 
12/10/91 

NON-PCB OIL 

6.00 GALLONS 

SOIL/LAND/SAND 

HUMAN ERROR 

CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

, © Vista_ Information Solutions, Inc. Nov. 9, 1995: Report # -088933011 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

General ·Records Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City/Zip 
Facility County 
VISTA#. 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
: W. SMITH FARM ROAD 
: ROMULUS, NY 14541 
: SENECA CO 
: 3860870 

FINDS Record Details 
EPA ID Number:NY8971520830 

Agency Id Information 
'Program Name: TOXICS-CUS 

.©Vista lnformati~n Solutions, Inc . Nov. 9, 1995-R.eport :fl-088933011 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

General Records Found Under. Site ~escription 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City /Zip 
Facility County 
VISTA# 

: US COAST GUARD STATION SENECA 
US ARM;Y DEPOT 
ROMULUS, NY 14541 
NOT REPORTED 
3699526 

RCRA Record D etaiis 
EPA ID Number:NY6690331404 

Generator Details 
Waste Quantity Class: Generates at lea.st 1000 kg,/month of non-acutely hazardous waste ( or 1 

kg./month of acutely hazardous waste) . 

FINDS Record Details 
EPA ID Number:NY6690331404 

Agency Id Information 

Program Name: Haz Waste 

Agency Id: NY6690331404 

Program Name: Fed Activities 

Agency Id: NY-690331404 

© Vista Information Solutions, Inc. Nov . 9, 1995-Report #-088933011 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

Compliance· Records Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name ­
Facility Address 
Facility City/Zip 
Facility County 
VISTA# 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
: RTE 96 
: ROMULUS, NY 14541 

NOT REPORTED 
1340589 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

RCRA COMPLIANCE INFORMATION 

RORA compliance evaluationJ are conducted by the US EPA or the state agency re-,ponsible 
for the RORA program. The following is a summary of the facility's current compliance 
status and a li.,ting of all RORA evaluationJ. The current compliance statu.., indicates 
any outstanding {not yet corrected) non-compliances issues found during one of the listed 
evaluations or after appropriate testing is completed by the agency. 

RCRA Compliance Status: Handler has the following outstanding non•complia.nce issues 
• TSO-CLOSURE/POST CLOSURE REQUIREMENTS 

RCRA Compliance History: 

Evaluations with at least one Class One Violation: 0 

Evaluations 
·None 

Violations 
None 

. . 
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EPA Enforcements 
None 

State Enforcements 
None 

EPA Oversight Enforcements 
None 

..... : . . 

© Vista Information Solutions, Inc, 
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Pa«o # 102 

jcoRRECTIVE ACTIONS INFORMATION! 

In the Hazardou.., and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984, Congress proposed stringent cor­
rective action requirements . on TSD facilities. Corrective actions are required for all cur­
rent or past releases of hazardous· waste and constituents regardless of when the waste 
was treated or dispoaed of. If necessary, corrective actions may ei:tend beyond a facility's 
boundary. Corrective Action requirements are usually included in the operating permit or. 
modifications. Other inatruments may be used for non-operating fa;cilities. 

EPA ID: 
Prioritization Status: HIGH as of 12/08/92 

Instruments: 
STATE OTHER 
• Details 

Effective Date: 
Issuance Date: 
Revocation Date: 
Resp. Program: 

· ·tegal Authority: 

• Related Area: 
• Required Event: 

Event Type: 
Agency: 
Actual Date: 
Resp. Program: 

11/19/80 
N/A 
N/A 
RORA 
RORA 3004(U) OR EQUIVALENT · 

SITE-WIDE 

STABILIZATION MEASURES EVALUATION 
STATE 

09/30/93 
RCRA 

© Vista Information Solutions, Inc. Nov. 9, 1995-Report # -08893391 l 



P11ge # L03 

Events Not Related To Specific Instruments: 
• Event Type: RCRA FACILITY ASSESSMENT COMPLETED 

Agency: EPA 
Actual Date: 09/22/88 
Resp.· Program: RCRA 

• Event Type: DETERMINATION OF NEED FOR AN RCRA 
FACILITY INVESTIGATION : RCRA FACILITY 
INVESTIGATION IS NECESSARY 

Agency: 
Actual Date: 
Resp. · Program: 

• Event Type: 

Agency: 
Act:ual Date: 
Resp. Program: 

• Event Type: 

Agency: 
Actual Date: 
Resp. Program: 

• Event Type: 
Agency: 
Actual Date: 
Resp. Program: 

EPA 
07/23/88 
N/A 
CA PRIORITIZATION· : FACILITY WAS 
ASSIGNED A HIGH CORRECTIVE ACTION 
PRIORITY 
EPA 
12/08/92 
N/A 
RCRA FACILITY INVESTIGATION IMPOSI­
TION 
EPA 
07/13/89 
N/A 
STABILIZATION MEASURES IMPLEMENTED 
EPA 
05/26/94 
N/A 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

Compliance-Records Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City/Zip 
·Facility County 
VISTA#-

: USCG - LORAN C STATION SENECA 
: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
: ROMULUS, NY 14541 

NOT REPORTED 
3699526 

EPA ID: NY6690331404 

RCRA COMPLIANCE INFORMATION 

RORA compliance evaluation., are conducted by 'the US EPA or the Jtate agency reJponJible 
for the RORA program, The following i" a Jummary of the facility'., current compliance 
Jtafos and a liJting of all RORA evaluations. The current compliance Jtatw indicates } 
any outstanding (not yet corrected) non-compliances issues found during one of the liJted 
evaluations or after appropriate testing is completed by the a~ency. . 

RCRA Compliance Status: Handler has the following outstanding non"compliance issues 
• TSO-CLOSURE/POST CLOSURE REQUIREMENTS 

RCRA Compliance History:· 

Evaluations with at least one ClMs One Violation: 0 

Evaluations 
None 

Violations 
None 
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EPA Enforcements 
None 

State Enforcements 
None 

EPA Oversight Enforcements 
None 

©Vista .Information Solutions, Inc . 
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Pa.g~ # 106 

I CORRECTIVE ACTIONS INFORMATION! 

In the Hazardous and Solid Wa.,te Amendment., of 1984, Congre.,., proposed stringent cor­
rective action requirements on TSD facilitieJ. Corrective actionJ are required for all cur­
rent or pa.,t releaJes of hazardou., waste and constituents regardles., of when the waste 
was treated or dispoJed of. If nece.,.,ary, corrective actions may extend beyond a facility,., 
boundary. Corrective Action requirements are uJually included in the operating permit or 
modifications. Other instrument., may be wed for non-operating facilities. 

EPA ID: NYD002208437 
Prioritization Status: N / A 

Instruments: 
None 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, I NC. 

General'Records Found. Under Site D escript ion 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City /Zip 
Facility County 
VISTA# 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
: SDSSE-AD 
: ROMULUS, NY 14541 
: SENECA 
: 1340589 

CERCLIS Record Details 

GENERAL INFORMATION · 
EPA ID: NY0213820830 

-EPA Region: 02 
Congressional District: 31 

Federal Facility: FEDERAL FACILITY 
Federal Facility Docket: SITE IS INCLUDED ON THE DOCKET 

Facility Ownership: FEDERALLY OWNED 
Site Incident Category: FEDERAL FACILITY 

Incident Type: NOT REPORTED 
Site Description: SEAD CONDUCTS DEPOT LEVEL MAINTENNC, 

DEMILITARZN, & SURVEILLANCE ON CONVENTL 
AMMUNITION & SPCL WEAPONS WHCH REQUIRE 
SEADTO RECEIVE1 INSPCT, TST, CLASSFY, RE. 
HABLT AS REQUIRD, STORE,PRESRV, & ISSUE IND 
PLT EQUIPMNT; PROV LOGSTC SUPP & TRN ASS 

NPL Status: CURRENTLY ON FINAL NPL 
Proposed NPL Update: 09 

. Final NPL Update: 00 
Financial Mgmt Sys ID: 021H 

Latitude: 42450000 
Longitude: 076511602 

Lat/Long Source: GENERATED BY THE EPIC DATABASE 
Lat/Long Accuracy: NOT REPORTED 

Dioxin, Tier: NOT REPORTED 
USGS Hydro Unit: 04140201 

RCRA Indicator: YES (RCRA FACILITY) 

--
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ALIAS INFORMATION 
Alias ID: 

Alias EPA ID : 

Alias N aine: 

Alias Sheet: 

_Alia.'! City, State Zip: 

Alias Latitude: 
Alias Longitude: 

Alias Description: 

01 
NY0213820830 

01 

RTE 96A 

SENECA , NY 14541 

4243506 

07650253 
NOT REPORTED 

ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION 
Event: INT~RAGENCY NEGOTIATIONS 

Lead Agency: FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT 
Actual Start Date: NOT REPORTED 

Actual Completion Date: 09/28/90 

Event: FEDERAL INTERAGENCY AGMT 
Lead Agency: FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT 

Actual Start Date: NOT REPORTED 

Actual Completion Date: 09/28/90 

. S£) Vista Informat~on Solutions, Inc. Nov. 9, 1996-Report # -0?8933011 
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Site Assessment History 

OPERABLE UNIT, 
Unit ID: 00 

Unit Na.me: SITE EVALUATION/DISPOSITION 

The following is a li.,t of event., related to this Operable Unit: 

Event 
Type: DISCOVERY 

Category: NOT REPORTED 
Plan Stat·us·: NOT REPORTED 

Lead Agency: EPA FUND-FINANCED 
Actual Start Date: NOT REPORTED 

Actual Completion Date: 11/01/73 

Event 

Qualifier: NOT REPORTE~ 

Type: PRELIMINARYASSESSMENT . 
Category: NOT REPORTED 

Plan StatU:s: NOT REPORTED 
Lead Agency: FEDERAL FACILITIES 

Actual Start Date: 05/20/88 
Actual Completion Date: 06/20/88 

Event 

Qualifier: LOWER PRIORITY 

Type: SCREENING. SITE INSPECTION 
Category: NOT REPORTED 

Plan Status: NOT REPORTED 
Lead Agency: FEDERAL FACILITIES 

Actual Start Date: 05/20/88 
· Actual Completion Date: 06/20/88 

Event 

Qualifier: HIGHER PRIORITY 

. Type: PROPOSED FOR NPL 
Category: NOT REPORTED 

Plan Status: NOT REPORTED 

© Vista In(ormation Solutions, Inc. Nov. 9, 1995--Report # -088933011 
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Event Continued 

Lead Agency: EPA FUND-FINANCED 
Actual Start Date: NOT REPORTED 

Actual Completion Date: 07/14/89 
Quali'fier; NOT REPORTED 

Event 
Type: FINAL LISTING ON NPL 

Category: NOT REPORTED 
Plan Status: NOT REPORTED 

Lead Agency: EPA FUND-FINANCED 
Actual Start Date: NOT REPORTED 

Actual Completion Date: 08/30/90 
Qualifier: NOT REPORTED 

Event 
Type: FINAL LISTING .ON NPL 

Category: NOT REPORTED 
Plan Status: NOT REPORTED 

Lead Agency: EPA FUND-FINANCED 
Actual Start· Da~e: NOT REPORTED 

Actual Completion Date: 08/30/90 
Qualifier: NOT REPORTED 

OPERABLE UNIT 
Unit ID: 01 

Unit Name: ASH LAND FILL 

The following is a li.,t of event., related to this Operable Unit: 

Event 
Type: 

Category: 
Plan Status: 

Lead Agency: 
Actual Start Date: 

Actual Completion Date: 
. Qualifier: 

REMEDIAL ACTION 
NOT REPORTED 
ALTERNATE 
FEDERAL FACILITIES 
NOT REPORTED 
NOT REPORTED 
NOT REPORTED 

.. , . 
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P~e # 111 

Event 
Type: REMEDIAL DESIGN 

Category: NOT REPORTED 
~Ia.n Status: PRIMARY 

Lead Agency: FEDERAL FACILITIES 
Actual Start Date: NOT REPORTED 

Actual Completion Date: NOT REPORTED 
Qualifier: NOT REPORTED 

Event 
Type: RECORD OF DECISION 

Category: NOT REPORTED 
Plan Status: PRIMARY 

Lead Agency: FEDERAL FACILITIES 
Actuai Start Date: NOT REPORTED 

Actual Completion Date: NOT REPORTED 
Qualifier:. NOT REPORTED 

Event 
Type: COMBINED RI/FS 

Category: NOT REPORTED 
Plan Status: PRIMARY 

Lead Agency: FEDERAL FACILITIES 
Actual Start Date: 03/ 19/ 90 

Actual Completion Date:- NOT REPORTED 
Qualifier: NOT REPORTED 

Financial Type: TES/ ESS TASKING 
Financial Date: 08/ 89 

Financial Amount: $25,000 

Financial Type: TES/ ESS TASKING 
Financial Date: 11/ 89 

Financial Amount: $4,187 

Financial Type: TES/ESS TASKING ' 
Financial Date: 04/ 90 

Financial Amount: $15,000 
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Event Continued 
Financial Type: 
Financial Date: 

Financial Amount: 

Financial Type: 
Financial Date: 

Financial Amount: 

Financial Type: 
Financial Date: 

Financial Amount: 

Financial Type: 
Financial Date: 

Financial Amount: 

Event 
Type: 

Category: 
Plan Status: 

Lead .Agency: 
Actual Start Date: 

Actual Completion Date: 
qualifier: 

OPERABLE UNIT 

TES/ESS TASKING 
12/90 
$20,000 

TES/ESS TASKING 
06/91 
$120,000 

TES/ESS TASKING 
08/92 
$147,851 

TES/ESS TASKING 
11/93' 
$22,403 

REMOVAL ACTION 
NOT REPORTED 
PRIMARY 
FEDERAL FACILITIES 

09/09/94 
NOT REPORTED 
NOT REPORTED 

Unit ID: 02 
Unit Name: OB/OD GROUNDS 

The following i., a li.,t of events related to this Operable Unit: 

Event 
Type: 

Category: 
Plan Status: 

Lead Agency: 
Actual Start Date: 

Actual Completion Date: 
Qualifier: 

REMEDIAL ACTION 
NOT REPORTED 
ALTERNATE 
FEDERAL FACILITIES 
NOT REPORTED 
NOT REPOI;tTED 
NOT REPORTED 
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Event 
Type: REMEDIAL DESIGN 

Category: NOT REPORTED 
Plan Status: PRIMARY 

Lead Agency: FEDERAL FACILITIES 
Actual Start Date: NOT REPORTED 

Actual Completion Date: NOT REPORTED 
Qualifier: NOT REPORTED 

Event 
Type: RECORD OF DECISION 

Category: NOT REPORTED 
Plan Status: PRIMARY 

Lead Agency: FEDERAL FACILITIES 
Actual Start Date: NOT REPORTED 

Actual Completion Date: NOT REPORTED 
Qualifier: NOT REPORTED 

Event 
Type: COMBINED RI/FS 

Category: NOT REPORTED 
Plan S.tatus: P~MARY 

Lead Agency: FEDERAL FACILITIES 
. Actual Start Date: 04/29/91 

Actual Completion Date: NOT REPORTED 
Qualifier: NOT REPORTED 

OPERABLE UNIT 
Unit ID: 03 

Unit Name: NOT REPORTED 

The following i., a list of event, related to this Operable Unit: 

Event 
Type: COMBINED RJ/FS 

Category: NOT REPORTED 
Plan 'Status: PRIMARY 

Lead Agency: FEDERAL FACILITIES 
Actual Start Date: NOT REPORTED 

' Actual Completion Date: NOT REPORTED 
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Event Continued 
Qualifier: NOT REPORTED 

Financial Type: TES/ESS TASKING 
Financial Date: 02/94 

Financial Amount: $35,000 

Financial Type: ACTUAL OBLIGATION 
Financial Date: 09/94 

Financial Amount: $120,000 

Event 
_Type: REMEDIAL ACTION 

Category: NOT -REPORTED 
Plan Status: ALTERNATE 

Lead Agency: FEDERAL FACILITIES 
Actual Start Date: NOT REPORTED 

Actual Completion Date: NOT REPOIITED 
Qualifier: NOT REPORTED 

Event 
Type: REMEDIAL DESIGN 

Category: NOT REPORTED 
Plan Status: NOT REPORTED 

Lead Agency: FEDERAL FACILITIES 
Actual Start Date: NOT REPORTED 

Actual Completion Date: NOT REPORTED 
Qualifier: NOT REPORTED 

Event 
Type: RECORD OF DECISION 

Category: NOT REPORTED 
Plan Status: ALTERNATE 

",' 

Lead Agency: EPA FUND-FINANCED 
Actual Start Date: NOT REPORTED 

Actual Completiop. Date: NOT REPORTED 
Qualifier: NOT REPORTED 
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OPERABLE UNIT 
Unit ID: 04 

Unit Name: NOT REPORTED 

The following is a list of event8 related to thi.s Operable Unit: 

Event 
Type: 

Category: 
Plan Status: 

Lead Agency: 
Actual Start Date: 

Actual Completion Date: 
Qualifier: 

Event 
Type: 

Category: 
Plan Status: 

Lead Agency: 
Actual Start Date: 

Actual Completion Date: 

Event 

Qualifier: 

Type: 
Category: 

Plan Status: 
~ad · Agency: 

Actual Start Date: 
Actual Completion Date: 

Qualifier: 

Event 
Type: 

Category: 
Plan Status: 

Lead Agency: 
Actual Start Date: 

Actual Completion Date: 

COMBINED RI/FS 
NOT REPORTED · 
PRJMARY 
FEDERAL FACILITIES 
NOT REPORTED 
NOT REPORTED 
NOT REPORTED 

REMEDIAL ACTION 
NOT REPORTED 
ALTERNATE 
FEDERAL FACILITIES 
NOT REPORTED 
NOT REPORTED 
NOT REPORTED 

REMEDIAL DESIGN 
NOT REPORTED 
ALTERNATE 
FEDERAL FACILITIES 
NOT REPORTED 
NOT REPORTED 
NOT .REPORTED 

RECORD OF DECISION 
NOT REPORTED 
ALTERNATE 
FEDERAL FACILITIES 
NOT REPORTED 
NOT REPORTED 
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Event Continued 
Qualifier: NOT REPORTED 

OPERABLE UNIT 
Unit ID: 05 

Unit Name: . NOT REPORTED 

The following is a list of events related to this Operable Unit: 

Event 
Type: 

Category: 
Plan Status: 

Lead Agency: 
Actual Sta.rt Date: 

Actual Completion Date: 
Qualifier: 

Event 
Type: 

Category: 
Plan Status: 

Lead Agency: 
Actual Sta.rt Date: 

Actual Completion Date: 
Qualifier: 

Event 
Type: 

Category: 
Plan Status: 

Lead Agency: 
Actual Start Date: 

. Actual Completion Date: 
Qualifier: 

Event 
Type: 

Category: 
Plan Status: 

COMBINED RI/FS 
NOT REPORTED 
PRIMARY 
FEDERAL FACILITIES 
NOT REPORTED 
NOT REPORTED 
NOT REPORTED 

REMEDIAL ACTION 
NOT REPORTED 
ALTERNATE 
FEDERAL FACILITIES 
NOT REPORTED 
NOT REPORTED 
NOT REPORTED 

REMEDIAL DESIGN 
NOT REPORTED 
ALTERNATE 
FEDERAL FACILITIES 
NOT REPORTED 
NOT REPORTED 
NOT REPORTED 

RECORD OF DECISION 
NOT REPORTED 
ALTERNATE 
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Event Continued 
Lead Agency: 

Actual Start Date: 
Actual Completion Date: 

Qualifier: 

FEDERAL FACILITIES 
NOT REPORTED 
NOT REPORTED 
NOT REPORTED 

© Vista Information Solutions, Inc, Nov, 9, 1995-Report # -088933011 

Page# 117 



Page# 118 

VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

Cpmpliance Records Found Under Site Description 
: GSA-Q AREA Facility Name 

Facility Address 
Facility City /Zip 
Facility County 

VISTA# 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT ROMUL 
: ROMULUS, NY 14541 
: NOT REPORTED 
: 3860901 

AIRS Site Information 

EPA ID: 
Ams ID: 3609900011 

State Registration Number: 
Significant Violator: NO 

Pollutants Emitted: 
Pollutant Code Pollutant Name 

PX DEFAULT POLLUTANT FROM CDS 

, - ·AIRS Compliance Details 

Air·Program: STATE IMPLIMENTATION PLAN (SIP) SOURCE 

Pollutant Comp_liance: .. 
Pollutant Qode Compliance Status 

PX IN COMPLIANCE - CERTIFICATION 

Enforcement Actions 
Action 
Number D.ate Penalty Description 

No Actions Found 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

c·ompliance ·Records Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City /Zip 
Facility County 
VISTA# 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
: W. SMITH FARM ROAD ROMUL 
: ROMULUS, NY 14541 
: NOT REPORTED 
: 3860870 

AIRS Site Information 

EPA ID: NY8971520830 
AIRS ID: 3609900003 

State Registration Number: 4530890046 
Significant Violator: NO 

Pollutants Emitted: 
Pollutant Code Pollutant Name 

CARBON MONOXIDE 
NITROGEN DIOXIDE 

co 
NO2 
PT 
SO2 
VE 
voe 

TOTAL PARTICULATE MATTER 
SULFUR DIOXIDE 

. VISIBLE EMISSIONS 
VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

AIRS Compliance Details 

Air Program: STATE IMPLIMENTATION PLAN (SIP) SOURCE 

P ollutant Compliance: 
Pollutant Code Compliance Status 
CO IN COMPLIANCE - INSPECTION 
NO2 IN COMPLIANCE - INSPECTION 
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Pollutant Compliance: Continued 
Pollutant Code Compliance Status 

PT IN COMPLIANCE - INSPECTION 
S02 IN· COMPLIANCE - INSPECTION 
VE · IN COMPLIANCE - INSPECTION 
voe IN COMPLIANCE - INSPECTION 

Enforcement Actions . 
A_ction 
Number Date 
No Actions Found 

Penalty 

© Vista Information Solutions, Inc. 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, INC. 

Compliance Records Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City /Zip 
Facility County 
VISTA# 

.. , . 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT-BLDG 4 & 715 
: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
: ROMULUS, NY 14541 
: NOT REPORTED 
: 5050621 

. NPDES Record Details 

NPDES Permit Info 
Agency Id: NY0021296 

Facility Type: Federal 

Facility Class : Minor 

Issue Date: 04/11/89 

Expiration Date: 05/01/94 
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VISTA INFORMATION SOLUTIONS, .INC. 

Spill Records Found Under Site Description 
Facility Name 
Facility Address 
Facility City/Zip 
Facility County 

VISTA# 

Spill Date 

Spill Time 

Spill Location 

Spill City 

Spill State 

Spill Zip 

Spill County 

Source/ Agency 

Discharger Name 

Discharger Org 

J?ischarger Addr 

Discharger Phone 

Discharger County 

Discharger City 

Discharger St/Zip 

Material Spilled 

Medium Affected 

Water Way Affected 

: SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
:-N/A 

,NY 
SENECA 
200147456 

ERNS Spill Record Details 

ERNS Spill Details 

10/05/1987 Vista iD#: 200147456 

3:00 AM 

NY 

SENECA 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

ROUTE 96 

607-869-1450 

ROMULUS 

NY, 14641 

Case Number: 

NUMBER 6 FUEI:. OIL , 3000.001 GAL 

Water 

REEDER CREEK 
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APPENDIX 1 

Explanation of VISTA's Database Search for this Report: 

Environmentai reporting from the EPA and other government agencies is often incon­
sistent. The same facility or property may be listed many different ways. A facility may 
have more than one name( e.g., 'Smith's Garage' and 'Exxon Service Station #12') or an 
inconsistent presentation of the same name. A street may also be known by more than 
one name ( e.g., 'Main Street' is also known as 'Route 9'). An area may have more than 
one city name. City names also are frequently abbreviated, 

To provide you with the most complete search of government records possible, VISTA 
does extensive computerized matching of records to combine agency data from different 
sources. VISTA also performs address verification to the Post Office's Zip+4 database to 
assure the accuracy of the city and zip code information. 

The additional search criteria indicated on Page 1 were used to further enhance the· 
search for government records. This report comprises all VISTA records which fit any of 
the following conditions relative to the subject property: 

Search Criteria 
• matching street number,street name, city but no zip code: 

• matching street number,street name, zip code: 

• • within 10 street numbers with matching facility name: 

• no·street number, but matching street name, city or zip and facility name: 

• intersectio•n of matching street name, matching city or zip and facility name: 

• no street number or street name with matching city or zip and facility name: 

• P.O. Box with matching city or zip and facility name: 

• matching EPA Identification Number: 

Limitations of Information: . 
All data contained in this report was obtained from the federal and state government 

environmental databases. VISTA does not warrant the accuracy, timeliness, merchantabil­
ity, completeness or usefulness of any information furnished, and the subscriber accepts any 
and all risks resulting from decisions made based solely or in part on VISTA information. 
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-I 
FACILITY RISK PROFILE 

FEDERAL AGENCY RECORDS SEARCHED 

Agency Database Type of Record 
US EPA NPL Federal Superfund Sites 
US EPA CERCLIS Sites Under Review by US EPA 
US EPA NFRAP NFRAP Sites Under Review by US EPA 
US EPA TRIS Facilities -Releasing Toxic Chemicals 
US EPA CICIS Chemical Producers (as of 1981) 

USE~~ FATES Manufacturers or Processors of Pesticides 
US EPA PCS Site with NPDES Water Dischg. _Permit 
US EPA AIRS Produces Regulated Air Emissions 
US EPA RCRIS Hazardous Waste Handlers 
US EPA CORRACTS RCRA Corrective Action Site 
US EPA RAATS RCRA Administrative Action Site 
US EPA PADS · PCB Handler 
US EPA FRDS Operators of a Pub. Drinking Water Sys. 
US EPA FINDS Site on EPA's Facility Index System 

US EPA . ERNS Spill Sites 

US DoL OSHA Facilities with OSHA Inspections 
US EPA FTTS FIFRA/TSCA/EPCRA Compliance Sites 
US EPA SETS Superfund Potentially Responsible Parties 
US EPA DOCKETS Sites listed in Civil Enforcement System 

NEW YORK STATE AGENCY RECORDS SEARCHED 

Agency 
D~partment of Environmental 
Conservation, Bureau of 
Hazardous Site Control 
Department of Environmental 
Conservation 
Department of Environmental 
Conservation, Bureau of 
Municipal Waste · 
Department of Environmental 
Conservation, Bureau of 
Waste Man_agement 

Type of Record 
Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal Sites 

LUST (Tank Test Failures) Database 

Recycler's Listing 

Incinerators-Resource Recovery Projects 

. © Vista. Informa.ti?n Solutions, Inc. Nov. 9, 1995-Report #-088933011 
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Database 
Currency 
05/95 
09/95 
09/95 
05/95 
05/86 
10/93 
04/94 
09/93 
06/95 
06/95 
04/95 
10/93 
06/95 
11/94 
03/95 

. 11/94 

06/95 
01/95 
06/95 

Database 
Currency 
07/95 

06/95 

04/93 

01/94 



NEW YORK State Agencr Databases Searched ( continued) 

Agency 

Department of Enviror:µnental 
Conservation, Division of Solid 
Waste 
Department of Environmental 
Conservation, Division of 

··Murucipal Waste 
Department of Environmental 
Conservation, Petroleum Bulk 
Storage Program 
Cortland County Health 
Department, Division of 
Environmental Health 
Nassau_ County Department of 
Health 
Rockland County Department 
of Health 
Suffolk County Depa.rtment of 
Health Services 
Department of Environmental 
Conservation, Petroleum "Bulk 
Storage Program 
Cortland County Health 
Department, Division of 
Environmental Health 
Nassau County Department of 
Health 
Rockland County Department 
6£ Health 
Suffolk County Department of 
Health Services 
Department of Environmental 
Conservation 

Type of Record . 
Inactive Solid Waste Sites 

Active Solid Waste Disposal Sites 

Aboveground Storage Tanks 

Cortland County Petroleum Bulk Storage-
Aboveground Tanks · 

Nassau County Article XI In Service Tanks 
Database 
Rockland County Petroleum Bulk Storage- · 
Aboveground Tanks " 
Suffolk County Petroleum Bulk Storage­
Aboveground Tanks 
Underground Storage Tank Database 

Cortland County Petroleum Bulk Storage 
Database 

Nassau County Article XI In Service Tan.ks 
D~~ase · 

Rockland County Petroleum Bulk Storage 
Database 
Suffolk County Petroleum Bulk Storage 
Database · 

Spills Datab~e 
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Databas·e 
Currency 
09/95 

09/95 

06/95 

04/95 

04/95 

i0/95 

02/95 

06/95 

04/95 

04/95 

10/95 

02/95 

06/95 



~~ait!f. l~ii~l~t · 
SUMMARY OF FEDERAL RECORDS FOUND 

Database 
& Date Agency end Type of Records 

·---·-·····-- ·--------------------------------------------· ···-------···-----

NPL US EPA 
09/95 Superfund Sites 

CERCLIS US EPA 
09/95 Potential Superfund sites 

RCRA•LgGen US EPA 
06/95 RCRA Large Quan~ity Generators 

RCRA-~en us EPA 
06/95 RCRA Small end Very Small Quantity Generators 

RCRA·TSO US EPA 
06/95 RCRA Treatment,Storage,and/or Disposal Sites 

RCRA·Trensp US EPA 
06/95 RCRA Transporters 

ERNS US EPA 
03/95 

FEDERAL RECORDS Sub-total: 

.Note: \) A dash( ·• ) indicates the list Is not searched at that distance, 
2) Sites often have a record In more than one database, 

0 to 
1/4 ml 

' 1 

2 

0 

0 

o· . 

5 

'5:"D2loo 

1/4 to 1/2 to 
1/2 ml 1 ml 

0 0 

0 0 

0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 

··'.:.~::.: ::l{)\\ 
:.c) 
~";~: 
:r: 

TOTAL 
--·----· 

3 

0 

0 

. 0 

6 
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Database 
& Date 

SPL 

D7/95 

LUST 
06/95 

Slllf 

01/94 
SIILF 

04/93 
SIILF 

09/95 

UST's 
02/95 

· UST's 
04/95 
UST's 
04/95 
UST 1s 
06/95 
UST's 
10/95 

SUMMARY OF STATE RECORDS FOUND 

Agency and Type of Records 

Department of Envirormental Conservation, Bureau of Hazardous 
Site Control 
Inactive Hazardous llaste Disposal Sites 

Department of Envirormental Conservation 
LU~T (Tank Test failures) Database 

Department of Envlronnental conservation, Bureau of llaste 
Hanagement 
Incinera tors-Resource Recovery Projects 
Department of Envirormental Conservation, Bureau of Municipal 
\Jaste 
Recycler's Listing 
Department of Environnental Conservation, Division of Solid 
\Jaste 
Active and Inactive Landfills List 

Dept , of Env, conservation, .Petroleu11 Bulk Storage 
Suffolk County Petroleun Bulk Storage 
Dept, of Env. conservation, Petroleuw Bulk Storage 
Cortland County Undergrotrrd Storage Tank Database 
Dept. of Env. Conserv~tion; Petroleuii Bulk Storage 
Hassau COl.llty Article XI Jn Service Tanks Database 
Dept. of Env. Conservation, Petroleum Bulk Storage 
Undergrotrrd Storage Tank Database 
Rockland COl.llty Department of Health 
Rockland C~ty Petroleun Bulk Storage Database 

STATE RECORDS Sub-total: 

TOTAL: 

Note : 1) A dash(··) Indicates the list Is not searched at that distance. 
2) Sites often have a record In more than one database, 

o to 
1/4 ml 

9 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

11 

1/4 to 1/2 to 
1/2 ml 1 mi 

0 

0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 

0 0 

0 3 

====== ====== ====== 
16 0 4 

TOTAL 

2 

10 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

0 

14 
======== 

20 
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VISTA NATIONAL RADIUS PROFILE 
Subject Pr-c!ler"ty 

~yRa:a"d; 

Rallr-011ds and 

\.later- =-eatu.-es 

mi 1 es ~ 

_0 _______ 1 _____ """""'!_2_· "' 



KAP EPA JO / 
REF# AGENCY JO SITE HA.HE AWO AODRESS 

=~=========; ==========--==-===~===-===================~====================================================== 

2 SENECA ARHY DEPOT 
SDSSE·AD 

(c) VISTA Env irormental Informa ti on, Inc., 1994 

R~ULUS 
14541 

Distance : 0,00 ml . 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 374101 

For more informat ion ca ll : (619) 450•6100 



HAP EPA ID / 
REF# AGENCY ID SITE NAME AHO ADDRESS 

2 SENECA ARHY DEPOT 
SDSSE·AD 

NYD21382083D Status 
Site ownership 
Site Events 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 

CURRENTLY ON FINAL HPL 
FEDERALLY O',lllED 

RECORD OF DECISION 
REMEDIAL DESIGN 
REMEDIAL ACTION 
COKBINED RI/FS 
RECORD OF DECISION 
REMEDlAL DESlGH 
REMEDlAL ACTION 
COKBlNED RI/FS 
RECORD OF DECISION 
EPA FUND FINANCED 
REMED~AL DESIGN 
REMEDIAL ACTION 
COKBINED RI/FS 
RECORD OF DECISION 
REIIEDIAL DESIGII 
REMEDlAL ACTION 
COMBINED RI/FS 
REMOVAL ACTION 

: RECOf!I> OF DECISION 
REMEDIAL DESIGN, 
REMEDIAL ACTION 
COMSINEO RI/FS 
SCREENING SITE INSPECTION 
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT 
PROPOSED FOR NPL . 
EPA FUND FINANCED 
FINAL LISTING ON NPL 
EPA FUND FINANCED 
FINAL LISTING ON NPL 
EPA FUND FINANCED 
DISCOVERY 
EPA FUND FINANCED 

ROMULUS 
14541 

Distance: 0,00 ml. 
Direction: 
Vista JD: 1340589 

. Event Type 
Event Type 
Lead Agency 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Lead Agency 
Event Type 
Lead Agency 
Event Type 
Lead Agency 
Event Type 
Lead Agency 
Oescri pt I on :SEAD CONDUCTS DEPOT LEVEL HAINTEHNC, DEHILJTARZN, & SURVEILLANCE ON CONVENTL 

AMMUNITION & SPCL IIEAPOHS VHCH REQUIRE SEADTO RECEIVE, lNSPCT, TST, CLASSFY, REH 
REQUJRD, STORE,PRESRV, & ISSUE IND PLT EOUIPHNT; PROV LOGSTC SUPP & TRN ASS 

(c) VISTA Envirorwnental Information, Inc., 1994 for more information call: (619) 450-6100 



HAP 
. ' :0:•~~E F II 

2 

EPA ID/ 
AGENCY 10 SllE MAM E AND ADDRESS 
=======:==== ----------------------=-=========~======================================~====•================~== 

SENECA ARHY DEPOl 
SOSSE· AD 

R(»,!ULUS 

14541 

REOUIRD, STORE,PRESRV, & ISSUE IND PLT EOUIPHHT; 

Dlst,!nce: 0.00 mi . 
Direc t ion: 
Vis ta ID: 1340589 

PROV LOGSTC SUPP & TRM ASS 

(c) VISTA Envlrormental Informat ion, Inc ., 1994 For more info rma tion call : (619) 450-6100 



HAP EPA ID/ 
REF# AGENCY 10 SITE NAME AND ADDRESS 

2 

,{ .. · 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
RTE 96 

NY0213~20830 Generator Class 

ROOULUS 
14541 

Distance: 0.00 ml. 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 1340589 

:Generators who generate at least 1000 kg./month of non-acutely hazardous 
waste ( or 1 kg./month of acutely hazardous waste). 

--------~-------·-····--····--------··--········--···············-·--·· ·····················-----------------·-·-----·--

2 

. . 

USCG· LORAN C STATION SENECA ROMULUS 
14541 

Distance: 0.00 ml. 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

NY6690331404 Generator class 

Direction: 
Vista ID: 3699526 

:Generators who generate at least 1000 kg./month of non-acutely hazardous 
waste ( or 1 kg./month of acutely hazardous waste), 

NYS PARKS & REC· SAMPSON ST PK 
6096 RTE 96A 

RCMJLUS 
14541 

Distance: . • 75 ml. 
Direction: SE 

NYD982541237 Generator Class 
Vista ID: 366339 

:Generators who generate at least 1000 kg./JnOOth of non-acutely hazardous 
waste ( or 1 kg,/month of acutely hazardous waste). 

(c) VISTA Environmental Information, Inc., 1994 For more lnfonnation call1 (619) 450-6100 
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HAP 
REF # 

======= 

2 

EPA ID/ 
AGEMCY ID SITE NAJ.4E AND ADDRESS 

SEMECA ARHY DEPOT 
RTE 96 

R~ULUS 

14541 
Distance: 0.00 ml. 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 1340589 

NY0213820830 Process Codes :Other Treatment Incinerator Container Storage 

(c) VISTA Envirormental Information, Inc . , 199~ For more information call: (619) 450 •6100 



HAP EPA ID / 
REF# AGENCY ID SITE MAHE AND ADDRESS 

2 

850006 

850005 

SENECA ARHY DEPOT 
RTE 96 

Owner Name U.S. ARMY 
owner Address ROUTE 96A 

Rct!ULUS 
Facility Type OPEN 01./HP 
NPL Status 
State Status: REMEDIAL ACTION PENDING 
Uaste # 0 . AHMUNITIOH UASTE 
Uaste # 1 : CHLORINATED SOLVENTS 
Uaste # 2 

, NY 

STATE Detailed Site Description Available 
Call 1·800-877-3824 for Details. 

Ra-!ULUS 
14541 

SAHPSOII STATE PARK 
ROUTE 96A 

Ra-!ULUS 
14541' 

owner Name 
Owner Address 

SAHPSOH STATE PARK 
6096 ROUTE 96A 
Rot«JLUS 

Facil fty Type OPEN DIMP 
NPL Status : 
State Status: TEMPORARILY NO STATUS 
Uaste IO UHIOIOW!i 
Uaste I 1 
Uaste fl 2 

, NY 

STATE Detailed Site Description Available 
Call 1·800·877·3824 for Details. 

Distance: 0.00 mi. 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 1340589 

Distance: • 75 mi. 
Direction: SE 
Vista ID: 3507351 

(c) VISTA Envirorvnental Information, Inc., 1994 For more Information call: (619) 450-6100 
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MAP EPA 10 / 
REF# AGENCY 10 SITE HAME AHO ADDRESS 

2 

9402630 

SENECA ARHY DEPOT 
RTE 96 

Ql,'f\er Name 
owner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Hedia Affected 
Leak cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 
OWner Haroo 
owner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Hedi a Affected 
Leak cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 
OWner Name 
OWner Address 

SENECA ARHY DEPOT 

02/12/90 
GASOLIHE (UHSPECIFIED) 
GR(XHIDIIATER 
TAHK FAILURE 
HON •Ca-lMERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSEO/CLEANUf COMPLETE 
SENECA ARHY DEPOT 
ROOTE 96 
R®JLUS HY . 
09/22/88 
JET FUEL 
GROONDIIATER 
TANK FAILURE 
HON·C004ERCIAL INDUSTRY 

., 

CASE CLOSED/CLEAIIUP COMPLETE 
SEHECA ARMY DEPOT 
ROOTE 96A 
R®JLUS HY 
12/08/87-
GASOI.IHE (UHSPECIFIED) 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Media Affected 
Leak Cause 
Leak source 
Remediation 
OWner NMle 
<M'ier Address 

: GROOWDIIATER 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Hedi a Affected 
Leak Cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 
owner Mame 
Owner Address 

TANK FAILURE 
HOH·cao!ERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSEO/CLEAl/UP cot1PLETE 
SENECA ARHY DEPOT 
SAME 

11/16/87 
FUEL OIL #2 
GROONOIIATER 
TANK FAILURE 
HON·C~ERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 
US ARHY 
SAHE 

ROMULUS 
14541 

Distance: 0,00 mi. 
Direction: 
Vista 10: 1340589 

(c) VISTA Envlrormental Information, Inc . , 1994 For more information call: (619) 450-6100 



MAP EPA ID/ 
REF# AGENCY ID SITE NAME -AND ADDRESS 

2 

2 

9004170 

SENECA ARHY DEPOT 
RTE 96 

Discovery Date 09/22/92 
substance FUEL Oll #Z 
Hedla Affected : SOIL/LAIID/SAND 
leak Cause TANK FAILURE 
Leak Source NOH•Ca-!MERCIAL INDUSTRY 
Remediation CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 
OWner Name SENECA ARHY DEPOT 
OWner Address : ROOTE 96 sosro-53El·PE 

ROHULUS, NY 14541 · 
Discovery Date : 09/13/91 · 
Substance FUEL OIL #2 
Hedla Affected GROONDIIATER 
Leak Cause TANK FAILURE 
Leak Source NON•CCMIERCIAL INDUSTRY 
Remediation • CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 
Discovery Date 09/10/91 · 
Sl.bstance GASOLINE (UNSPECIFIED) 
Media Affected GROONDIIATER 
Leak Cause TANK FAILURE 
Leak source NOH·cattERCIAL INDUSTRY 
Remedlat Ion CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 
Discovery Date 12/08/94 
Sl.bstance F\JEL OIL fZ 
Kedia Affected SOIL/WO/SAMO 
Leak Cause : TANK FAILURE 
Leak Source : NON·Cc»o!ERCIAL INDUSTRY 
Remediation : CASE CLOSED/CLEAHUP COMPLETE 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT BLD 357 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT BLG 357 

Owner Name 
OWner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
RT 96 

12/19/87 
GASOLINE (UNSPECIFIED) 

ROMULUS 
14541 

ROMULUS 
14541 

Distance: 0.00 mi. 
Direction: 
Vista JO: 1340589 

Distance: 0,00 mi. 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 1356147 

(c) VISTA EnvlrONnental Information, Inc., 1994 For more Information call: (619) 450-6100 



HAP EPA ID/ 
REF# AGENCY ID SITE NAHE AND ADDRESS 

2 

2 

9400104 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT BLD 357 
SENECA ARHY DEPOT BLG 357 

Hedla Affected 
Leal: Cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 
Discovery Date 
Substance 
Quantity 
Hedi a Affected 
Leal: Cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

GROUHOWATER 
TANK FAILURE 
Nc»l·C~ERCIAL IHOUSTRV 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 
03/27/92 
FUEL OIL #2 
75.00 GALLONS 
GROOHOIIATER 
TANK FAILURE 
NOH · C~ERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

ROOTE 96 SEHECA ARHY OEP 

OWner Name SENECA ARHY DEPOT 
owner Address 

RCttULUS 
Discovery Date 04/04/94 
Substance FUEL OIL 12 
ouant l ty 100.00 GALLc»IS 
Hedia Affeeted SURFACE I/ATER 
Leal: Cause TAHK FAILURE 
Leal: Source N~·caolERCIAL I NOUSTRY 
Remediation CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 
owner Name IT CORPORA TIOII 
Owner Address 140 ALLENS CREE~ RAO 

ROCliESTER, NY 
Discovery Date 09/15/93 
Substance FUEL OIL 112 
Ouanti ty 20.00 G/\LlOIIS 
Media Affected SOI L/LAIIO/SAHD 
Leal: Cause TAHK FAILURE 
Leal: Source NOll-~ERCIAL INDUSTRY 
Remedl at ion • CASE OPEH 

. O i scov~ry Date 11/19/92 
Substance FUEL OIL 112 

Ra-!ULUS 
14541 

R®JLUS 
14541 

Distance: 0,00 mi. 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 1356147 

Distance: 0.00 mi . 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 1521704 

(c) VISTA Envlrorrnental Information, Inc., 1994 for more information call: (619) 450-6100 



MAP EPA 10 / 
REF # AGENCY ID -~_.ITE NAME Al/0 ADDRESS 

2 

2 

8904332 

2 

9204266 

SENECA·ARMY DEPOT 
ROUTE 96A AIRFD BLDG 2305 

Quantity 
Media Affected 
Leak Cause 
Leak Source 
Remedi et I on 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

owner Name 
owner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Hedia Affected 
Leak Cause 
Leak source 
Remediation 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
2452 QUARTERS AREA 

owner Name 
owner Address 

DI scovery Date 
Substarice 
Media Affected 
Leak Cause 
leek Source 
Remediation 

t 

170D.OO GALLONS 
GROUNDWATER 
TANK FAILURE 
NON·COMHERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CAS'E CLOSED/CLEANUP COI-IPLETE 

SENECA ARHY DEPOT 

06/11/92 
FUEL OIL #2 
GRCAJNDWATER 
TANK FAILURE 
NON·CQ1NERCIAL INDUSTRY 

: CASE OPEN 

US ARHY 
SAHE 

07/14/92 
FUEL OIL #2 
GROUNDWATER 
TANK FAILURE 
NOH•CQ1NERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COI-IPLETE 

ROI-IULUS 
14541 

ROHULUS 
14541 

ROHULUS 
14541 

Distance: 0.00 mi. 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 1521704 

Distance: 0,00 mi. 
Direction: 
Vista 10: 2736222 

Oistance: 0.00 ml. 
Direction: 
Vtsta ID: 3539976 

(c) VISTA Envlrormental Information, Inc., 1994 For more Information call: (619) 450·6100 



HAP EPA ID/ 
REF# AGENCY ID SITE HAHE AHO ADDRESS 

2 

2 

89om2 

2 

8910053 

SEHECA ARHY DEPOT 
BLDG 710 

Owner Heme 
Owner Address 

DI scovery Date 
Substance 
Media Affected 
Leal< Cause 
Leal< Source 
Remediation 

SENECA ARHr DEPOT 
BLOG 806 

Owner Name 
owner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Media Affected 
Leal< cause 
Leal< Source 
Remediation 

SENECA ARKY DEPOT 
BUILDING #21.2 

owner Name 
owner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Media Affected 
Leak Cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 

SENECA ARHY DEPOT 

ROHUlUS HY 
10/20/89 
FUEL OIL #2 
SOIL/LAHD/SAHD 
TAHK FAILURE 
HOH·COHMERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

SENECA AR!4Y DEPOT 

ROHULUS HY 
11/01/89 
FUEL OIL #2 
GROUHD\lATER 
TANK FAILURE 
NOM •c;ao(ERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSEO/CLE.AHUP COMPLETE 

SENECA AR!4Y DEPOT 

01/19/90 
FUEL OIL t/2 
STREET/GUTTER/SEVER 
TANK FAILURE 
NOH·Cc»o!ERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP C()!,IPLETE 

ROMULUS 
14541 

ROHULUS 
14541 

ROHULUS 
14541 

Distance: 0,0D mi. 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 4112546 

Distance: 0,00 mi, 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 4112547 

Distance: 0,00 mi. 
Direction: 
Vfsta IO: 4112548 

Cc) VISTA Envlrormental Information, Inc., 1994 For more information call: (619) 450· 6100 



:•··· ;. ; 

'·:o 
..• 

HAP EPA 10 / 
REF# AGENCY 10 SITE NAHE AHO ADDRESS 

2 

9307375 

9000052 

SENECA ARHY DEPOT BG 2079 
SENECA ARMY BLDG 2079 

OWner Name 
OWner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Medi a Affected 
Leak Cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 

OWner Name 
OWner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Media Affected 
Leak Cause 
Leak Source 
Remedlatfon 

SENECA ARHY DEPOT 

09/17/93 
FUEL OIL #1, 

SOIL/LAND/SAND 
TANK FAILURE 
NON•COMKERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

SAHPSOlf STATE PARK 
RT 414 
DRESOEN, NY 
03/01/90 
GASOLINE (IJ!jSPECIFIED) 
GROOHD\IATER 
TANK FAILURE 
NOH·ca4HERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP C014PLETE 

ROMULUS 
14541 

ROMULUS 
14541 

Distance: 0.00 mi. 
Direction: 
Vista 10: 4719832 

Distance: , 75 mi. 
Direction: SE 
Vista ID: 366339 

(c) VISTA Envlromiental Information, Inc. , 1994 For more lnfonnatfon call: (619) 450-6100 



I 
.... .; 

:. 
HAP EPA ID/ 

REF# AGENCY ID SITE HAI-IE AN6 ADDRESS 

2 

8·416118. 

US ARHY 
SEHECA ARHY DEPOT ACTIVITY 

Hurber of Underground Tanks: 17S 
Hurber of Aboveground Tanks: 91 

ROHULUS 
14541 

Distance: 0.00 mi. 
DI rect ion: 
Vista ID: 2495496 

Contents:FUEL OIL,OTHER,UHLEADED GAS,DIESEL,KEROSEHE,EMPTY, 

8·26464~ Hurber of Underground Tanks: 12 
Hurber of AbovegrOU"ld Tanks: 8 
Contents:OTHER,DIESEL,FUEL OIL,UHLEADED GAS, 

ROHULUS 
14541 

Distance: 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 

• 7S mi. 
SE 
4122766 

CUSTOMER USE LIHITATIOHS - Customer proceeds et its~ risk in choosing to rely upon VISTA services, in whole or 
part, prior to procHding with any transaction. VISTA assunes no responsibility for the accuracy of goverm-,ent 
records, for errors occurring In conversion of data, or for customer's use of VISTA services. VISTA's obligation 
regarding data is solely limited to providing portions of data existing in govern:nerit records as of the date of 
each goverrrnent update received by VISTA. 

(c) VISTA Envirorrnental Information, Inc., 1994 For more Information call: (619) 450-6100 



UNMAPPABLE SITES 

Unmappable sites are environmental risk sites that cannot be geocoded. but 
can be located by zip code or city name. 

. . 
-In general, a site cannot be geocoded because of inaccurate or missing 
locational information in the record provided by the agency. For many of 
these records, ·VISTA has corrected or added locational information by using 
U.S. Postal address validation files and proprietary Qrogramming that adds 
locational information from private industry address files. However, many 
site addresses cannot be corrected using these techniques and those si'tes 
cannot be mapped. 

Of the sites that cannot be mapped, VISTA identifies those that have co[!lplete 
zip code or city name information. All ungeocoded sites that have a ZJP code 
in the radius are considered for i.nclusion. Ungeocoded sites that do not have 
a ZIP code but do have a street name are considered for inclusion if they have 
a city in the radius. M ungeocoded record may be excluded if it can be 
determined to be outside the relevant radius searched. for a particular database. 

(c} VISTA Envirormental Information, Inc., 1994 For more information call: (619) 450-6100 

f 



EPA ID/ 
SITE NAHE AND ADDRESS VISTA ID AGENCY ID 
--=============== ================================================================================= ===•====== =====~==~=== 
SERVICE STATION: ROOTE 96A, OVID 14521 3934206 

Generator Class :Generators who generate at leas t 1000 kg./month of non•acutely hazardous 
waste ( or 1 kg./month of acutely hazardous waste). 

NYD000703611 

(c) VISTA Envirormental Informa tion , Inc., 1994 For more Information call: (619) 450 -6100 



. "",;;"" .... . .,. 
N ;-
~ . . { .. 

p· . 
. ·:•J:~ti:s~~ 

••:.:.:~··:::•:·::.:::-•' -':_J:=:;-:.;:-::::.::· 

.:~:/1{fi:~ •, . .-:\ti./.:·.\ 
EPA 10 / 

SITE NAME ANO l\l)DRESS VISTA ID AGENCY 10 

Generator Class 

360052 
i. 

:Generators who generate 100 kg./rnonth but less than 1000 kg./month of 
non-acutely hazardous waste 

NY0981557283 

(c) VISTA EnvlrONnental Informa tion, Inc. , 1994 For more informat ion call: (619) 450·6100 

• ; 



EPA ID / 
SITE IIAME AND ADDRESS VISTA ID AGENCY ID 

Owner >lame 
owner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Hedia Affected 
Leak Cause 
Leek sour.ce 
Remediation 

ijlLLARD PSYCHIATRIC 

R()j,IULUS, NY 
01/26/88 
FUEL OIL 112 
GROUIIDIIA TER 
TAHK FAILURE 
NON·COHMERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP C~PLETE 

8709283 

. . 
----------------- --·······-------------------·--···············------- -- --------·--·------- -----------·--------------- ------

~S~~~~~-~~r~~f~Q.J~1~·;,,~.~1;~~~}~Y:-t· 
Discovery Date 03/23/95 
substance FUEL OIL 112 
Hedla Affeeted SOIL/LAHD/SAND 
Leak Cause TANK FAILURE 
Leak soorce 
Remediation 
Dfscovery Date 
Substance 
Hedia Affected 
Leak cause 
Leak soorce 
Remediation 
Discovery Date 
Substance 
Hedfa Affect~ 
Leak Cause 
Leak Soorce 
Remediation 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Hedia Affeeted 
Leak Couse . 
Leak Source 

COM/olERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE OPEii 
03/20/95 
GAS.OLIIIE (UNSPECIFIED) 
SOIL/LAIID/SAHD 
TAHK FAILURE 
COM/olERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE OPEii 
03/16/95 
GAS.OLINE (UNSPECIFIED) 
GROUNDijATER 
TAHK FAILURE 
NON·COHHERCIAL INDUS1RY 
CASE OPEii 

02/01/90 
GASOLINE (UNSPECIFIED) 
OROUHDijATER 
TAIIK FAILURE 
FIXED FACl~ITY 

Cc) VISTA Envfrormental Information, Inc., 1994 

2730737 

9200234 

2733933 

8910493 

For more information call: (619) _450·6100 



EPA ID/ 
SITE NAME ANO ADDRESS VISTA ID AGENCY 10 

.. ... :'-'·'": .• . -:::,·:p·~ :~7~~:''! )~· ~ ~~~-~--~.•··. .. . . . ' ·. 

,,._.,,QUJct~lf..'.tAi~·-, sr~~'f-; . ROO~~ .:;~A\ ov,6~/,452,::-.:-~i-;.,-, ... .. ,• • . . : ... · .... .. ·. , 
' '• ·. : 

Remediation 

owner Name 
Owner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Hedla Affected 
Leak Cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 

owner Name 
Owner Address 

Ofsc:overy Date 
Substance 
Kedia Affected 
Leak Cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 

~--
Olsc:overy Date 
Substance 
Kedia Affected 
Leak Cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 

.•• I 

: CASE OPEN 

SENECA COONTY HG\IY D 

R(J(ULUS NY 
11/13/87 
GASOLINE (UNSPECIFIED) 
GROONDIIATER 
TANK FAILU

0

RE 
NON•CONMERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP C()o!PLETE 

HOIIARD 1S KOBIL 
4 CORNERS 
OVID NY 
12/23/87 
GASOLINE (UNSPECJFIED1 
SOIL/LANO/SANO 
TANK FAILURE 
FIXED FACILITY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEAHUP ca1PLETE 

11/29/94 
GASOLINE (UHSPECIFIED) 
GROONOWATER 
TANK FAILURE 
NON·COHHERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE OPEN 

Cc) VISTA Envlrorwnental Info rmat ion, Inc. , 1994 

2733933 

2736219 

8706927 

4112763 

8708231 

5320087 

9411559 

For more information call: (619) 450-6100 

r 



EPA ID/ 
SITE NAME AND ADDRESS VISTA ID AGENCY ID 

. .. -- . 
:..·. .. . . •: . :·. ~ .. 

::.::0su11ocO SERVICE ·:srAnoli:,: ROOTE 96-A, ov1D , 14521 
J .. ... .. -.. . •,- • ... . ~-, ,i:., . 

owner Name 
owner Address 

Substance 
He-dla Affected 
Leak Cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 

LAMOREAUX AND CUINH 

GASOLINE {UNSPECIFIED) 
UHKllO',/)j 
TAIIK FAILURE 
COHHERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP C~PLETE 

Cc) VISTA Enviromiental Information, Inc., 1994 

541 6336 

7980327 

For more information call: (619) 450·6100 



.•· . ~~ : .. 
!_::: :.- ; .. 

z):~~r(,• :.._.·;(>.-. ': •• ·:-: ·: .•. • 
£!Ht{-' -·, ... ,,:.-.<'.·: 

EPA ID / 
SITE NAME AND ADDRESS VISTA ID AGENCY 10 

Facfl lty Status 
\laste Type 1 

Owner Name 
owner Address 

: ACTIVE 
: RESIOEIHIAL 

T0\111 OF OVID 

""-..~f~~_J~~,FJ='!_ij,T .. ;:;:_:1,-~ .. -· 
. -~ .. ~ -

Facility Type ...... .... :' 1'ittf11,ERATOR 
facfl fty Status : INACTI_YE 

Facfl I ty Status 
\laste Type 1 

C>wner Name 
C>wner Address 

~ (T): ......---iillllil"""'-~IXlll!lli>! ~ 
Facll ity Status 
OWner Name 
OWner Address 

~ (T) : 

Fae fl ity status 
OWner Name 
OWner Address 

: ACTIVE 
: RESIDENTIAL 

RICHARD SEYHOOR 

INACTIVE 
f()',(lf OF JUNIUS 

INACTIVE 
VARICK 

(c) VISTA Envirorvnental Information, Inc . , 1994 

3502609 

50R02 

399M86 

5156807 

50T01 

5619687 

50S02 

5619941 

50S10 · 

for more information call : (619) 450-6100 



SITE NN-IE AND ADDRESS VISTA 10 
EPA 10 I 
AGENCY ID 

facility Status : INACTIVE 

(T): TO\JH HALL, OVID 14521 

Status 
Owner Name 
Owner Address 

~t._-• (T): 

_Facility Status 
Owner Name 
owner Address 

INACTIVE 
TO\JN OF OVID SITE B 

TO\JH HALL, ROI-IULUS 14541 

INACTIVE 
T0\111 OF R~ULUS 

Cc) VISTA Envirormental Information, Inc., 1.994 

-. ----------

56199n 

50S11 

5620650 

50S04 

5620651 

50S06 

For more information call: (619) 450-6100 



EPA ID / 
SITE HAJ4E AND ADDRESS VISTA ID AGENCY ID 

TRW'i.~~~~}}itiJJt,}96~~•;ovJ1k•.1.45.~J . 739814 
~~~il!~.,1 ... -..,':,·'·MMr,:\,-;,,_::,.;.;·'gl'~· ,;•• ~-. 

.. -·. . .· .. .. ·-:i.;.,l~:~ :\ '! 
Nlllber of Underground Tanks: 2 8-013528 
Hlllber of Aboveground Tanks1 0 
Contents:LEAOED GAS, 

Nlllber of Underground Tanks: 2 
Nlllber of Aboveground Tanks: 0 
Contents:LEAOED GAS,DIESEL, 

Nlll'ber of Underground Tanks: 4 
Hlll'ber of Abovegrcxm Tanks: 0 
Contents:OTHER,UNLEADED GAS, 

Nlllber of Underground Tanks: 2 
Hlllber of Aboveground Tanh: 1 
Contents:DIESEL,LEAOED GAS, 

Nurber of Undergrcx.nd Tanks: 5 
NU'lber of Abovegrcx.nd Tanks: 1 
Contents:UNLEADED GAS,DIESE.L,FUEL OIL, 

748951 

8-227285 

777508 

8·498556 

1531130 

8·079944 

3634109 

8· 052833 

~ ~;:"~~~~,:~~~:~?~t~- ··--------... ----. ---..... --... -.. ---. -
. S&j,. OVID:,"l ,1~521 ·•·, · ._.} · 3635814 

Nurber of Undergrcx.nd Tanks: 0 
Nurber of Abovegrcx.nd Tanks: 5 
Contents:DIESEL,UHLEADED GAS,FUEL OIL, 

(c) VISTA Environmental Information, Inc., 1994 

~· --.~;:.. ... ,.:~:..,·• · ··-.. . . .. . 

8·600092 

For more Information call: (619) 450·6100 

\ 



EPA ID / 
SITE NAJ,(E ANO ADDRESS VISTA ID AGEHCY ID 

Nurber of Underground Tanks: 3 
Murber of Abovegro~nd ranks: 4 
Contents:FUEL OIL,DIESEL,EMPTY, 

NU'lfx!r of UndergrO'w'fld Tenks: 3 
Htnber of Aboveground Tanks: 3 
Contents:OIESE~,FUEL OIL,UNLEADEO GAS, 

· lGK~~GE'-':i'>'l(cH!t\Js!.:~l4~v'."~~~::-:;· . 
··.•:-,.;;;·~ -- ~--:~.:.,:;_t>-?~~~i.~~ ~~:r,Pi 

Hlffber of Undergr~ Tanks: 3 
Hurber of Above<;1round Tanks: 5 
Contents:UNLEADED GAS,DIESEL,FUEL OIL, 

- at~~f™,: 
111.m>er of Underground Tanks: 3 
lfud>er of Aboveground Tank,: 4 
Cootents:FUEL OIL,DIESEL,UNLEADED GAS, 

3640333 

8- 10207'5 

. 4112523 

4122786 

8- 102318 

4259680 

8-426350 

5079966 

8· 051365 

CUSTOHER USE LIHITATIOHS - Customer proceeds at Its own risk In choosing to rely upon VISTA services, fn whole or· 
in part, prior to proceeding with any transaction. · VISTA assunes no responsibility for the accuracy of goverrment 
records, for errors occurring In conversion of data, or for customer's use of VISTA services. VISTA's obligation 
regarding data Is solely limited to providing portions of data existing in government records as of the date of 
each goverrment '-¢ate received by VISTA. 

(c) VISTA Envirorrnental Information, Inc., 199~ For more information call: (619) 450 -6100 



DESCRIPTIQN OF DATABASES SEARCHED 

Below are general descriptlons and search parameters of the federal and state databases that VISTA searches for the 
National Radius Report. 

FEDERAL DATABASES 

Please check the "Summary of Environmental Risks Found" matriit on the cover of this profile to determine the specific 
dates of the federal databases searehed for this profile. 

U.S. EPA: NPL 

The National Priorities List (NPL) is the EPA's database of uncontrolled or abandoned hazardous waste sites identified 
for priority remedial action under the Superfund Program. A site, to be included on the NPL, must either meet ·or 
surpass a predetermined hazard ranking systems score, or be chosen as a state's top-priority site, or meet all three of 
the foliowing criteria: 

1) The US Department of Health and Human Services issues a health advisory recommending that people be 
removed from the site to avoid e;,,;posure. 

2) The EPA determines that the site represents a significant threat. . 
3) The EPA determines that remedial action is more cost-effective than removal action. 

U.S. EPA: CERCLIS 

The CERCLIS List is a compilation by the EPA of the sites which the EPA has investigated or is currently investigating 
for a release or threatened release of hazardous substances pursuant to the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation and Liability Act of 1980 (CBRCLA or Superfund Act). · 

U.S. EPA: RCRA (RCRIS/HWDMS) 

The E~A's Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Program identifies and traeks hazardous waste from the 
point of generation to the point of disposal. The RCRA Facilities database is a compilation by the EPA of reporting 
facilities that generate, transport, treat, store or dispose of hazardous waste. 

U.S. EPA: ERNS 

The Emergency Response Notification System (ERNS) is a national database used to collect information on reported 
accidental releases of oil and hazardous substances. The database contains information from spill reports made to 
federal authorities including the EPA, the US Coast Guard, the National Response Center and the Department of 
Transportation. 

STA TE DATABASES 

Please check the "Databases Searched" to determine if the following type of databases are available from VISTA for 
the state in which the subject property of this report is located. Please note that if the Summary does not list one of 
the following databases, it is not currently available. You may also determine the specific names and dates of the 
databases searched for this profile in the summary. 

stATE:SPL 
The State Priority List is a generic name for databases maintained by many states that contain sites considered to be 
actually or potentially contaminated and presenting a possible threat to human health and the environment. These 
sites are generally listed by the state to warn the public or as a pan of an investigation and cleanup program managed 
by the state. 

STATE:LUST 

This is a database maintained by state or local agencies of known or suspected leaking underground storage tanks. 

STATE:UST 

!his is a database maintained by state or local agencies of registered underground storage tanks. 

STATE: SWLF 

this is a database maintained by state or local agencies of Solid Waste Landfills , Incinerators, and transfer stations . 



✓ ISTA Report#: 6/088933-001 Date :of Report: il/08/95 

Ref/Loan#: SENECA ARMY DEPOT. 
,:. •, 

Client: v~ SANDS. WOODWARD CLYDE-DENVER 
4582 S ULSTER SI'.STE' 1200; . DENVER. co .: 80237 -2637' :: .. , 

Subject • .. • ' . . ,• .. . · 

Property: 
ROMULUS. · NY 14541 

SUMMARY OF FEDERAL RECORDS FOUND 

Database 0 to 
& Date Agency and Type of ·Records 1/4 ml 
--- ............. - .. - ----······--------·····--·······----- ------ --····•◄----·······-· 

MPL US EPA 
05/95 Superfund Sites 

CERCLIS US EPA 
09/95 Potential SuperflHld Sites . 

RCRA -LgGen US EPA 2 
06/95 RCRA Large cuantity Generators 

.~CRA-Sm,en US EPA 0 
06/95 RCRA Small and Very Small Quantity Generators 

RCRA-TSD US EPA 
06/95 RCRA Treatment,Storage,and/or Disposal Sites 

RCRA-Transp US EPA 0 
06/95 RCRA Transporters 

ERNS US EPA 0 
03/95 

FEDERAL RECORDS Sub•total: 5 

•· 1) A dash (·- ) indicates the l lst is not searched at that distance, 
2) Sites often have a record in more than one database, 

1/4 to 1/2 to 
1/2 mi 4 1/2 ml TOTAl 

............... 

0 0 

0 0 

0 3 

0 

0 0 

0 0 0 

0 0 9 

0 2 7 

(c) VISTA Envlrormental Information, Inc,, 1994 For more information call: (619) 450-6100 



PROFILE,. 

VISTA Report #: _6/088933-001 . Date of Report: ll/08/95 
· . '. 

Ref /Loan #: SENECA :ARMY DEPOT . . . 
Client: VAN SANOS, WOODWARD CLY.OE-DENVER,:-.'.: .. 

. . . 4582"S ULSTER ST STE 12.00 / DENYER) :·co 80237-2637 ··subject -- · · · · ._ .. ,·. · ·-·., .. ,:,·- · · : ' 
: . P~operty : · , ·.-·:· ,::;-.:··· 

. ROMULUS . . NY 1454f 

SUMMARY OF STATE RECORDS FOUND 

Database 
& Date Agency and Type of Records 

-- .. ·---··---- ---- ---·-----····-------- ------- -·--------- --- --·------ ·------·-

SPL Department of Envlrormental Conservation, Bureau of Hazardous 
Site Control 

07/9S Inactive Hazardous Maste Disposal Sites 

LUST Department of Envirormental Conservation 
06/95 LUST (Tank Test Failures) Database 

SMLF Department of Envirormental Conservation, Bureau of Maste 
Management 

01/94 lnclnerators ·Resource Recovery Projects 
S\JLF Department of Envirormental Conservation, Bureau of Municipal 

Waste 
04/93 Recycler's Listing 
SlolLF Department of Enviromiental Conservation, Division of Solid 

Maste 
09/95 Active and Inactive Landfills List 

UST' s Dept . of Env, Conservat ion, Petro le\111 Bul k Storage 
02/9S Suffolk County Petrolein Bulk Storage 
UST's Dept. of Env. Conservation, Petroleun Bulk Storage 
04/9S Cortland County Underground Storage Tank Database 
UST's Dept. of Env. Conservation, Petrole\111 Bulk Storage 
04/95 Nassau County Article XI ln Service Tanks Database 
UST's Dept. of Env. Conservation, Petroleun Bulk Storage 
06/95 Underground Storage -Tank Database 
UST's Rockl and County Department of Health 
10/95 Rockland County Petrolein Bulk Storage Database 

STATE RECORDS Sub· total : 

TOTAL: 

NOte: 1) A dash(··> indicates the list Is not searched at that distance . 
2) Sites often have a record in more than one database. 

0 to . 
1/4 mf 

9 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

11 

====== 
16 

1/4· to 1/2 to 
1/2 ml 4 1/2 ml TOTAL 

---·--·-
0 2 

0 4 13 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

0 3 4 

0 0 0 

--- -----
0 8 19 

: ::,::: : z;===== == =====-
0 10 26 

(c) VlSTA Environ:nental lnformation, Inc . , 1994 For more Informat ion call: (619) 450•6100 



@ 1993 

* ■. 

lnronnalion, Inc., San Di e go, 

VISTA NATIONAL RADIUS PROFILE 
Subj e ct Prope rty 

R;,5-cyReco-d. 

0 

mi 1 e s 

2 . 25 

Ral !roads and 

Water F'e a:ur e s 

co..NTY ro 29 

VJltYffi} ffi 

4.5 

(SE~ECA ARMY DEPOT) 



HAP 
REF# 

3 

EPA ID / 
AGENCY JD SITE NAHE AND ADDRESS 

SENECA ARHY DEPOT 
SOSSE·AD 

(C) VISTA Envlronneotal lnfonnatlon, Inc., 1994 

Ra!ULUS 
14541 

Distance: 0.00 ml, 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 374101 

for more lnfol'fl\atfon call: (619) 450-6100 



· KAP EPA ID/ 
REF# 

====== 

3 

AGENCY ID 
============ 

SITE NAHE AWD ADDRESS 

------------------------------~------------=------------------===================•============== 

SENECA ARHY DEPOT 
SOSSE·AO 

Rl)4ULUS 
14541 

Distance: 0,00 mi . 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 1340589 

HY0213820830 Status CURRENTLY ON FINAL 'NPL 
FEDERALLY MED 

RECORD OF DECISIOH 
REHED IAL DESIGN 
REMEDIAL ACTION 
COMBINED RI/FS 
RECORD OF DECISIOII 
REMEDIAL DESIGN 
REMEDIAL ACTION 
COMBINED RI/FS 
RECORD OF DECISION 
EPA FUND FINANCED 
REMEDIAL DESIGN 
REMEDIAL ACTION 
COHSINED RI/FS 
RECORD OF DECISION 
REMEDIAL DESIGN 
REMEDIAL ACTION 
C<l-4BINED RI/FS 
REMOVAL ACTIOH 

: RECORD OF OECISIOH 
REKEOIAL DESIGN 
REMEDIAL ACTIOH 
C<l-4BINE1> RI/FS 
SCREENING SITE INSPECTION 
PRELIHIMARY ASSESSMENT 
PROPOSED FOR NPL . 
EPA FUNO FINANCED 
FINAL LISTING OH NPL 
EPA FUND FINANCED 

I FINAL LISTING ON NPL 
EPA FUND FINANCED 
DISCOVERY 
EPA FUND FINANCED 

Site <Mlership 
Site Events 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Lead Agenty 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Event Type 
Lead Agenty 
Event Type 
Lead Agenty 
Event Type 
Lead Agency 
Event Type 
Lead Agency 
Descrfptfon :SEAO COi/DUCTS DEPOT LEVEL HAINTENNC, DEHILITARZN, & SURVEILLANCE ON CONVENTL 

AHHI.JNITIOH & SPCL WEAPONS WHCH REQUIRE SEAOTO RECEIVE, INSPCT, TST, CLASSFY, REH 
REQUIRD, STORE,PRESRV, & ISSUE IND PLT EQUIPHNT; PROV LOGSTC SUPP & TRN ASS 

Cc) VISTA Envirormental Information, Int,, 1994 For more information call: (619) 450-6100 



KAP EPA 10 / 
REF# AGENCY 10 SITE NAME ANO ADDRESS 

3 . SENECA ARHY 0EPOT 
SDSSE•AD 

ROMULUS 
14541 

0istance: · 0,00 ml. 
Directlom •· 
Vista ID: 1340589 

REQIJIR0, STORE,PRESRV, & ISSUE IND PLT EOUIPMNT; PROV LOGSTC SUPP & TRN ASS 

(C) VISTA Envfronnental Information, Inc., 1994 For more information call: (619) 450· 6100 



HAP 
REF# 

====== 

3 

EPA ID / 
AGENCY ID SITE NAflE AND ADDRESS 
============ 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
RTE 96 

NY0213820830 Generator Class 

, 

ROMULUS 
14541 

Distance: 0.00 mi . 
Direction: 
Vfste ID: 1340589 

:Generators who generate at least 1000 kg./month of non-acutely hazardous 
waste ( or 1 kg./month of acutely hazardous waste). 

------------ -- ·········· ··· ·-···· ···· ····----------·-···- ··-··--·-------············· ··· ····· ···········-·---·······--· -

3 

5 

USCG· LORAN C STATlOll SENECA 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

R(),!IJLUS 
14541 

Distance: 0.00 mi. 
Direction: 

NY6690331404 Generator Class 
Vista JO: 3699526 

:Generators who generate at least 1000 kg./month of non-acutely hazardous 
waste ( or 1 kg,/month of acutely hazardous waste). 

NYS PARKS & REC· SAflPS0/1 ST PK 
6096 RTE 96A 

ROMULUS 
14541 

Distance: 2.97 mi. 
Direction: Sil 

NYD982541237 Generator Class 
Vista ID: 366339 

:Generators who generate at least 1000 kg./month of non•acutely hazardous 
waste ( or 1 kg./month of acutely hazardous waste). 

(c) VISTA Envlrormental Information, Inc., 1994 For more Information call: (619) 450·6100 



MAP 
REF# 

====== 

6 

EPA IO I 
AGENCY 10 SITE NAME AHD ADDRESS 

TO'tlN OF VARICK 
4782 ROOTE 96 

NYD035700459 Generator Class 

RCffllll_JS 
14541 

:Generators who generate 100 kg,/month but less 
non·1cutely hazardous waste 

Distance: 1.94mi. 
Direction: NW 
Vista ID: 3653964 

than 1000 kg,/month of 

(c) VlSTA Envlromieotal lnformatlon, lnc., 1994 For more information call: (619) 450· 6100 

• 



MAP 
REF# 

3 

~PA ID I 
AGENCY ID SITE NAME AIID ADDRESS 
=======~~=== -=-------------c----c--------=--===-=====--===========--================•====================== 

SENECA AR14Y DEPOT 
RTE 96 

NY0213820830 Process Codes 

RCJi,!ULUS 
14541 

:Other Treatment ln~lnerator Container Storage 

Distance: 0.00 mi. 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 1340589 

(c) VISTA Enviro!Yll!!ntal Information, Inc., 1994 for more information call: (619) 450-6100 



HAP 
REF# 

3 

EPA ID/ 
AGENCY ID 
========= 

850006 

SITE NAME AHO ADDRESS 

SENECA ARKY DEPOT 
RTE 96 

owner Name : U,S, ARMY 
owner Address : ·RCXJTE 96A 

RQIULUS 
Facility Type : OPEN DUMP 
NPL Status 
State Status : REHEOIAL ACTIOH PENDING 
Waste# 0 AMMUNITION ~STE 
Waste# 1 : CHLORINATED SOLVENTS 
Waste# 2 

, NY 

STATE Detailed Site Description Available 
Call 1·800•877•3824 for Details. . , 

ROMULUS 
14541 

Distance: 0,00 mi. 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 1340589 

················--···········-·------------············--··--····-----······------·············-------------------------

5 

850005 

SAMPSOH STATE PARK 
ROUTE 96A. 

owner Name 
OWner Address 

Facil lty Type 
NPL Status 

SAMPSON STATE PARK 
6096 RCXJTE 96A 
RCfl\JLUS 

: OPEN DUMP 

State Status TEMPORARILY NO STATUS 
Waste# 0 UNKNC41N , 
Waste# t 
Waste # 2 

, NY 

STATE Detailed Site Descrl~tlon Available 
Call 1·800·877-3824 for Details, 

ROHULUS 
14541 

Distance: 2,97 ml. 
Direction: SIi 
Vista ID: 3507351 

(C) ·VISTA Envlrormental Information, Inc., 1994 For more Information call: (619) 450·6100 



HAP 
REF# 

====== 

3 

EPA JD/ 
AGENCY ID 
============= 

9402630 

I ' ~-

SITE HAAE AHO ADDRESS 

---------- ------------------=-~-------==--==-=---------------------------------========.======--

SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
RTE 96 

Owner Name 
Owner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Media Affecte<J 
Leak Cause 
Leak Source 
Reiriedlation 
owner Name 
owner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Hedla Affecte<J 
Leak cause 
Leak Source 
R eir,ed fat i on 
OWner Neme 
owner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Media Affected 
Leak Cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation· 
owner lleme 
owner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Media Affected 
Leak cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 
Owner Harne 

Owner Address 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

02/12/90 
GASOLINE (UNSPECIFIED) 
GROUHOIJATER 
TANK FAILURE 
NON •C<JflERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP C~PLETE 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
ROUTE 96 
R()!ULUS HY 
09/22/88 
JET FUEL 
GROUHDUATER 
TANK FAILURE 
NON · C®<ERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP C~PLETE 
SENECA AAMY DEPOT 
ROUTE 96A 
Rc»<ULUS HY 
12/08/87 
GASOLINE (UNSPECIFIED) 
GROONOUATER 
TAHK FAILURE 
HON•ca4MERCIAL INDUSTRY 
~SE CLOSED/CLEANUP Ca-4PLETE 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
SAAE 

11/16/87 
FUEL OIL #2 
GROUNDIJATER 
TANK FAILURE 
NOH·CCf414ERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP C~PLETE 
US ARMY 
SAAE 

R~ULUS 
14541 

Distance: o:oo mi, 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 1340589 

(c) VISTA Envirormental Information, Inc,, 1994 For more Information call: (619) 450·6100 



. MAP EPA ID / 
REF# AGENCY ID SITE NAME A~D ADDRESS 

3 

3 

· 9004170 

SENECA ARHY DEPOT 
RTE 96 

Discovery Date 09/22/92 
Swstance FUEL OIL #2 
Media Affected SOIL/WO/SAND 
Leak cause TANK FAILURE 
Leak source NON·CCHHERCIAL INDUSTRY 
Remediation CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 
Owner Name SENECA ARHY DEPOT 
Owner Address : ROOTE 96 SDST0·53El·PE 

ROMULUS, NY 14541 • 
DI scovery Date 09/13/91 
Swstance FUEL OIL #2 
Media Affected GROUHDIIATER 
Leak cause I TANK FAILURE 
Leak source : HOH·CCHHERCIAL INDUSTRY 
Remediation CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 
Discovery Date 09/10/91 
Substance GASOLINE (UNSPECIFIED) 
Media Affected GROUNDIIATER 
leak Cause TANK FAILURE 
Leak source NON.-CCHHERCIAL INDUSTRY 
Remediation CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 
Discovery Date 12/08/94 
Sws tance · ·' FUEL OIL #2 
Kedia Affected : SOI L/LAHD/SAHD 
Leak Cause T~K FAILURE 
Leak Source : HON·a»IIERCIAL INDUSTRY 
Remediation : CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COfolPLETE 

SENECA ARHY DEPOT BLD 357 
SENECA ARHY DEPOT BLG 357 

Owner Name 
Owner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 

SENECA ARHY DEPOT 
RT 96 

12/19/87 
GASOLINE (UNSPECIFIED) 

ROMULUS 
14541 

ROHULUS 
14541 

Distance: O.OD ml. 
Direct I on: 
Vista ID: 1340589 

Distance: 0.00 mi. 
Direction: 
Vista ID: -1356147 

(c) VISTA Envlronnental Information, Inc,, 1994 For more Information call: (619> 450-6100 

• 



MAP 
REF# 

====c 

3 

3 

EPA ID/ 
AGENCY ID 
============ 

9400104 

.j! 

··=:~~:t\h,,<.- ... •.· .. ••"··''···.,,.x5 :··,-ti:u;,· 

SITE MAHE AMO ADDRESS 
---------------=-------===••=---=i:i------=----------... -- -=-==-====-============= ·- ··==========!!======= 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT BLD 357 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT BLQ 357 

Hedie Affected 
Leak cause 
leak Source 
Remediation 
O I scovery Date 
Substance 
Quantity 
Hedh Affect ed 
Leak Cell$e 
Leak Source 
Remediation 

SENECA ARHY DEPOT 

QROUNDI/ATER 
TAIIK FAILURE 
NO!l · COMMERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP Cet(PL ETE 
03/27/92 
FUEL OIL #2 
75 .oo GALLONS 
GROUIIDI/ATER 
TANK FAILURE 
11011 -COM/o!ERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COOPL ETE 

ROOTE 96 SENECA ARHY DEP 

Owner Name ~·SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
Owner Address 

R()IULUS 
Discovery Date 04/04/94 
Substance FUEL Oil #2 
Quantity 100.00 . GALLONS 
Medi II Affected SURFACE \/ATER 
Leek CBU$e TANK FAILURE 
Leak source IIOM•Cao!ERCIAL INDUSTRY 
Remediation CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP Cet(PLETE 
Owner Mame IT CORPORA Tl ON 
Owner Address 140 ALLENS CREEK RAD 

ROCHESTER, NY 
Discovery Date 09/15/93 
Substance FUEL Oil #2 
Quantity 20.00 GALLONS 
Hedi a Affec t ed SOIL/LAND/SAND 
Leak Cause TANK FAILURE 
leak source IIOll·CCf(lolERCIAL INDUSTRY 
Remediation · CASE OP Eii 

• o lscov.ery Date 11/19/92 
Subs tance FUEL Oil #2 

ROMULUS 
14541 

ROMULUS 
14541 

Distance: 0.00 ml, 
Direction: 
Viste ID: 1356.147 

Di s tance : 0.00 mi . 
Direction: 
Viste ID: 1521704 

(c) VISTA Envir001lental Information, Int . , 1994 For roore informat ion call : (619) 450 ·6100 



MAP EPA ID / 
REF# AGENCY ID SITE NAHE AND ADDRESS 

3 

3 

8904332 

3 

9204266 

SENECA ARMY OEPOT 
ROUTE 96A AIRFD BLDG 2305 

Quantity 
Media Affected 
Leak cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

Owner !lame 
Owner Address 

Discovery Date 
Slbstance 
Media Affected 
Leak cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 

SENECA ARHY DEPOT 
2452 QUARTERS AREA 

OWner Nooie 
Owner Address 

Discovery Date 
Slbstance 
Media Affected 
Leak Cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 

. : 1700,00 GALLONS 
GROUNDIIATER 
TANK FAILURE 
NOH·COOIERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP Cct!PLETE 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

06/11/92 
FUEL OIL #2 
GROUNDIIATER 
TANK FAILURE 
HOH•COOIERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE OPEN 

U S AIIHY 
SAKE 

07/14/9~ 
FUEL OIL 12 
GRIXJNDIIATER 
TANK FAILURE 
HON·COOIERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP Cct!PLETE 

ROHULUS 
14541 . 

ROHULUS 
14541 

ROHULUS 
14541 

Distances O.OD ml. 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 1521704 

Distance: 0.00 mi. 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 2736222 

Distance: O,OD ml. 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 3539976 

Cc) VISTA Envlronnental Information, Inc,, 1994 For more information call: (619) 450-6100 



. HAP EPA ID/ 
REF# AGENCY ID SITE MAHE AND ADDRESS 

===== =========::: -----------------=-:::a==---=---------------------------------------========================= 

3 

3 

3 

8907242 

89om2 

8910053 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
BLDG 710 

Owner Name 
owner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Kedia Affected 
Leak Cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
BLDG 806 

owner Name 
Owner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Hedia Affected 
Leak Cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 

SENECA ARHY DEPOT 
BUILDING #212 

Owner Name 
Owner Address 

Discovery Date 
Slbstance 
Hedla Affected 
Leak Cause 
Leak source 
Remediation 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT · 

ROHULUS NY 
10/20/89 
FUEL OIL #2 
SOIL/LAND/SMID 
TAJIK FAILURE 
NON•CatHERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP ~PLETE 

SENECA AAAY DEPOT 

R()olULUS NY 
11/01/89 
FUEL OlL #2 
GROOND\IATER 
TA>IK FAILURE 
NON·COOERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSEO/CLEAHUP Cc»IPLETE 

SENECA AAHY DEPOT 

01/19/90 
FUEL OIL #2 
STREET/GUTTER/SE\IER 
TANK FAILURE 
NON·Cc»IMERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

Rc»IULUS 
14541 . 

ROMU LUS 
14541 

ROMULUS 
14541 

Distance: 0.00 mi . 
Di rectfon: 
Vista ID: 4112546 

Di stance: o.oo mi. 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 4112547 

Distance: 0.00ml, 
Direction: 
Vis t a ID: 4112548 

(c) VISTA Envirortrlental Information, Inc., 1994 For more informat ion cell: (619) 450 ·6100 



MAP EPA ID / 
REF# AGENCY ID SITE NAME AHO ADDRESS 

3 

9307375 

2 

9410950 

4 

8607945 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT BG 2079 
SENECA ARHY BLOG 2079 

Dwner Name SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
Dwner Address 

Discovery Date 09/17/93 
Substance FUEL OIL #6 
Media Affected SOIL/LANO/SAND 
Leak Cause TANK FAILURE 
Leak Source : NON·cottlERCIAL INDUSTRY 
Remediation : CASE CL05ED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

CLAAK (GEORGE) RESIDENCE · . 
4910 SECOR ROAD 

Discovery Date 
Swstance 
Hedla Affected 
Leak Cause 
Leak source · 
Remediation 

11/15/94 
PETROLEIM 
GROONDIJATER 
TANK FAILURE 
PRIVATE DIIELLING 

, : CASE OPEN 

SPLIT PINE FARMS 
SPLIT PINE,MCGRANE RD . 

OWner Name 
OWner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Hedia Affected 
Leak cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 

: SPLIT PINE FARHS 
MCGRANE RO 
RCM.ILUS 
03/27/87 
DIESEL 
GROONOIIATER 
TANK FAILURE 
CQklllERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP COMPLETE 

ROMULUS 
14541 

VARICK 

ROMULUS 
14541 

Distance: 0,00 ml. 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 4719832 

Distance: 2.88 ml. 
Direction: N 
Vista ID: 5320457 

Distance: 3.80 mi. 
Direction: NII 
Vista ID: 2736503 

(c) VISTA Envlromiental Information, Inc:., 1994 For more Information call: (619) 450·6100 



:11,,ti;.1~ 
, •..• . ..••.•• ·.m.,·. •m,.v.·. ··--··· ··· ~-·M•,•.JtMh'h~WWi%?%&=ShiN¥k·,, __ <;;:;;:.:, •• '❖:\=.❖.:•:•:•x~:-,:• .• :; }:iiii!ilw11iilii:?c?iit;: 

MAP EPA ID/ 
REF# AGENCY ID 

c==========:2 

5 

9000052 

6 

9305503 

SITE NP.HE AND ADDRESS 

NYS PARKS & REC· SAHPSOH ST 
6096 RTE %A 

OWner Name 
OWner Address 

Discovery Date 
Sl.bstar.ce 
Medi a Affected 
Leek cause 
Leek Source 
Remediation 

TC1.IN OF VAR I CK 
4 782 ROUTE 96 

Discovery Date 
Sl.bstar.ce 
Media Affected 
Leak Cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 

: SAMPso+I STATE PARK 
: RT 414 
·DRESDEN, NY 
03/01/90 
GASOLINE (UNSPECIFIED) 
GROO!ID\IATER 
TANK FAILURE 
NON-COMMERCIAL l~DUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLE~UP COf.lPLETE 

08/03/93 
DIESEL 
GROUNDWATER 
TANK FAILURE 
NON•COHHERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE OPEN 

ROMULUS 
14541 

R~LUS 
14541 

Distance: 
Direction: 
Viste ID: 

Distance: 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 

2.97 mi. 
S\J 

366339 

1.94 mi. 
N\I 
3653964 

(C) VISTA EnvirOl'Yllental lnfor1!13tlon, Inc., 1994 for more Information call: (619) 450-6100 



MAP EPA lD / 
REF# AGENCY lD SITE HAHE AND ADDRESS 

3· 
'. 

8•416\18 

US ARMY 
SENECA ARJ4Y DEPOT ACTIVITY 

Nurber of Undergrcxm Tanks: 175 
Nurber of Aboveground Tanks: 91 

Rct!ULUS 
14541 

Distance: 0,00 mi. 
Direction: 
Vista ID: 2495496 

Contents:FUEL OIL,OTHER,UHLEADED GAS,OlESEL,KEROSENE,EHPTY, 

1 

8·118397 

4 

8·052140 

5 

8·264644 

COVERT FARMS 
5666 RT 414 

Nurber ·of.Undergrcxm Tanks: 
Nurber of Abovegrcxm Tanks: 5 
Contents:LEADEO GAS,FUEL OIL, 

SPLIT PlNE FARMS 
4685 MCGAAHE ROAD 

Nurber of Undergrolnd Tanks: 3 
Nurber of Abovegrcxm Tanks: O 
Contents:LEADED GAS,FUEL OIL, 

NYS OFFICE OF PARKS & RECREATION 
SAHPSOH STATE PARK 

Nurber of Undergrcxm Tanks: 12 
Nurber ·of Aboveground Tanks1 8 
Contents:OTHER,DI_ESEL,FUEL OIL,UNLEADEO GAS, 

Ref4ULUS 
14541 

Ref4ULUS 
14541 

R®JLUS 
14541 

Distance: 2.45 mi. 
Direction: SE 
Viste ID: 744574 

Distance: 3.80 ml. 
Of rectf on: NII 
Vista ID: 741852 

Distance: 2,97 mi. 
Direction: S\I 
Vista 10: 4122766 

CUSTOHER USE LIMITATIONS· Customer proceeds at Its own risk In choosing to rely upon VISTA services, In whole or 
part, prior to proceeding with any transaction, VISTA assunes no responsibility for the accuracy of governnent 
records, for errors occurring In conversion of data, or for customer's use of VISTA services. VISTA'S obligation 
regarding data Is solely limited to providing portions of data existing in goverrwnent records as of the date of 
each goverl"fnent l.pdate received by VISTA. 

Cc) VISTA Envirormental Information, Inc., 1994 For more Information call: (619) 450· 6100 

• 



UNMAPPABLE SITES 

Unmappable sites are environmental risk sites that cannot be geocoded, but 
can be located by zip code or city name. 

In general, a site cannot be geocoded because of inaccurate or missing 
locational information in the record provided by the agency. For many of 
these records; VISTA has corrected or added locational information by using 
U.S. Postal address validation files and proprietary Rrogral1'flling that adds 
locational information from.private industry address files. However, many 
site addresses cannot be corrected using these techniques and those sites 
cannot be mapped. 

Of the sites that cannot be mapped, VISTA identifies those that have complete 
zip code or city name information. All ungeocoded sites that have a ZIP code 
in the radius are considered for inclusion. Ungeocoded sites that do not have 
a ZIP code but do have a street name are considered for inclusion if they have 
a city in the radius. An ungeocoded record may be excluded if it can be 
determined to be outside the relevant radius searched for a particular database. 

(c) VISTA Envirormentel Information, Inc., 1994 For more information cell: (619) 450· 6100 



EPA ID / 
SITE NA.IIE AND ADDRESS VISTA ID AGENCY JD 
~---•••=----•=•---=-a•=====-------==----=-------------------=----•--==------------------------==-= ========== =----==--•--

NYSOOT BIN 4035060: RTE 96 & CAYUGA SENECA CANAL, WATERLOO 13165 3693711 

Generator Class :Generators who generate at least 1000 kg,/rnonth of non•acutely hazardous 
waste ( or 1 kg./rnonth of acutely hazardous waste). 

HYSOOT BIN 1035080: .RTE 96 OVER TKE SENECA RIVER, ~ATERLOO 13165 5190861 

Generator Class :Generators who generate at least 1000 kg,/month of non·ecutely hazardous 
waste ( or 1 kg,/month of acutely hazardous waste), 

· • • Ill" • 

HYD986966190 

NY0000234906 

Cc) VISTA Envlronnentel Information, Inc,, 1994 For more fnfonnation call: (619) 450·6100 

• 

• 

• 



EPA ID / · 
SITE NAME AND ADDRESS VISTA ID AGENCY ID 
-=========================--========--============================================c============ ===~===== .-=----===== 

NYSOEC REGIOH 8: NORTH SIDE OF ~HITE RO, VARICK 99999 4875100 

Generator Class :Generators who generate 100 kg,/month but less than 1000 kg,/month of 
non-acutely hazardous waste 

NY0000182725 

Cc) VISTA Environneotal Information, Inc., 1994 For more information call: (619) 450·6100 



EPA ID/ 
SITE NAME AND ADDRESS VISTA IO AGENCY JD 

ELMORE (~ILLIE) RESIDENCE: ROOTE 414, R<»IULUS 14541 

Owner Name 
Owner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Quantity 
Media Affected 
leak Cause 
teak Source 
Remediation 

: MARSHA & WILLIE ELMO 
: BOX 213, ROOTE 414 

R<»IULUS, NY 14541 
: 03/07/91 
: FUEL OIL #2 
: 20,00 GALLONS 
: SOIL/LANO/SAND 
: TAHK FAILURE 
: PRIVATE DWELLING 
: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP CQ4PLETE 

WILLARD PSYCHIATRIC CTR: LAUNDRY BUILDING; R<»IULUS 14541 

OWne r Name 
. OWner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Media Affeoted 
Leak Cause 
teak Source 
Remedi at I on 

WILLARD PSYCHIATRIC 

RQ4\JLUS, NY 
: 01/26/88 
: FUEL OIL #2 
: GROONOWATER 
; TANK FAILUR~ 
: NOH·CQIMERCIAL INDUSTRY 
: CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP Ca4PLETE 

WILLARD PSYCHIATRIC CTR: ROOTE 96A PMR PLANT, R<»IULUS 14541 . 

D f scovery Date : 03/23/95 
Swstance FUEL OIL #2 
,Media Affected : SOIL/LAND/SAND 
Leak Cause : TANK FAILURE 

• Leak Source : Cc»IHERCIAL INDUSTRY 
Remediation CASE OPEN 
DI scovery Date 03/20/95 
Substance GASOLINE (UNSPECIFIED) 
Media Affected SOIL/LAND/SAND 
Leak Cause TAHK FAILURE 
Leak Source COMMERCIAL INDUSTRY 
Remediation CASE OPEN 
Discovery Date 03/16/95 

(c) VISTA Envfronnental Information, Inc,, 1994 

1531487 

9012605 

2723940 

8709283 

2730737 

9200234 

For more information call: (619) 450-610D 



EPA JD / 
SITE NAHE AHO ADDRESS VISTA 10 AGENCY ID 
------------------------------------------=----============================================== ====m===== -==--===---
IIILLARD PSYCHIATRIC CTR: ROOTE 96A POWER PLAHT, R()!(ULUS 14541 

substance 
Medi e Affected 
Leak cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 

GASOLINE (UNSPECIFIED) 
GROUNDIIATER 
TANK FAILURE 
NOH·Ca-lMERCJAL INDUSTRY 
CASE OPEN 

LA.HOREAUX/QUIHH: ROUTE 414 , R()!(ULUS 14541 

owner Heme 
Owner Address 

Dfscovery Date 
Substance 
Hedia Affected 

. Leak Cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 

LAJo!OREAUX/QUJNN 
229 HAIN STREET 
TRUHAIISBURG HY 14B80 
11/19/87 
GASOLINE (UNSPECIFIED) 
GROUNDIIATER 
TAHK FAILURE 
Ca-lMERCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEAIIUP ca-lPLETE 

SENECA COOHTY HGIIY DEPT: SENECA ~OOHTY HM DiPT, R~LUS 14541 

owner Name SENECA COUNTY HM D 
Owner Address 

Discovery Date 
Substance 
Media Affected 
Leak Cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 

R~LUS MY 
11/13/87 
GASOLINE (UNSPECIFIED) 
GR<XJND\IATER 
TANK FAILURE 
NOH•cat4!:RCIAL INDUSTRY 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP ca-lPLETE 

DONALD BAKER RESIDENCE: HAHNEL ROAD, RCHJLUS 14541 

owner Name 
Owner Address 

Substance 
Medi a Affected 

DONALD BAKER RESIDEN 
HAHNEL RD 
R()!(ULUS HY 
KEROSENE 
GROUNDWATER 

(c) VISTA Envirormental Information, Joe., 1994 

2730737 

2733189 

8707060 

2736219 

8706927 

5418957 

7980115 

For more information call: (619) 450·6100 



EPA ID / 
SITE NAME AND ADDRESS VISTA 10 AGENCY ID 

DONALD BAICER RESIDENCE: HAHNEL ROAD, R®JLUS 14541 

Leak Cause 
Leak Source 
Remediation 

TANK FAILURE 
PRIVATE DllELLING 
CASE CLOSED/CLEANUP calPLETE 

(c) VISTA Envlrormental Information, Inc,, 1994 

5418957 

For more Information cell: (619) 450-610D 



EPA ID/ 
SITE NAME ANO ADDRESS VISTA ID AGENCY ID 

AUBURN SLF (C): ' 

Faci l I ty Status 
\laste Type 1 
OWner Name 
OWner Address 

APPLEiOH T,S.: , 

Facility Status 
\laste Type 1 

OWner Name 
OWner Address 

CANANDAIGUA (T) R.T. #1: , 

Facil lty Status 
\laste Type 1 
OWner llame 
OWner Address 

CMIANOAIGUA CC) R. TRAIIS.: , 

Facil lty Status 
\laste Type 1 
OWner Name 

. , 

owner Address 

SENECA,\IAYNE,YATES COUNT 

facility Type 
Facility Status 

: INACTIVE 
: RESIDENTIAL 

CITY OF AUBURN 

: ACTIVE 
: RESIDENTIAL 

APPLETON DISPOSAL SE 

: ACTIVE 
: RESIDENTIAL 

TOIIN OF CAIIANOAIGUA 

: ACTIVE 
: RESIOENTlAL 

CITY OF CAIIAHDAIGUA 

: INCINERATOR 
: INACTIVE 

(c) VISTA EnvlrONOOntal Information, Inc., 1994 

3502176 

06S01 

~502196 

62R01 

3502244 

, 35R13 

3502245 

35R12 

3~86 

For more Information call: (619) 450·6100 



EPA JO / 
SITE NAME AJID ~DRESS VISTA ID AGENCY IO 

AUBURN SLF NO, 2 (C): ' 

Facility Status 
1./aste Type 1 
OWner Nmne 
OWner Address 

LOCKWOOO ASH OISP SITE: , 

Facility Status 
1./aste Type 1 
owner Name 
Owner Address 

SUPERlOR DJSP, T,S.: , 

Facility Status 
1,/aste Type 1 
OWner Name 
Owner Address 

BRILLO LANDFILL: , 

Facility Status 
OWner Name 
Owner Address 

CANANDAIGUA C & D SITE: , 

facility status 
1,/aste Type 1 

: ACTIVE 
: RESIDENTIAL 

CITY Of AUBURN 

: ACTIVE 
: BOTTOM ASH 

NYS ELECTRIC & GAS C 

: ACTIVE 
: RESIDENTIAL 

RICHARO SEYMOUR 

INACTIVE 
JOSEPH SR ILLO 

: INACTIVE 
: CONSTRUCTION/DEMO 

(c) VISTA Envlrormental Information, Inc., 1994 

4898076 

06S14 

4898207 

62N01, 

5156807 

50T01 

5619479 

06S13 

5619523 

35001 

For more Information call: (619) 450·6100 



EPA 10 / 
SITE IIAHE AND ADDRESS VISTA 10 AGEIICY JD 

CANAfl0AIGUA SLF (T): 

Facility Status 
Owner N 8fflE! 
OWner Address 

ONTARIO CO, #2: 

Facility Status 
owner Name 
Owner Address 

TAANSELCO INC . : 

VICTORY SLF: 

VARICK LF 

Facfl fty Status 

facility Status 

(T): 

Fac!l i ty Status 
OWner Name 
Owner Address 

INACTIVE 
TM OF CANANDAIGUA 

INACTIVE 
OHTARIO COUNTY EHV Q 

: INACTIVE 

: INACTIVE 

INACTIVE 
VARICK 

RCMILUS lf CT): T0',111 HALL,' Rott.lLUS 14541 

Facility Status 
Owner Harne 
owner Address 

INACTIVE 
T0',/11 OF RCfflJLUS 

Cc) VISTA Envirormental Jnfonnatloo, Inc., 1994 

5619524 

35S03 

5619806 

35S17 

5619922 

62S7D 

5619934 

06510 

5619941 

50s1o 

5620651 

50S06 

For more !nformatioo call: (619) 450-610D 



EPA ID/ 
SITE NAHE AND ADDRESS VISTA ID AGENCY ID 

SENECA COUNTY: HIGH~AY DEPARTMENT, ROHULUS 14541 

Nuiber of Undergrcxmd Tanks: 5 
Nuiber of Abovegrcxmd-Tanks: 1 
Contents:UNLEA.DEO GAS,DIESEL,FUEL OIL, 

NYS OFFICE OF PARKS REC HIST PRES: SENECA LAKE STATE PARK, GENEVA 14456 

Nuiber of Undergrcxmd Tanks: 3 
Contents:FUEL OIL,UNLEADED GAS,DIESEL, 

TRY·US FOOO & FUEL: SMITH IIEATHERBY INC, ROHJLUS 14541 

Nuiber of UndergrOll'ld Tanks: 7 
Contents:UNLEADED GAS,EMPTY,. 

TOW!I Of VARICK: HIGH~AY GARAGE, ROHJLUS 14541 

Nurber of Underground Tanks: 3 
Huiber of AbovegrOll'ld Tanks: 5 
Contents:UNLEADED GAS,DIESEL,FUEL OIL, 

3634109 

8-052833 

3936085 

8·501352 

4122786 

8·102318 

8·426350 

CUSTOMER USE LIMITATIONS - Customer proceeds at Its own risk In choosing to rely upon VISTA services, in whole or 
in part, prior to proceeding with any transaction. VISTA assunes no responsibility for the accuracy of governnent 
records, for-~rrors occurring in conversion of data, or for customer's use of VISTA services. VISTA'• obligation 
regarding data is solely limited to provldl09 portions of data existing In goverrrnent records ae of the date of 
each goverrment update received by VISTA. · 

(c) VISTA EnvirOl'Wnental lnfOM118t!on, Inc,, 1994 For more information call: (619) 450•6100 



DESCRIPTION OF DATABASES SEARCHED 

Below are general descriptions and search parameters of the federal and state databases that VISTA searches for the 
~ational Radius Repon. 

FEDERAL DATABASES 

Please check the •Summary of Environ.mental Rlsks Found• matru on the cover of this profile to determine the specific 
dates of the federal databases searched for this profile. 

U.S. EPA: NPL 

The National Priorities List (NPL) is the EPA's database of uncontrolled or abandoned haz.ardous waste sites identified 
for priority remedial action under the Superfund Program. A site, to be included on the NPL, must either meet or 
surpass a predetermined hazard ranking systems score, or be chosen as a state's top-priority site, or meet all three of 
the fol~owing criteria: 

1) The US Department of Health and Human Services issues a health advisory recommending that people be 
removed from the site to avoid exposure. 

2) The EPA determines that the site represents a significant threat. 
3) The EPA determines that remedial action is more cost-effective than removal action. 

U.S. EPA: CERCLIS 

The CERCLIS List is a compilation by the EPA of the sites which the EPA has investigated or is currently investigating 
for a release or threatened release of hazardous substances pursuant to the Comprehensive Environmental Response,· 
Compensation and Liability Act of 1980 (CERCLA or Superfund Act). · 

· . U.S. EPA: RCRA (RCRIS/HWDMS) 

The EPA's Resource Conservatlon and Recovery Act (RCRA) Program identifies and tracks hazardous waste from the 
point of generation to the point of disposal. Toe RCRA Facilities database is a compilation by the EPA of reponing 
facilities that generate, transpoz:t, treat, store or dispose of hazardous waste. · 

U.S. EPA: ERNS 

The Emergency Response Notification System (BRNS) is a national database used fo collect information on reponed 
accidental releases of oil and hazardous substances. Toe database contains information from spill reports made to 
federal authorities including the EPA, the US Coast Guard, the National Response Center and the Department of 
Transportation. 

STATE DATABASES 

Please check the "Databases Searched" to determine if the following type of databases are available from VISTA for 
the state in which the subject property of this repon is located. Please note that if the Summary does not list one of 
the following databases, it is not currently available. You may also determine the specific names and dates of the 
databases searched for thls profile in the summary. 

STATE:SPL 

Toe State Priority List'is a generic name for databases maintained by many states that contain sites considered to be 
actually or potentially contaminated and presenting a possible threat to human health and the environment. These 
sites are generally listed by the state to warn the public or as a part of an investigation and cleanup program managed 
by the state. 

STATE:LUST 

This is a database maintained by state or local agencies of known or suspected leaking underground storage tanks. 

STATE:UST 

This is a database maintained by state or local agencies of registered underground storage tanks. 

STATE: SWLF 

This is a database maintained by state or local agencies of Solid Waste Landfills, Incinerators, and transfer stations. 
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DESCRIPTION OF DATABASES SEARCHED 

Below are general descriptions and search parameters of the federal and state databases that V1ST A searches for the 
National Radius Report. 

FEDERAL DATABASES 

Please check the "Summary of Environmental Risks Found" matrix on the cover of this profile to determine the spedfic 
dates of the federal databases searched for this profile. 

U.S. EPA: NPL 

The National Priorities List (NPL) is the EPA's database of uncontrolled or abandoned hazardous waste sites identified 
for priority remedial action under the Superfund Program. A site, to be included on the NPL, must either meet or 
surpass a predetermined hazard ranking systems score, or be chosen as a state's top-priority site, or meet all three of . 
the following criteria: 

I) The US Department of Health and Human Services issues a health advisory recommending that people be 
removed from the site to avoid exposure, 

2) The EPA determines that the site represents a significant threat. 
3) The EPA determines that remedial action is more cost-effective than removal action . 

U.S. EPA: CERCLIS 

The CBRCLIS List is a compilation by the EPA of the sites which the EPA has investigated or is currently investigati.Qg 
for a release or threatened releMC of hazardous substances pursuant to the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation and Liability Act of 1980 (CERCLA or Superfund Act). 

U.S. EPA: RCRA (RCRIS/HWDMS) 

The EPA's Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Program identifies and tracks hazardous waste from the 
point of generation to the point of disposal. The RCRA Facilities database is a compilation by the EPA of reporting 
facilities that generate, transport, treat, store or dispose of hazardous waste. · 

U.S. EPA: ERNS 

The Emergency Response Notification System (ERNS) is a national database used to collect information on reporte4 
accidental releases of oil and hazardous substances. The database contains information from spill reports made to 
federal authorities includi,ng the EPA, the US Coast Guard, the National Response Center and the Department of 
Transportation. 

SfATE DATABASES 

Please check the • Databases Searched• to determine lf the following type of databases are available from VISTA for 
the state in which the subject property of this report is located. Please note that if the Summary does not list one of 
the following databases, it ls not currently available. You may also determine the specific names and dates of the 
databases.searched for this profile in the summary. 

SfATE:SPL 

'lbe State Priority List ls a generic name for databases maintained by many states that contain sites considered to be 
actually or potentially contaminated and presenting a possible threat to human health and the environment. These 
sites are generally listed by the state to warn the public or as a part of an investigation and cleanup program managed 
by the state. 

Sl'ATE:LUSf 

this is a database maintained by state or local agencies of known or suspected leaking underground storage tanks. 

STATE:usr 
this is a database maintained by state or local agencies of registered underground storage tanks. 

STATE: SWLF 

this is a database maintained by state or local agencies of Solid Waste Landfills, Incinerators, and transfer stations. 
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Certification 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the controls employed at the Controlled Property are 
unchanged from the time of implementation or that any changes to the controls employed at the 
Cont:i"olled Property were approved by USEP A and NYSDEC or otherwise documented in this 
report, and that nothing has occuned that would impair the ability of such control to protect the 
public health and environment or constitute a violation or failure to comply with the intent of the 
Remedial Design for such controls and giving access to such £trolled Property to evaluate 
continued maintenance of such controls. -

Shane Blauvelt, P.E 
NYPE # 087673-1 

Approved for Submittal 

BA TT AGLIA.RANDALL.W.1228 
816724 
Randy Battaglia, PMP 

Date 

Digitally signed by BA TT AGLIA.RANDALL.W.12288 16724 

DN: c=US, o=U.5. Government, ou=DoD, ou=PKI, ou=USA, 
cn=_BA TT AG LI A.RANDALL.W.1228816724 
Date: 2017.11.13 07:10:13 -05'00' 

Date · 
Seneca AD BRAC Environmental Coordinator 
USA CE - New York District 
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Disposal Area 
SEAD-44A: Quality Assurance Test Laboratory 
SEAD-44B: Quality Assurance Test Laboratory 
SEAD-52: Building 608 and 612 Ammunition Breakdown Area 
SEAD-62: Nicotine Sulfate Disposal Area near Building 606 and 612 
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Appendix U SEAD 64C Garbage Disposal Area 

Other SEADs with LUC requirements (Appendix V-AB) 
Appendix V SEAD-13 - Inhibited Red Fuming Nitric Acid (IRFNA) 
Appendix W SEAD-41 - Building 718 Boiler Blowdown Leaching Pit 
Appendix X SEAD-64B - Garbage Disposal Area 
Appendix Y SEAD-64D - Garbage Disposal Area 
Appendix Z Ash Landfill Operable Unit (SEADs 3, 6, 8, 14, and 15) 
Appendix AA Airfield Parcel (SEAD-122B - Airfield Small Arms Range and SEAD-

122E Plane Deicing Area) 
Appendix AB SEAD-12 - Radioactive Waste Burial Sites 

Other SEADs with RODs, but no LUC requirements 
Appendix AC SEAD-23 - Open Burning Ground 

Attachment 1 

Attachment 2 

Attachment 3 

Attachment 4 

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

Photo Logs (Site-specific and included in each Appendix) 

Site Inspection Checklist (Site-specific and included in each Appendix) 

Cleanup Levels, Toxicity and Risk Evaluation 

Response to Comments 
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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS 

AOC 

AQCR 

APCD 

ARAR 
Army 

AWQS 

BRA 

BRAC 

BTEX 

CCR 

CERCLA 

CERFA 

cis-DCE 

CLP 

coc 
COPCs 

cPAH 

CTE 

DoD 

DPW 

DRMO 

EBS 

EPC 

ESI 

FFA 

FS 

Ft. 

FYR 
HI 

IC 

IRFNA 

LDR 

LRA 

LSP 

LTM 

LTTD 

LUC 

MCL 

Areas of Concern 

Air Quality Control Region 

Air Pollution Control Device 

Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirement 

U.S. Army 

Ambient Water Quality Standards 

Baseline risk assessment 

Base Realignment and Closure 

benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylene 

Construction Completion Report 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act 
Community Environmental Response Facilitation Act 

cis-dichloroethylene 

Contract Laboratory Program 

Contaminant of Concern 

Contaminant of Potential Concern 

Carcinogenic Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons 

Central tendency exposure 

Department of Defense 

Department of Public Works 

Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office 

Environmental Baseline Survey 

Exposure point concentration 

Expanded site investigation 

Federal Facilities Agreement 

feasibility study 

feet 

Five-Year Review 

Hazard Index 

Institutional controls 

Inhibited Red-Fuming Nitric Acid 

Landfill Disposal Restrictions 

Local Redevelopment Authority 

Limited Sampling Program 

Long Term Monitoring 

Low Temperature Thermal Desorption 

Land Use Control 

Maximum contaminant level 
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NA 

NFA 

NGVD 1929 

NCP 

NCFL 

NTCRA 

NPL 
NY 

NYCRR 

NYS 

NYSDEC 

OB 

OE 

OSWER 

OU 

PAH 

Parsons 

PCB 

PFAS 

PID 

QA 

RA 

RAO 

RCRA 

RD 
RDR 
RI 

RME 

ROD 

RSL 

SAR 

SEDA 

SCIDA 

sco 
SI 

SLERA 

SRI 

SWMUs 

sow 

No Action 

No Further Action 

National Geodetic Ve1tical Datum 

National Contingency Plan 

Non-Combustible Fill Landfill 

Non-Time Critical Removal Action 

National Priorities List 

New York 

New York State Codes, Rules and Regulations 

New York State 

Five-Year Review 

New York State Department of Environmental 
Conservation 

Open Burning 

Ordnance and Explosives 

Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response 

Operable Unit 

Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbon 

Parsons Government Services 

Polychlorinated biphenyl 

Perfluroalkyl substances 

Planned Industrial/Office Development Warehousing 
Area 

quality assurance 

Remedial action 

Remedial Action Objectives 

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 

Remedial Design 

Remedial Design Repo1t 

Remedial investigation 

Reasonable maximum exposure 

Record of Decision 

Regional Screening Level 

Small Arms Range 

Seneca Army Depot Activity 

Seneca County Industrial Development Agency 

Soil Cleanup Objective 

Site Investigation 

Screening level ecological risk assessment 

Supplemental Remedial Investigation 

Solid Waste Management Units 

Statement of work 
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svoc 
TAGM 

TAL 

TCE 

TCL 

TCLP 

TCRA 

TPH 

TSDF 

UCL 

USACE 

USEPA 

uxo 
vc 
voe 
ZVI 

Semi Volatile Organic Compounds 

Technical and Administrative Guidance Memorandum 

Target analyte list 

Trichloroethylene 

Target compound list 

Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure 

Time critical removal action 

total petroleum hydrocarbons 

Treatment, storage, and disposal facility 

Upper Confidence Limit 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

unexploded ordnance 

Vinyl Chloride 

Volatile Organic Compounds 

Zero-Valence Iron 

Five-Year Review 
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Five-Year Review Summary Form 

SITE IDENTIFICATION 

Site Name: Seneca Army Depot 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Lead agency: Other Federal Agency 
[If "Other Federal Agency", enter Agency name]: U.S. Army 

Author name (Federal or State Project Manager): U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

Author affiliation: 

Review period: 9/1/2011 to 9/1/2016 

Date of site inspection: 6/1/2015 and 6/2/2015 

Type of review: Post-SARA 

Review number: 2(second) 

Triggering action date: N/ A 

Due date (five years after triggering action date); NI A 

Seneca Army Depot Activity (SEDA) is organized into six areas which have common or similar land 

use and Land Use Controls (LUC). The LUC objectives are summarized in each section below as 

defined in the applicable Record of Decision (ROD) for each AOC. The six areas and the AOCs 

within them are organized as follows: 

• Planned Industrial/Office Deve lopment (PID) and Warehousing Area: SEADs 1, 2, 5, 16, 

17, 25,26,27,39,40,59, 64A, 66,67, 71 , 121C, and 1211 

• Prison Area: SEADs 43, 44A, 44B, 52, 56, 62, 64C, and 69; 

• Airfield Parcel: SEADs 122B and 122E; 
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• Ash Landfill Operable Unit: SEADs 3, 6, 8, 14, and 15; 

• North End Institutional Area: SEAD-41; and 

• Other Areas: SEADs 12, 13, 64B and 64D. 

SEDA consists of 22 Operable Units (OU) and 84 SEADs or Areas of Concern (AOCs). 

Historically, the remedial approach was targeted at individual or groups of AOCs and not by the 

OU designation. Each AOCs OU is shown in Table 3 of the Five-Year Review. For consistency 

with the historical designations used throughout the site and remedial investigation documents, 

construction completion reports, and RODs, the issues/recommendations and protectiveness 

statements are per AOC instead of per OU. 

Issues/Recommendations 

OU(s) without Issues/Recommendations Identified in the Five-Year Review: 

No issues were identified for AOCs within the Pill/Warehousing Area, Prison Area, Airfield 

Parcel, Ash Landfill, North End Institutional Area, and SEADs 12, 13, 64B and 64D during this 

Five-Year Review that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

The Army has the following recommendations: 

• Continue the implementation of LU Cs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

In addition, the following are recommendations that impact monitoring, but do not affect current 
protectiveness and were identified during the five-year review: 

• At SEAD-16/17, the Army proposes to conclude annual groundwater LTM. The wells will 

not be decommissioned at this time in the event that sampling of emergent contaminants is 

necessary or reevaluation of the site during the 2021 five-year review. 

• At SEAD-25, the Army proposes to conclude annual groundwater LTM. The wells will not 

be decommissioned at this time in the event that sampling of emergent contaminants is 

necessary or reevaluation of the site during the 2021 five-year review. 

• At SEAD-23 (OB Grounds), the Army proposes to terminate annual groundwater LTM. 

The wells will not be decommissioned at this time in the event that sampling of emergent 

contaminants is necessary or reevaluation of the site during the 2021 five-year review. Soil 

cover inspections will continue and be performed as part of annual LUC inspections. A 

review of the continued soil cover inspections will be provided in the third Five-Year 

Review in 2021. 

• At SEAD-25, SEAD-26, and SEAD-122E, the EPA requested that the Army sample for 
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emerging contaminants. The Army has agreed to sample for perfluorinated chemicals at 

these three AOCs within SEDA where former fire training activities were conducted. 

Operable Unit: 
See Appendices 

Protectiveness Statement: 

Protectiveness Statement(s) 

Protectiveness Determination: 
See Appendices 

Addendum Due Date 
(if applicable): 
See Appendices 

Based upon the review of the CERCLA sites at the former SEDA conducted by the Army, it 
has been determined that the remedies selected for the LUC/IC and LTM sites at the former 
SEDA remain protective of human health and the environment. 

The remedy implemented for the AOCs included in the PID Warehousing Areas, Prison Area, 
Airfield Parcel, Ash Landfill Operable Unit, North End Institutional Area, and SEAD-12, 
SEAD-13, SEAD-64B, and SEAD-64D is protective of the environment and protects human 
health. Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors 
from source area contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 

Sitewide Protectiveness Statement 

Protectiveness Determination: Addendum Due Date (if applicable): 
NIA NIA 

Protectiveness Statement: 
NIA 
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1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This is the second Five-Year Review (FYR) for the former Seneca Army Depot Activity (SEDA) Site 

located in Romulus, New York (Figure 1). The purpose of this FYR is to review information to 

determine if the remedies are and will continue to be protective of human health and the environment. 

The triggering action for this statutory FYR was the completion of the first FYR in September 2011. 

This review found that the Operable Units (OUs) remedies are functioning as intended by the Decision 

Documents, and are protective of human health and the environment. The exposure assumptions, toxicity 

data, cleanup levels, and remedial action objectives (RAOs) used at the time of the signature of the 

Record of Decision (ROD) are still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway, in the 

physical conditions of the site since completion of the remedial action activities, and in the 

implementation of LUCs that would affect the protectiveness of the remedies. In addition, as of June 

2016, future land use has changed in the town of Varick. North of County Road 132 (Colonel's road on 

the Depot and between B block and C block of igloos) will be designated as Conservation. The primary 

planned use for the area south of County Road 132, in the "Conservation/Recreation" area, will be 

farming. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

Parsons Government Services (Parsons), in consultation with the U.S. Army (Army), conducted this FYR 

pursuant to Section 121 ( c) of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability 

Act (CERCLA) of 1980, as amended, Section 300.430 (f) (4) (ii) of the National Oil and Hazardous 

Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP) and Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response 

(OSWER) Directive 9355.7-03B-P (June 2001). The purpose of a FYR is to evaluate the implementation 

and performance of a remedy in order to determine if the remedy is or will be protective of human health 

and the environment. Protectiveness is generally defined in the NCP by the risk range and the hazard 

index (HI). The risk range and HI are estimated to determine the incremental probably of an individual 

developing health effects (carcinogenic or non-carcinogenic) over a lifetime because of exposure to a 

chemical of concern. Evaluation of the remedy and the determination of protectiveness should be based 

on and sufficiently supported by the data and observations. The FYR is required because hazardous 

substances, pollutants, or contaminants remain at the site above levels that allow for unlimited use and 

unrestricted exposure. This document will become part of the Administrative Record for the former 

SEDA Site. 

The CERCLA sites will be reviewed individually within subgroups organized as follows : 

• Land-Use Control (LUC)/Institutional Control (IC) and Long-Term Monitoring and Maintenance 

(L TMM) Sites, and 

• Pre-ROD Sites: Sites with RODs pending or planned. 

In 1995, SEDA was designated for closure under the Department of Defense's (DoD's) Base Realignment 

and Closure (BRAC) process. To address employment and economic impacts associated with the SEDA's 

closure, the Seneca County Board of Supervisors established the Seneca Army Depot Local 
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Redevelopment Authority (LRA) in October 1995. The primary responsibility assigned to the LRA was to 

prepare a plan for redevelopment of the SEDA property. Following a comprehensive planning process, a 

Reuse Plan and Implementation Strategy for Seneca Army Depot was completed and adopted by the LRA 

on October 8, 1996. The Seneca County Board of Supervisors subsequently approved this Reuse Plan on 

October 22, 1996. In 2005, after it had acquired portions of the former Depot from the Army, the Seneca 

County Industrial Development Agency (SCIDA) changed the planned use of land in many portions of 

the Depot. Figure 2 depicts the intended future land uses for SEDA, as modified by the SCIDA. 

The CERCLA Sites requiring a FYR are provided in Table 1 and a site chronology is presented in Table 

2. A listing of all historic areas of concern (AOCs) that have been subject of CERCLA investigations at 

the Depot and their current deposition is provided in Table 3. 

SEDA consists of 22 OUs and 84 SEADs or Areas of Concern (AOCs) . Historically, the RODs generally 

combined AOCs by OU and added NA/NFA Sites based on timing; however, the remedial approach was 

targeted at individual or groups of AOCs and not by the OU designation. Each AOCs OU is shown in 

Table 3 of the FYR. For consistency with the historical designations used throughout the site and 

remedial investigation documents, Construction Completion Reports (CCR), and RODs, the 

issues/recommendations and protectiveness statements are per AOC instead of per OU. 

As of the date of this Repo1t, RODs have been signed for 76 out of84 AOCs at SEDA. AOCs with signed 

RODs are listed in Table 1. Consistent with CERCLA requirements, a five-year statutory review is 

required for a site with a ROD signed on or after October 17, 1986 if upon completion of the remedial 

action, hazardous substances, pollutants, or contaminants will remain on site. Of the 76 AOCs, four 

AOCs were delisted from the NPL in 1998 to due reuse initiatives; SEAD-50 and SEAD-54 were delisted 

for a sheriffs office, and SEAD-24 and SEAD-58 were delisted for a planned ethanol plant. As such, this 

document provides a FYR for the 38 AOCs listed in Table 1 that require a FYR. Of the remaining 44 

AOCs, 38 (40 sites, SEAD-65A, B, and C) AOCs have been closed with a No Action (NA) or No Further 

Action (NF A) determination and are not addressed in this review (Parsons, 2003). There are six OUs that 

currently are under assessment and do not have signed RODs as of the date of this FYR. Although the 

signed ROD for SEAD-23 does not have established LUCs, the ROD specifies Operations and 

Maintenance requirements, and therefore, SEAD-23 was inspected as part of this FYR. 

3.0 REPORT STRUCTURE 

The report is organized such that general information and summary statements common to all the AOCs 

are contained in the main body of the report. Each AOC with LUC requirements is detailed in a dedicated 

appendix. The appendices are organized into six areas which have common or similar land use and LUCs. 

The six areas and the AOCs within them are organized as follows: 

• Appendices A through O - Planned Industrial/Office Development (PID) and Warehousing Area: 

SEADs 1, 2, 5, 16, 17, 25, 26, 27, 39, 40, 59, 64A, 66, 67, 71, 121C, and 121I; 

• Appendices P through U - Prison Area: SEADs 43, 44A, 44B, 52, 56, 62, 64C, and 69; 

• Appendix V, X, Y, and AB - Other Areas: SEADs 13, 64B and 64D, 23, and 12; 
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• Appendix W - North End Institutional Area: SEAD-41; 

• Appendix Z - Ash Landfill Operable Unit: SEADs 3, 6, 8, 14, and 15; and 

• Appendix AA - Airfield Parcel: SEADs 122B and 122E. 

Each appendix reviews the area-specific background information, basis for taking action, summary of 

remedial actions, and technical assessment for the applicable AOC(s). The structure of the appendices are 

as follows: 

I .0 Area Specific Background Information 

1.1 History of Contamination 

1.2 Initial Response 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

1.3 .1 Contaminants of Concern 

1.3 .2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

2.0 Remedial Actions 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

3.0 Progress Since Last Five-Year Review 

3.1 Recommendations 

3 .2 Progress on Recommendations 

4.0 Five-Year Review Process 

4.1 Document Review 

4.2 Data Review 

4.3 Site Inspection 

4.4 Interviews 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

5.0 Technical Assessment 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

5 .5 Protectiveness Statement 

In each appendix, the FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and completed FYR site 

inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. Table 4 presents the photo log captions briefly 

describing the subject of the photographs, and if there have been any changes to the site as documented in 

the photo that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. Figure 3 identifies the CERCLA sites 
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reviewed in the FYR with the corresponding LUCs or ICs required by the RODs or are expected to be 

required (for sites currently awaiting ROD issuance). 

4.0 GENERAL BACKGROUND 

4.1 Physical Characteristics 

SEDA is located approximately 40 miles south of Lake Ontario, near Romulus, New York (NY) as shown 

in Figure 1. The Depot lies immediately west of the Town of Romulus, NY, 12 miles south of the 

villages of Waterloo and Seneca Falls, and 2.5 miles north of the Town of Ovid, NY. The two closest 

major cities are Rochester, NY, which is located approximately 60 miles northwest, and Syracuse, NY, 

which is located approximately 60 miles northeast. Prior to the acquisition of the land by SEDA in 1941, 

the property was privately owned and was used principally as homesteads and for agriculture. 

SEDA is located in an uplands area, where the elevation ranges from approximately 600 feet (ft.) National 

Geodetic Vertical Datum (NGVD 1929) along the western boundary of the Depot to nearly 760 feet 

NGVD 1929 in the central portion of the eastern boundary. The uplands area where SEDA is located 

forms a divide separating two of the New York Finger Lakes: Cayuga Lake on the east and Seneca Lake 

on the west. Sparsely populated farmland covers most of the surrounding area. New York State Highways 

96 and 96A border SEDA to the east and west, respectively. Figure 4 presents an aerial view of SEDA. 

Pleistocene age (Wisconsin event, 20,000 years ago) glacial till deposits overlies the shale. SEDA lies on the 

western edge of a large glacial till plain between Seneca Lake and Cayuga Lake. The till matrix, the result of 

glaciations, varies locally but generally consists of horizons of unsorted silt, clay, sand, and gravel. The soils 

at SEDA contain varying amounts of inorganic clays, inorganic silts, and silty sands. In the central and 

eastern portions of SEDA, the till is thin and bedrock is exposed or within 3 feet of the surface. The 

thickness of the glacial till deposits at SEDA generally ranges from 1 to 15 feet. 

Darien silt-loam soils, Q to 18 inches thick, have developed over Wisconsin age glacial tills. These soils are 

developed on glacial till where they overlie the shale. In general, the topographic relief associated with these 

soils is from 3 to 8 percent(%). 

A cool climate exists at SEDA with temperatures ranging from an average of 23°F in January to 69°F in 

July. Marked temperature differences are found between daytime highs and nighttime lows during the 

summer and portions of the transitional seasons. Precipitation is well distributed, averaging approximately 3 

inches per month. This precipitation is derived principally from cyclonic storms, which pass from the 

interior of the county tlu·ough the St. Lawrence Valley. Seneca, Cayuga, and Ontario Lakes provide a 

significant amount of the winter precipitation and moderate the local climate. The annual average snowfall 

is approximately 100 inches. Wind velocities are moderate, but during the winter months, there are 

numerous days with sufficient winds to cause blowing and drifting snow. The most frequently occurring 

wind directions are westerly and west southwesterly. 

SEDA is located in the Genesee-Finger Lakes Air Quality Control Region (AQCR). The AQCR is 

designated as non-attainment for ozone and attainment or unclassified for all other criteria pollutants . Data 

for the existing air quality in the area that surrounds the SEDA cannot be obtained since the nearest state air 
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quality stations (Rochester of Monroe County or Syracuse of Onondaga County) are 40 to 50 miles away 

from the Depot and are not representative of the conditions at SEDA. A review of the data for Rochester, 

which is in the same AQCR as the SEDA, indicates that all monitored pollutants (sulfur dioxide, 

particulates, carbon monoxide, lead, and ozone) are below state and federal limits, with the exception of 

ozone. In 1987, the maximum ozone concentration observed in Rochester was 0.127 parts per million 

(ppm); however, this value is not representative of the SEDA area which is a more rural environment. 

4.2 Site Geology/Hydrogeology 

The Finger Lakes uplands area is underlain by a broad north-to-south trending series of rock terraces 

mantled by glacial till. As part of the Appalachian Plateau, the region is underlain by a tectonically 

undisturbed sequence of Paleozoic rocks consisting of shale, sandstone, conglomerate, limestone, and 

dolostone. In the vicinity of SEDA, Devonian age (approximately 385 million years ago) rocks of the 

Hamilton Group are monoclinally folded and dip gently to the south. The Hamilton Group is a sequence 

of limestone, calcareous shale, siltstone, and sandstone. 

SEDA geology is characterized by gray Devonian shale with a thin weathered zone where it contacts the 

overlying mantle of Pleistocene glacial till. This stratigraphy is consistent over the entire SEDA facility. The 

predominant surficial geologic unit present at the site is dense glacial till. The till is distributed across the 

entire facility and ranges in thickness from less than 2 feet to as much as 15 feet although it is generally only 

a few feet thick. The till is generally characterized by brown to gray-brown silt, clay and fine sand with few 

fine-to-coarse gravel-sized inclusions of weathered shale. Larger diameter weathered shale clasts (as large as 

6-inches in diameter) are more prevalent in basal portions of the till. 

The bedrock underlying the Site is composed of the Ludlowville Formation of the Devonian age, 

Hamilton Group. Regionally, the bedrock is vertically jointed in three predominant directions: northeast, 

north-northwest, and east-northeast (Mozola, 1951; Merin, 1992). The Hamilton Group is a gray-black, 

calcareous shale that is fissile and exhibits parting ( or separation) along bedding planes. 

Regionally, four distinct hydrologic units have been identified within Seneca County (Mozola, 1951). 

These include two distinct shale formations, a series of limestone units, and unconsolidated beds of 

Pleistocene glacial drift. Overall, the groundwater in the county is very hard, and therefore, the quality is 

minimally acceptable for use as potable water. 

Regionally, the water table aquifer of the unconsolidated surficial glacial deposits of the region would be 

expected to flow in a direction consistent with the ground surface elevations. Geologic cross-sections from 

Seneca Lake and Cayuga Lake have been constructed by the State of New York, (Mozola, 1951, and Crain, 

1974). The geologic cross-sections suggest that a groundwater divide exists approximately half way 

between the two Finger Lakes. SEDA is located on the western slope of this divide and therefore regional 

groundwater flow is expected to be primarily westward towards Seneca Lake. Local hydrogeology is 

overall consistent with the regional hydrogeology. 

Surface drainage from SEDA flows to five primary creeks (see Figure 2). In the southern portion of the 

Depot, the surface drainage flows through man-made drainage ditches and streams into Indian and Silver 

Creeks. These creeks then merge and flow into Seneca Lake just south of the SEDA airfield. The central 
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part and the administration area of the SEDA drain into Kendaia Creek. Kendaia Creek flows in a 

predominant westerly direction, and discharges into Seneca Lake at a location north of Pontius Point and the 

SEDA' s former Lake Shore Housing Area. The majority of the northwestern and north-central po1tion of the 

SEDA drains into Reeder Creek. Reeder Creek flows predominantly northwesterly and leaves the Depot at a 

point that is n01th of the Open Detonation Area (i.e., SEAD-45) and west of the former Weapons Storage 

Area or the "Q" before it turns to the west and flows into Seneca Lake. The n01theastern p01tion of the 

Depot, which includes a marshy area called the Duck Pond, drains into Kendig Creek and then flows north 

into the Cayuga-Seneca Canal and to Cayuga Lake. Other minor creeks are also present and drain po1tions 

of the Depot. 

4.3 Land and Resource Use 

In October 1995, the SEDA was designated for closure under the DoD's 1995 BRAC process. As part of 

the BRAC process, the Army commissioned an Environmental Baseline Survey (EBS) of the Depot. 

Under the EBS, all of the property identified as subject to transfer or lease at the facility was classified 

into one of the seven standard environmental conditions of prope1ty area types as defined by the 

Community Environmental Response Facilitation Act (CERF A) guidance and the DoD BRAC Cleanup 

Plan Guidebook. This was achieved by identifying, characterizing, and documenting the obviousness of 

the presence or likely presence of a release or a threatened release of a hazardous substance or petroleum 

product associated with the historical and current use of SEDA. Areas that were designated as Category 1, 

2, 3, or 4 under the CERF A process were suitable for transfer or lease, subject to consideration of the 

qualifiers . Areas that were designated as Category 5, 6, or 7 were not suitable for transfer, pending further 

investigation and remediation, as may be needed. The complete details of the EBS are summarized in the 

document U.S. Army Base Realignment and Closure 95 Program; Environmental Baseline Survey 

Report, Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York (Woodward-Clyde Federal Services, 1997). 

At the completion of the EBS, 113 BRAC parcels of land were identified and classified within the 10,634 

acre Depot. Of the total area, approximately 8,690 acres were found to be suitable for lease or transfer (as 

designated by Categories I through 4), while the remaining areas (approximately 1,945 acres) were 

designated as Categories 5 through 7 and were not deemed suitable for immediate transfer for reuse. Once 

SEDA was added to the 1995 BRAC list, the Army's primary objective expanded from performing 

remedial investigations and completing necessary remedial actions to include the release of non-affected 

portions of the Depot to the surrounding community for their reuse for other, non-military purposes (i.e., 

industrial, municipal, and residential). The designated future use of land within the SEDA was first 

defined and approved by the Seneca County LRA in 1996. The planned use for portions of the SEDA was 

modified by SCIDA in 2005. 

Ecological site characterizations conducted at the Depot were based on compilation of existing ecological 

information and on-site reconnaissance activities. The methods used to characterize the ecological 

resources included site-walkovers for the evaluation of existing wildlife and vegetative communities; 

interviews with local, state, and SEDA resource personnel ; and review of environmental data obtained 

from previous Army reports. Ecological communities identified at SEDA included successional old-field 

areas, successional shrub areas, and successional hardwoods areas . Animals that have been identified at 

November 2017 Page 6 
P:\PIT\Projects\Huntsville Cont W912DY-08-D-0003\TO# l5 - LTM and LUCILUC lnspections\LUC 5 Year Review 2015\Final\Textlr5\Seneca FYR Main Text 
F.docx 



Final 
Seneca Am1y Depot Activity Five-Year Review 

the Depot during various ecological surveys include beaver, eastern coyote, white-tailed deer, red and 

gray fox, eastern cottontail rabbit, muskrat, raccoon, gray squirrel, striped skunk, and the woodchuck. 

Bird species that have been identified include the blue jay, black-capped chickadee, American crow, 

mourning dove, northern flicker, ruffed grouse, ring-billed gull, red-tailed hawk, northern junco, 

American kestrel, white breasted nuthatch, ring-necked pheasant, American robin, eastern starling, turkey 

vulture, and pileated woodpecker. Vegetation across the Depot consists of successional old field, 

successional shrub, and successional hardwoods. 

SEDA has a strong wildlife management program that is reviewed by the New York State Department of 

Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC). The Army manages an annual white-tailed deer (Odocoileus 

virginiana) harvest and has constructed a large wetland called the "Duck Pond" in the northeastern portion 

of the facility to provide a habitat for migrating waterfowl. 

4.4 History of Contamination 

Between 1941 and 2000, SEDA was owned by the United States Government and operated by the 

Depaitment of the Army. The Depot began its primary mission of receipt, maintenance and supply of 

ammunition in 1943. After the end of World War II, the Depot's mission shifted from supply to storage, 

maintenance, and disposal of ammunition. SEDA was selected for closure by the DoD in 1995; its 

military mission terminated in September 1999, and the installation was closed in September 2000. 

History of contamination for each AOC is described in further detail in the individual appendices. 

4.5 Initial Response 

SEDA was proposed for the National Priorities List (NPL) in July 1989. In August 1990, the listing of 

SEDA as a NPL site was finalized in Group 14 on the Federal Section. After SEDA was listed on the 

NPL; the Army, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Region II, and NYSDEC identified 57 

Solid Waste Management Units (SWMU) where data or information suggested, or evidence existed to 

support, that hazardous substances or hazardous wastes had been handled, and where releases to the 

environment may have occurred. Additionally, the USEPA, NYSDEC, and the Army negotiated and 

finalized a Federal Facilities Agreement (FF A) for the Site in 1993. 

The FF A established if SWMUs required action or not. If no action was required at a SWMU it 

was closed out under a ROD. If the SWMU required action, it became designated as an AOC. 

The number of SWMUs (identified with the acronym SEAD and a unique number, SEAD-25) was 

subsequently expanded to include 72 AOCs once the Army finalized the SWMU Classification Report 

(Parsons, 1994) for the Depot in 1994. 

The SEDA was a generator and a treatment, storage, and disposal facility (TSDF) for hazardous wastes 

and thus, subject to regulation under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Under the 

RCRA permit system, corrective action is required at all SWMUs, as needed. Remedial goals are the 

same for CERCLA and RCRA; thus, once the 72 AOCs were listed, the Army recommended that they be 

identified as either areas requiring No Action or as AOCs under CERCLA and the FF A, where additional 

investigation, study, or actions were needed. SWMUs listed as AOCs were then scheduled for 
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investigations based upon data and potential risks to the enviromnent. The 72 AOCs included four areas 

(SEAD-12 A and B; SEAD-44 A and B; SEAD-64 A, B, C, and D; and SEAD-65 A, B, and C) that 

consisted of multiple sites (for a total of 79 sites to be investigated). 

Once SEDA was selected and approved for closure as part of the BRAC 1995 process, the Army 

commissioned an EBS to assess the condition of all property relative to its status under CERF A guidance 

and the DoD BRAC Cleanup Plan guidebook. At the conclusion of this effort, approximately 1,945 of the 

10,634 acres of land within the Depot including all of the land previously designated as SWMUs and 

several additional properties not previously designated as sites of interest were classified as CERF A 

Category 5, 6 or 7 sites (i.e., not suitable for transfer, pending further investigation and remediation). 

Subsequently in 1998, the Army authorized and conducted site inspections and limited site investigations 

(SI) of 32 additional potential sites identified as CERF A Category 5 - 7 properties, and because of these 

efforts an additional four sites (SEAI)s 121 C, 1211, 122B, and 122E) were classified as AOCs requiring 

fwther assessment and actions under CERCLA. 

Per the requirements of BRAC prope1ties, where ordnance had been located, the Army also 

commissioned an Ordnance and Explosives (OE) Archives Search and conducted site inspections to: 1) 

identify all areas where ordnance activities occurred; 2) assess the likelihood that ordnances remained due 

to historic activities; and 3) make recommendations regarding the areas that required further action or 

investigation. Based on these assessments and evaluations, two additional SWMUs (SEAD-007-R-01, 

and SEAD-002-R-01 that consisted of two separate areas, EOD-2 and EOD-3) were added to the list of 

sites that were to be assessed under CERCLA. Additionally, the DOD Munitions Response program 

required the Army to rename and regroup sites that involved munitions (e.g., SEAD xxxx-R-01 

designation) . Any site with a prior SEAD -XX number is called an "alias" in the DOD reporting system. 

Finally, in 1998, once the Army had completed its initial investigations of SEAD-12 (Radiological Waste 

Buriai Sites), and begun a more comprehensive remedial investigation (RI). As part of this effort, SEAD-

12A and SEAD-12B were consolidated into SEAD-12, an area encompassing more than 350 acres at the 

north end of the Depot and subject to continuing CERCLA investigations. Based on these additions, sites 

investigated under CERCLA rose from the 72 listed in the FFA to 78, the four EBS sites (SEADs 121C, 

1211, 122B, and 122E), and the two OE SWMUs (SEADs 002-R-01, including EOD-2) resulting in 84 

sites (refer to Table 3). 

4.6 Basis for Taking Action 

The basis for taking action for each AOC is described in fwther detail in the individual appendices. 

Generally, an action was required at the AOCs to ensure the remedy or land use remains protective of site 

users. The contaminants of concern (COC) and results of the human health and ecological risk assessments 

at each AOC are summarized in the individual appendices. Risk assessments were performed to determine if 

the human health cancer risks were below the CERCLA cancer risk management range of 1 x 10-4 to 1 x 

10-6
, and if the calculated non-cancer hazard indexes (HI) were less than 1.0. 

5.0 NEW LANGUAGE ON CLIMATE CHANGE 

Potential site impacts from climate change were assessed and the performance of the remedies at SEDA 
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currently are not at risk due to the expected effects of climate change in the region and near the site. 

6.0 SUMMARY OF REMEDIAL ACTIONS LUC OBJECTIVES 

The specific elements that composed the remedy for each AOC are discussed in further detail in the 

individual AOC appendices. The RODs for each AOC require the implementation of LUCs that will 

continue until the concentrations of hazardous substances in the soil and groundwater are reduced to 

levels that allow for unlimited use and unrestricted exposure. A summary of the LUCs for the AOCs is 

presented in this section. Figure 3 identifies the CERCLA sites reviewed in the FYR with the 

corresponding LUCs or ICs required by the RODs or are expected to be required (for sites currently 

awaiting ROD issuance). For real estate parcels that have been transferred, LUC/ICs have been 

implemented as deed restrictions and environmental easements. Since the last Five Year Review, the 

ROD was signed for SEAD-12 and SEAD-72 in March 2015. SEAD-72 was NFA and the remedy for 

SEAD-12 requires the implementation ofLUCs as discussed further in Section 6.6. 

6.1 Summary of PIO/Warehouse Area LUC Objectives and Restrictions 

Seventeen AOCs (SEADs 1, 2, 5, 16, 17, 25, 26, 27, 39, 40, 59, 64A, 66, 67, 71, 121C, and 1211) located 

within the PIO/Warehousing Area are subject to LUC inspection. Based on the planned reuse of the 

PIO/Warehousing Area by the Seneca County Industrial Development Authority (SCIOA), the entirety of 

the PIO/Warehousing Area and the AOCs within this area are subject to institutional controls in the form 

of two common LUC objectives (Parsons, 2004a; 2004b; 2005b; 2006f; 2007a; 2008; 2009a; 2009b): 

• Prohibit the development and use of property for residential housing, elementary and secondary 

schools, childcare facilities and playground activities. 

• Prevent access to or use of the groundwater until New York State (NYS) Class GA Groundwater 

Standards are met. 

An additional LUC is required at SEAD-5 and SEAD-64A where unauthorized excavation is prohibited. 

6.2 Summary of Prison Area LUC Objectives and Restrictions 

The "Prison Area" consists of eight Solid Waste Management Units [(SWMUs) SEADs 43, 44A, 44B, 

52, 56, 62, 64C, and 69] that were transferred in September 2000 under a public benefit conveyance that 

conveyed the land in the southeastern part of the former Depot to the people of the State of New York for 

the construction of the Five Points Correctional Facility. 

Provisions of the deed apply to the following Solid Waste Management Units (SWMUs), which were 

transferred prior to a ROD being prepared and which currently are located within the bounds of the State 

of New York's Five Points Correctional Facility Parcel. Pursuant to the terms of the deed, the prison use 

restriction remains in effect for these AOCs in perpetuity, or the property legally reverts to the United 

States (Parsons, 2007a). The Prison Area LUC requires: 

• The continued restricted use of the property as a state maximum security correctional facility 

(Parsons, 2007a). 

November 2017 Page 9 
P:IPIT\Projects\Huntsville Cont W912DY-08-D-0003\TO# l5 - LTM and LUCILUC lnspections\LUC 5 Year Review 2015\Final\Textlr5\Seneca FYR Main Text 
F.docx 



Final 
Seneca Army Depot Activity Five-Year Review 

6.3 Summary of the Airfield Parcel LUC Objectives and Restrictions 

Two AOCs within the Airfield Parcel ware subj ect to LUCs. SEAD- l 22B: Small Arms Range, Airfield 

Parcel and SEAD-122E: Plane Deicing Area. A residential activities LUC was instituted on both AOCs as 

follows : 

• The development and use of property for residential housing, elementary or secondary schools , 

child care facilities, and playgrounds wi ll be prohibited. 

6.4 Summary of the Ash Landfill Operable Unit LUC Objectives and Restrictions 

Five AOCs (SEADs 3, 6, 8, 14, and 15) are located within the Ash Landfil l OU and are subject to 

institutional controls including LUCs. The LUC performance objectives include: 

• Preventing access to or use of groundwater until cleanup levels are met. 

• Maintaining the integrity of any current or future remedial or monitoring system such as 

monitoring wells and permeable reactive barriers. 

• Prohibiting excavation of the soi l or construction of inhabitable structures (temporary or 

permanent) above the area of the existing groundwater plume. 

• Maintain the vegetative soil layer over the ash fill areas and the Non-Combustible Fill Landfill 

(NCFL) to limit ecological contact (Parsons, 2005c) . 

6.5 Summary of the North End Institutional Area LUC Objectives and Restrictions 

One AOC (SEAD-41) within the North End Institutional Area is subject to LUCs. Historical groundwater 

data led the Army to impose a restriction on groundwater use for SEAD-41 and all of the properties 

within the North End Institutional Area as follows: 

• Prohibit access to or use of groundwater at SEAD-41 until concentrations of hazardous 

substances contained are reduced to levels that allow unrestricted use. 

6.6 Summary of the LUC Objectives and Restrictions of AOCs in Other Areas 

Three AOCs (SEAD 13, 64B, and 64D) were inspected within the SEDA former ammunition storage 

area. A summary of the LUCs implemented at these three areas of concern are as fo llows: 

• Prevent access to or use of the groundwater until New York State (NYS) Class GA Groundwater 

Standards are met (SEAD-13 and SEAD-64D). 

• Restriction on unauthorized excavation or digging within SEAD-64B and SEAD-64D (Parsons, 

2007a). 

SEAD-12 was inspected within the high security area. A summary of the LUCs implemented at SEAD-12 

are as follows : 

• Restrict access to and use of the existing vacant Buildings 813/814 and the construction of 

inhabitable structures (temporary or permanent) above the area and within a fifty foot perimeter 
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of Buildings 813/814 and fifty foot radius from MW12-37 where TCE-contaminated soil was 

previously identified, and where contaminated groundwater may exist; and 

• Prohibit access to and use of groundwater in the vicinity of Buildings 813/814. 

• Prohibit the development and use of the property for residential housing, elementary and 

secondary schools, child care facilities and playgrounds until soil and groundwater standards for 

unrestricted use and unlimited exposure are achieved. 

7.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FYR 

In general, for AOCs that had recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. Where an inspection was not permitted (Prison Area), the continued 

implementation of LUCs were confirmed via interview. Annual LUC inspections were conducted yearly 

except in the cases of 2012 and 2013; however, L TM and other activities were conducted within Seneca 

during this time. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 

during which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the 

LUCs are functioning as intended. 

Annual groundwater monitoring continued at Ash Landfill (SEADs -3,- 6, -8, -14, and-15), SEAD-16/17 

(except 2011), Open Burning (OB) Grounds (SEAD-23), and SEAD-25 based on comments from USEPA 

on the LTM annual reports for these AOCs summarizing groundwater monitoring trends. At the time of 

the annual reports there was not sufficient justification to terminate groundwater monitoring, and 

sampling was performed on an annual basis through this second FYR. Recommendations on groundwater 

monitoring frequency are further discussed in Section 5.0 of each individual appendix. 

8.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

8.1 Administrative Components 

Parsons in consultation with the U.S. Army (Army) conducted this FYR. 

8.2 Community Involvement 

The Army relies on public input to ensure that community concerns are considered during the FYR. This 

document was made available to the public for a public comment period, which began on 17 January 

2017 and concluded on 28 February 2017. These documents were made available to the public at the 

AOC repository: 

Seneca Army Depot Activity 
Building 125 
Romulus, New York 14541 
( 607) 869-1309 
Hours are Mon-Thurs 9:00 am to 3:00 pm 

The following notice by the USEPA serves as notification to the community that the five-year review is 
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being conducted by the regulatory agency. On November 19, 2015, EPA Region 2 posted a notice on its 

website indicating that it would be reviewing site cleanups and remedies at 32 Superfund sites and four 

federal facilities in New York and New Jersey, including the Seneca Army Depot Activity site. The 

announcement can be found at the following web address: 

http://www2.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-11/documents/fy 16 fyr pub! ic website summary.pdf. 

Once the FYR is completed, the results will be made available at the local site repository which is at the 

Seneca Army Depot Activity at the address above. In addition, efforts will be made to reach out to local 

public officials to inform them of the results. 

8.3 Document Review 

This FYR includes a review of relevant information contained in a variety of the multi-site related 

documents. The documents, data and information reviewed to complete this second FYR are summarized 

in Section 14.0 References. The information reviewed primarily focused on documents produced after 

signature of the RODs, but also included information from pre-ROD documents to provide historical Site 

information and contaminant extent. 

8.4 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR Process, except for the AOCs with ongoing L TM. Discussions 

of the LTM groundwater data reviewed for the Ash Landfill (SEADs -3 ,- 6, -8, -14, and -15), SEAD-

16/17, OB Grounds (SEAD-23), and SEAD-25 are presented in the individual AOC appendices. 

8.5 Site Inspection 

The AOCs included as pa1t of the FYR Process were inspected in April 22-23, 2014, June 1-2, 2015, and 

June 13th, 2016 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by the approved RODs are being maintained. 

FYR-site visit photo logs from the 2015 inspection are contained in Attachment 1 and completed FYR 

site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2 of each appendix. Specific observations made 

during AOC site inspections are presented in the individual AOC appendices 

8.6 Interviews 

No interviews were conducted during the FYR process for those AOCs that are uninhabited and 

unoccupied. Interviews were conducted at the Prison Area to confirm that the property is operating as 

state maximum security correctional facility. During the SEAD-41 site inspection, the Hi llside Children ' s 

Center maintenance manager confirmed that the facility was using the public water supply. 

8.7 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place for each AOC included in this 

second FYR. The LUC performance objectives are listed in Section 2.0 of each appendix. 

9.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

9.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by completed RODs for AOCs at SEDA have been completed and 
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documented. No continuing active remediation is required at the AOCs. Based on a review of Closure 

Reports, LUC RD, LTM reports, Environmental Easements, transfer deeds (as applicable) and the FYR 

site visit conducted between June 1 and 3, 2015 all remedies are functioning as intended by the decisions 

documents. 

The selected remedies are still protective of human health and the environment. Additional details on the 

current protectiveness of the remedies at each AOC that are a part of this second FYR are presented in 

~ach AOCs individual appendix. 

No opportunities for optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified at the AOCs 

as part of the FYR. 

9.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial 

action objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RAO used at the time of the remedies 

are still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions 

of the site since completion of remedial action activities and implementation of LUCs that would affect 

the protectiveness of the remedies selected for the AOCs included as part of the second FYR. 

9.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the 

RODs. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action objectives used at the 

time of the remedy are still valid. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of the site that 

would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirement 

(ARARs) cited in the RODs remain protective of human health and the environment. 

9.3.1 Change in Standards 

Soil investigations used NYS Soil Cleanup Objectives (SCO) values contained in Technical and 

Administrative Guidance Memorandum (TAGM) #4046 (NYSDEC, 1996) or Title 6 New York Codes, 

Rules and Regulations (6 NYCRR) Part 375-6 (NYSDEC, 2006) values. Groundwater investigations used 

NYSDEC Ambient Water Quality Standards (A WQS) and Guidance Values (NYSDEC, 2000). 

The NYS SCO values contained in T AGM #4046 used in RODs prior to 2006 were compared to 6 

NYCRR Part 375-6 Remedial Program SCO values (Attachment 3). TAGM #4046 SCO were found to 

be lower than the restricted commercial cleanup objectives contained in Table 375-6.8(b) and for many 

contaminants lower than unrestricted cleanup objectives contained in Table 375-6.S(a). 

An Addendum to NYSDEC A WQ Standard and Guidance Values was issued by NYSDEC in 2004 and 

amended the standards for three contaminants, none of which are COCs at SEDA. There have not been 

any additional addendums to the A WQS and Guidance Values issued by NYSDEC since the last FYR 

report. 
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As a result, the clean-up levels and RAOs from earlier RODs are considered still valid. Since the soil and 

groundwater cleanup standards for the remedy are equivalent to, or more stringent than human-health­

based promulgated standards and cleanup criteria, the cleanup standards remain protective of human 

health. 

10.0 ISSUES, RECOMMENDATIONS, AND FOLLOW-UP ACTIONS 

No issues were identified for AOCs within the Pill/Warehousing Area, Prison Area, Airfield Parcel, Ash 

Landfill, North End Institutional Area, and SEADs 12, 13, 64B and 64D during this FYR that would 

affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

In addition, the following are recommendations that impact monitoring but do not affect current 

protectiveness and were identified during the FYR: 

• Based on EPA request, the Army has agreed to sample for perfluroalkyl substances [PF AS] at 

Sites within SEDA where former fire training activities were conducted. These Sites include 

SEAD-25, SEAD-26, and SEAD-122E. 

11.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW CONCLUSIONS 

Based on a review of LUC Remedial Design (RD), environmental easements, property transfer deeds, 

closure reports, LTM reports, and a site inspection conducted on June 1 and June 3, 2015 , the Army has 

made the following conclusions: 

• LU Cs employed at the Controlled Prope1iy are unchanged from the time of implementation; 

• NYSDEC and USEPA were notified of any changes to the LTM employed at the Site as a result 

of contractual requirements; 

• Nothing has occurred that would impair the ability of the LUCs to protect the public health and 

environment; and 

• Nothing has occurred that would constitute a violation or failure to comply with the Remedial 

Design for the LUCs and giving access to such Controlled Prope1iy to evaluate continued 

maintenance of such controls. 

• Engineering controls, including necessary treatment and/or mitigation systems and associated 

institutional controls are in place, are performing properly and remain effective; 

• LTM requirements are being implemented at applicable AOCs; 

• Operation and Maintenance activities are being conducted properly; and 

• Based on this review, the remedy continues to be protective of public health and the environment 

and is compliant with the decision documents. 

November 2017 Page 14 
P:\PlliProjects\Huntsville Cont W9 12DY-08-D-0003\TO# I5 - LTM and LUC\LUC Inspections\LUC 5 Year Review 20 15\Final\Text\r5\Seneca FYR Main Text 
F.docx 



Final 
Seneca Army Depot Activity Five-Year Review 

12.0 PROTECTIVENESS STATEMENT 

Based upon the review of the CERCLA sites at the former Seneca Army Depot conducted by the Army, it 

has been determined that the remedies selected for the LUC/IC and LTM sites at the former SEDA 

remain protective of human health and the environment. 

The remedy implemented for the AOCs included in the PID Warehousing Areas, Prison Area, Airfield 

Parcel, Ash Landfill OU, North End Institutional Area, and SEAD-12, SEAD-13, SEAD-64B, and 

SEAD-64D is protective of the environment and protects human health. Currently, there are no 

unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source area contaminants and none are 

expected to occur during the next five years. 

Evaluation of the remedies will be included in the next FYR. 

13.0 NEXT REVIEW 

The next FYR for the SEDA should be completed before 30 September 2021. 
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May 1994. 

Parsons ES, 1994a - Final SWMU Classification Report, Seneca Army Depot Activity, September 1994. 

Parsons ES, 1994b - Remedial Investigation Report Ash Landfill Seneca Army Depot Romulus, New 

York, July 1994. 

Parsons, 1995a - Expanded Site Investigation - Eight moderately Low Priority AOCs SEADs 5,9,12 (A 

and B), (43, 56, 69), 44 (A and B), 50, 58, and 59 Seneca Army Depot Activity, December 1995. 

Parsons ES, 1998 - Remedial Investigation Report at the Fire Training and Demonstration Pad (SEAD-

25) and the Fire Training Pit and Area (SEAD-26), Final, May, 1998. 
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Parsons ES, I 999a - Remedial Investigation Repo1t at the Abandoned Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-16) 

and the Active Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-17), Final, March 1999. 

Parsons ES, 1999b - Final Investigation of Environmental Baseline Survey Non-Evaluated Sites [SEAD 

119A, SEAD 122 (A, B, C, D, E), SEAD 123 (A, B, C, D, E, F), SEAD 46, SEAD 68, SEAD 120 

(A, B, C, D, E, F, G, H, I, J), at:d SEAD 121 (A, B, C, D, E, F, G, H, I)], May 1999. 

Parsons ES, 1999c - Final Record of Decision (ROD) Former Open Burning (OB) Grounds Site, June 

1999. 

Parsons, 2001 - Phase I Remedial Investigation (RI) at the Fill Area West of Building 135 (SEAD-59), 

and the Alleged Paint Disposal Area (SEAD-71), Seneca Arm Depot Activity (FINAL), 

November 2001. 

Parsons, 2002a - Decision Document, Mini Risk Assessment SEAD 9, 27, 28, 32, 33, 34, 43, 44A, 44B, 

52, 56, 58, 62, 64A, 64B, 64C, 64D, 66, 68, 69, 70, and 120B, Seneca Army Depot Activity, 

Final, May 2002. 

Parsons, 2004a. Record of Decision (ROD) for Sites Requiring Institutional Controls in the Planned 

Industrial/Office Development or Warehousing Areas, Final, September 2004 . 

Parsons, 2002b - Action Memorandum and Decision Document, Time-Critical Removal Actions, Three 

VOC Sites (SEADs 38, 39, & 40), Seneca Army Depot Activity, Final, August 2002. 

Parsons, 2002c - Action Memorandum and Decision Document, Time-Critical Removal Actions, Four 

Metal Sites (SEADs 24, 50/54, & 67) , Seneca Army Depot Activity, Final , August 2002 . 

Parsons, 2002d - Revised Final Remedial Investigation (RI) Rep01t at the Radioactive Waste Burial Sites 

(SEAD-12), August 2002. 

Parsons, 2003 - Record of Decision (ROD) Twenty No-Action SWMUs (SEADs 7, 9,10,18,19, 20, 21, 

22, 33, 35, 36, 37, 42, 47, 49, 51, 53, 55, 65, and 68) and Eight No-Fwther-Action SWMUs 

(SEADs 28, 29,30,31, 32, 34, 60 and 61), Final, September 2003. 

Parsons, 2004a - Record of Decision (ROD) for Sites Requiring Institutional Controls in the Planned 

Industrial/Office Development or Warehousing Areas, Final, September 2004 . 

Parsons, 2004b - Record of Decision for the Fire Training and Demonstration Pad (SEAD-25) and the 

Fire Training Pit and Area (SEAD-26), Final, July 2004. 

Parsons, 2004c - Record of Decision for the Ash Landfill Operable Unit, Final, July 2004. 

Parsons, 2004d -Decision Document - Mini Risk Assessment SEAD-13 Inhibited Red Fuming Nitric 

Acid (IRFNA) Disposal Site, Final, July 2004. 

Parsons, 2004e - Characterization Repo1t, Small Arms Range - Airfield (SEAD-122B), Revised Final, 

October 2004. 

Parsons, 2005a - Remedial Design Work Plan and Design Report for the Fire Training and Demonstration 

Pad (SEAD-25) and the Fire Training Pit and Area (SEAD-26), F inal , June 2005. 
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Parsons, 2005b - Record of Decision for the Abandoned Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-16) and the Active 

Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-17), Final, July 2005. 

Parsons, 2006a - Construction Completion Report for the Fire Training and Demonstration Pad (SEAD-

25) and the Fire Training Pit and Area (SEAD-26), Final, November 2006. 

Parsons, 2006b - Remedial Design Work Plan for the Ash Landfill Site at Seneca Army Depot Activity, 

July 2006. 

Parsons, 2006c - Remedial Design Report for the Ash Landfill Operable Unit, August 2006. 

Parsons, 2006d - Phase II Remedial Investigation Report for the Fill Area West of Building 135 (SEAD-

59) and the Alleged Paint Disposal Area (SEAD-71), Draft Final, April 2006. 

Parsons, 2006e - Remedial Investigation Report for Two EBS Sites in the Planned Industrial 

Development Area (SEAD 121 C and SEAD-1211), Final, April 2006. 

Parsons, 2007a - Record of Decision for 17 No Action/No Frnther Action SWMUs Requiring Land Use 

Controls (SEADs 13,39,40,41,43/56/69,44A,44B,52,62,64B, 64C, 64D, 67, 122B and 122E, 

Final, March 2007. 

Parsons, 2007b - SEAD-25 & SEAD-26 Annual Report, February 2007. 

Parsons, 2007c - Remedial Design Work Plan and Design Report for the Abandoned Deactivation 

Furnace (SEAD-16) and the Active Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-17), Final, July 2007. 

Parsons, 2007d -Long-Term Monitoring Plan for the Open Burning (OB) Grounds, Final, January 2007. 

Parsons, 2008a - Draft Final Completion Repo1t for Building Cleaning and Building Demolition Seneca 

Army Depot Activity, Romulus , New York, November 2008. 

Parsons, 2008b - Record of Decision the Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office Yard (SEAD-121 C) 

and the Rumored Cosmo line Oil Disposal Area (SEAD-121 I) Seneca Army Depot Activity, 

Final, June 2008. 

Parsons, 2008c - Final Construction Completion Report for the Abandoned Deactivation Furnace 

(SEAD-16) and the Active Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-17) Seneca Army Depot Activity, 

Romulus, NY, September 2008. 

Parsons 2009a - Record Of Decision for Five Former Solid Waste Management Units (SWMUs) SEAD-

1, Hazardous Waste Container Storage Facility; SEAD-2, PCB Transformer Storage Facility; 

SEAD-5, Sewage Sludge Waste Piles; SEAD-24, Abandoned Powder Burn Pit; and, SEAD-48, 

Row E0800 Pitchblende Storage Igloos, Final, April 2009 

Parsons, 2009b - Annual Repmt and Year Two Review for the Ash Landfill Operable Unit, June 2009. 

Parsons, 2009c - Record of Decision for the Fill Area West of Building 135 (SEAD-59) and the Alleged 

Paint Disposal Area (SEAD-71) Seneca Army Depot Activity, March 2009. 

Parsons, 2009d - Annual Report - Year 2 for the Abandoned Deactivation Furnace (SEAD- 16) and the 
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Active Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-17), Final, September 2009. 

Parsons, 2010a - Annual Report - Year 3 for the Abandoned Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-16) and the 

Active Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-17), Draft Final, December 2010. 

Parsons, 2010b - Annual Report and Year Three Review for the Ash Landfill Operable Unit, Draft, April 

2010. 

Parsons, 201 0c - Construction Completion Report for the Former Sewage Sludge Waste Piles (SEAD-5), 

Final, July 2010. 

Parsons, 2011 a - Long-Term Monitoring Report for the Fire Training and Demonstration Pad (SEAD-25), 

Final, January 2011. 

Parsons, 2011 b - Annual Repo1t 2010 - Year 4 for the Abandoned Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-16) and 

the Active Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-17), Draft, April 2011. 

Parsons, 201 lc - Long-Term Monitoring Annual Report 2010 Open Burning Grounds Draft Final, March 

2011. 

Parsons, 2011 d - Long-Term Monitoring and Site Assessment Repo1t for the Fire Training and 

Demonstration Pad (SEAD-25), Draft, May 2011. 

Parsons, 201 le - Annual Report and Year 4 Review, Ash Landfill Operable Unit, Seneca Army Depot 

Activity, Draft, May 2011. 

Parsons, 201 lf- Five-Year Review Repo1t, Seneca Army Depot Activity, Draft, July 2011. 

Parsons, 2012 - Annual Report and Year 5 Review, Ash Landfill Operable Unit, Seneca Army Depot 

Activity, Draft, May 2012. 

Parsons, 2013a - 2012 Long-Term Monitoring Report for the Fire Training and Demonstration Pad 

(SEAD-25), Final, April 2013. 

Parsons, 2013 b - 2013 Long-Term Monitoring Report for the Fire Training and Demonstration Pad 

(SEAD-25), Final, April 2013. 

Parsons, 2014a - Long-Term Monitoring Annual Report 2012 Open Burning Grounds Final, January 

2014. 

Parsons, 2014b - Annual Report 2012 - Year 5 for the Abandoned Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-16) and 

the Active Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-17), Draft, February 2014. 

Parsons, 2014c - Annual Report and Year 6 Review, Ash Landfill Operable Unit, Seneca Army Depot 

Activity, Final, April 2014. 

Parsons, 2014d - Annual Report and Year 7 Review, Ash Landfill Operable Unit, Seneca Army Depot 

Activity, Draft, April 2014. 

Parsons, 2014e - Long-Term Monitoring A1mual Report 2013 Open Burning Grounds Final, August 

2015. 
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Parsons, 2014f - 2014 Land Use Controls Inspection Report, Ash Landfill Operable Unit, Seneca Army 

Depot Activity, Draft, August 2014. 

Parsons, 2015a - Annual Report 2013 - Year 6 for the Abandoned Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-16) and 

the Active Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-17), Draft, April 2015. 

Parsons, 2015b - 2015 Long-Term Monitoring Report for the Fire Training and Demonstration Pad 

(SEAD-25), Draft, August 2015. 

Parsons, 2015c - Annual Report and Year 8 Review, Ash Landfill Operable Unit, Seneca Army Depot 

Activity, Draft, August 2015. 

Parsons, 2015d - Long-Term Monitoring Annual Report 2014 Open Burning Grounds Draft, September 

2015. 

Parsons, 2015e - Annual Report 2014 - Year 7 for the Abandoned Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-16) and 

the Active Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-17), Final, November 2015. 

Parsons, 2015f - 2014 Long-Term Monitoring Report for the Fire Training and Demonstration Pad 

(SEAD-25), Final, February 2015. 

Parsons, 2015g - Final Record of Decision for the Radioactive Waste Burial Site (SEAD-12 and the 

Mixed Waste Storage Facility (SEAD-72). Final, March 2015. 

Parsons, 2016a - Long-Term Monitoring Annual Report 2015 Open Burning Grounds Draft, January 

2016. 

USACE, 2006- Land Use Control Remedial Design for SEAD-27, 66, and 64A, Final, December 2006. 

USACE, 2007 - Addendum 1 - SEAD 25 and SEAD 26, Land Use Control Remedial Design for SEAD 

27, 66, and 64A, Final, May 2007. 

USACE, 2008a - Addendum 2 - SEAD 13, 39, 40, 41, 43/56/69, 44A, 44B, 52, 62, 64B, 64C, 64D, 67, 

122B, and122E, Land Use Control Remedial Design for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A, Final, March 

2008. 

USACE, 2008b - Addendum # 3 to Land Use Control Remedial Design for Seneca Army Depot Activity 

Romulus, New York, Addressing SEADs 3, 6, 8, 14, and 15 (Ash Landfill), November 2008. 

USACE, 2009 - Addendum #4 to Land Use Control Remedial Design for Seneca Army Depot Activity 

Romulus, New York, Addressing SEADs 1, 2, 5, 16, 17, 59, 71, 121C, and 1211, July 2009. 

USEPA, Army, and NYSDEC, 1993 - Federal Facility Agreement under CERCLA Section 120, Docket 

Number: II-CERCLA-FFA-00202, January 1993. 

USEPA, 2002 - Guidance for Comparing Background and Chemical Concentrations in Soil for CERCLA 

Sites, USEPA 540-R-003, OSWER 9285.7-41, September 2002. 

Weston, 2004 - Seneca Army Depot VOC Sites - SEADs 39 and 40, Time-Critical Removal Action, 

Seneca County, Romulus, New York, October 2004. 
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Weston, 2005a - Seneca Army Depot Activity Time-Critical Removal Action Metal Sites - SEAD 67, 

Seneca County, Romulus, New York, February, 2005 . 

Weston, 2005b - Soil and Sediment Remediation Open Burning Grounds Completion Report, June 2005. 
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Table I - SEDA CERCLA Sites Summary 
Five-Yea•· Review 

Seneca Army Depot Activity 

AOC 

Planned Industrial Development (PID)Warehouse Area 

SEAD-1 Hazardous Waste Container Storage Facility (Building 307) 
SEAD-2 PCB Transformer Storage Facility (Building 301) 
SEAD-5 Sewage Sludge Piles 

SEAD-16 Building S31 l, (former) Abandoned Deactivation Furnace 
SEAD-17 Building 367, (former) Active Deactivation Furnace 

SEAD-25 Fire Training and Demonstration Pad 
SEAD-26 Fire Training Pit 
SEAD-27 Building 360 Steam Cleaning Waste Tank 

SEAD-39 Building 121 Boiler Plan Blowdown Leach Pit 
SEAD-40 Building 319 Boiler Plant Blowdown Leach Pit 

SEAD-59 Fill Area West of Building 135 
SEAD-64A Garbage Disposal Area, Debris Landfill south of Storage Pad 

SEAD-66 Pesticide Storage Area near Buildings 5 and 6 
SEAD-67 Dump Site east of Sewage Treatment Plant No. 4 
SEAD-71 Alleged Paint Disposal Area 
SEAD-121 C Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office (DRMO) Yard 
SEAD-121 I Rumored Cosmoline Disposal Area 

Prison Area 

SEAD-43 Old Missile Propellant Test Lab 
SEAD-44A: Quality Assurance Test Laboratory 
SEAD-44B: Quality Assurance Test Laboratory 
SEAD-52: Buildings 608 and 612 -Ammunition Breakdown Are 
SEAD-56 Herbicide and Pesticide Storage 
SEAD-62: Nicotine Sulfate Disposal Area near Buildings 606 and 612 

SEAD-64C: Garbage Disposal Area 
SEAD-69 Building 606 Disposal Area 

Other SEADs with LUC Requirements 

SEAD-12 Radioactive Waste Burial Sites 
SEAD-13 Inhibited Red Fuming Nitric Acid (IRFNA) Disposal Site 
SEAD-23 Open Burning Ground 
SEAD-64B Garbage Disposal Area, Disposal Area South of Classification Area 

SEAD-64D Garbage Disposal Area West of Building 2203 

North End Barracks Area 
SEAD-41 Building 718 Boiler Plant Blowdown Leach Pit 

Airfield Parcel 
SEAD-122B Small Arms Range, Airfield 

SEAD-122E Plane Deicing Areas 
Ash Landfill Operable Unit 

SEAD 3 Incinerator Cooling Water Pond 
SEAD-6 Abandoned Ash Landfill 
SEAD-8 Non-Combustible Landfill 
SEAD-14 Refuse Burning Pits 
SEAD-15 Building 2207 - Abandoned Solid Waste Incinerator 
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Table 2 - Chronology of Site Events 
Five-Year Review 

Seneca Army Depot Activity 

Site Chronology Events 

U.S. Army announced decision to build depot and acquires land (- 10,600 acres). 
U.S. Army begins construction of the Seneca Ordnance Depot 
SEDA proposed for the National Priorities List (NPL) 
SEDA was finalized and listed in Group 14 on the Federal Section of the NPL. 
The Federal Facility Agreement signed between EPA, NYSDEC, and the Army. 
SEDA was approved for closure under BRAC. 
Seneca Army Depot Local Redevelopment Authority (LRA) created by Seneca County Board of 
Supervisors. 
The Reuse Plan was approved by the LRA and Seneca County Board of Supervisors. 
The Environmental Baseline Study was completed (Nov 13 - Dec 12, 1995) and reported. 
ROD signed for Former Open Burning Grounds Site. 
Institutional use at the former administration area in the northern end of the former depot 
I property. 
Depot transfers Prison Parcel to New York State. 
SEDA was officially closed. 
Seneca County Industrial Development Agency were transferred 9,500 acres (7,000 acres from 
conservation area, 900 acres from Planned Industrial Development/Warehouse Area (PIO Area), 
and 500 acres from airfield parcel). 
ROD signed for Twenty No Action SWMUs and Eight No Further Action SWMUs. 
26 acres of former depot property was transferred for creation of a county jail. 
ROD signed for Sites Requiring Institutional Controls in the Planned Industrial/Office 
Development or Warehousing Areas (SEADs 27, 64A, and 66). 
ROD signed for the Fire Training and Demonstration Pad (SEAD-25) and the Fire Training Pit 
and Area (SEAD-26) . 
ROD signed for the Ash Landfill Operable Unit Including Sites (SEADs 3, 6, 8, 14, 15). 
ROD signed for No Further Actions for SWMUs SEAD 50/54 
ROD signed for Debris Area Near Booster Station 2131 (SEAD-58) and Miscellaneous 
Components Burial Site (SEAD-63) 
ROD signed for the Abandoned Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-16) and the Active Deactivation 
Furnace (SEAD-17) 
ROD signed for the 17 SWMUs Requiring Land Use Controls (SEADs 13, 39, 40, 41, 43/56/69, 
44A, 44B, 52, 62,648, 64C, 64D, 67, 122B, and 122E) 
SEAD-24, SEAD-50, SEAD-54, and SEAD-58 delisted from NPL. 
ROD signed for the Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office (DRMO) Yard (SEAD-121C) 
and the Rumored Cosmoline Oil Disposal Area (SEAD-1211). 
ROD signed for the Munitions Washout Facil ity (SEAD-4) and the Bui lding 2079 Boiler 
S lowdown Pit (SEAD-38). 
ROD signed for the Fill Area West of Building 135 (SEAD-59) and the Alleged Paint Disposal 
Area (SEAD-71). 
ROD signed for Five Former SWMUs (SEAD 1, 2, 5, 24, 48) 
ROD signed for the Old Construction Debris Landfi ll (SEAD-11) 
A total of 9,808 acres transferred as of FY2009 with 878 acres remaining. 
First Five Year Review (Draft) 
ROD signed for Radioactive Waste Burial Sites (SEAD-12) and Mixed Waste Storage Facility 
(SEAD-72) 

Date 

June 11, 1941 
July 9, 1941 

July 14, 1989 
August 30, 1990 
January 1, 1993 
October 1, 1995 

October 1, 1995 
October 22, 1996 
October 29, 1996 

June 14, 1999 

July 1, 2000 
September 26, 2000 
September 30, 2000 

September 30, 2003 
November 12, 2003 
December 31, 2003 

September 28, 2004 

September 29, 2004 
January 21, 2005 

September 28, 2005 

September 28, 2006 

September 29, 2006 

July 3, 2007 
Apri l 28, 2008 

August 7, 2008 

September 22, 2008 

March 31, 2009 
May 6, 2009 

September 25, 2009 
February 1, 2010 

July 20, 2011 

March 30, 2015 
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Table 3 - Su mm ary of Areas of Concern (AOC) Subject to CERCLA Investigations, LUC Requirem ents and Disposition Sta tus at SEDA 
Five-Year Review 

Seneca Army Depot Activ ity 

LUC Requiremen ts 

Subject to 
Prohibit Prohibit 

Site O pera ble Unit Residential, construction or GWUsc Mnint.oin 

S tatus 
Sile Num ber Site Nnmc 

(OU) 
Five-Year LUC R efe rence Schools, inh:ibiuib\c Restrict.ion SoilC.:ap 

Review Childc:irc slruclurcs (Prohibit Uooulhorizcd and/or 
Focilitics,& (lc:mporory or Access or GWLTM Exc.:avation Vcgct.otive 
Playgrowu:ls pamma,t) Use of) Required Restriction Cover 

P la nned Industrial/Office Develo pment (PID)/Wnrcho use Area 

SEAD 1 Hazardous Waste Container Storage Facil ity (Building 307} OU13 X Addendum #4 X X 
SEAD2 PCB Transfonne r S1orage Facili ty (Building 30 1) OU IJ X Addendum #4 X X 
SEAD 5 Sewage Sludge Storage Pil es OU 13 X Addendum #4 X X X X 

NA SEAD9 Old Scrap Wood Site OU14 PID Area-Wide LUC X X 
NA SEAD 10 Present Scrap Wood Site OUl4 PID Area-Wide LUC X X 

SEAD 16 Building S31 l , Abandoned Deactivation Furnace OU4 X Addendum #4 X X X 
SEAD 17 Bui!Wng 367, Active Deactivation Furnace OU4 X Addendum #4 X X X 

NA SEAD20 Sewage Treatment Plant No. 4 OU14 PID Arca-Wide LUC X X 
NA SEAD 22 Sewage Treatment Plant No. 3 14 OU 14 PID Area-Wide LUC X X 

SEAD25 Fire Training and Demonstrat ion Pad OUJ X Addendum # I X X X 
SEAD 26 Fire Training Pit OU3 X Addendum # I X X xi 
SEAD 27 Steam Cleaning Waste Tank (Building 360) OUl2 X Remedial Design LUC X X 

NFA SEAD28 Bui lding 360, Underground W.iste Oi l Tanks (2) OU l 4 Remedial Design LUC X X 
NFA SEAD JO Building 118, Underground Waste Oil Tank OU l 4 Remedial Design LUC X X 
NFA SEAD J I Bui lding 117, Underground Waste Oil Tank OU 14 Remedial Design LUC X X 
NA SEAD 33 Building 12 1, Underground Waste Oi l Tank OU 14 Remedial Design LUC X X 

NFA SEAD 34 Building 319, Unde rground Waste O il Tank OU 14 Remedial Design LUC X X 
NA SEAD 36 Bui lding 121, Waste Oil Burning Boilers (2 units) OU 14 Remedial Design LUC X X 
NA SEAD 37 Building 3 19, Waste Oi l Burn ing Boi lers (2 units) OUl4 Remedial Design LUC X X 

SEAD39 Building 121 Boiler Plant Slowdown Leach Pit OU17 X Addendum #2 X X 
SEAD40 Bui lding 319 Boi ler Plant S lowdown Leach Pit OU17 X Addendum #2 X X 

NA SEAD42 Bui lding I 06, Preventive Medicine Laboratory OU l 4 PID Area-Wide LUC X X 
NA SEAD47 Building 321 and 806, Radiation Calibr::i.tion Source Storage OU 14 PID Area-Wide LUC X X 
NA SEAD 49 Bui lding 356, Columbite Ore Storage OU 14 PlD Area-Wide LUC X X 

NFA SEAD 50 Tank Farm OU15 PlD Arca-Wide LUC X X 
NFA SEAD 54 Asbestos Storage OU l 5 PlD Area-Wide LUC X X 
NA SEAD 55 Building 357, Tannin Storage OU 14 PlD Area-Wide LUC X X 

SEAD 59 Fill Arca West of Bui lding 135 OU6 X PID Area-Wide LUC X X 
SEAD 64A Garbage Disposal Area, South of Storage Pad OU12 X Remedial Design LUC X X X 
SEAD 66 Pesticide Storage Area near Buildings 5 and 6 OU12 X Remedial Design LUC X X 
SEAD 67 Dump Site east of Sewage Treatment Plant No. 4 OU16& OU 17 X Addendum #2 X X 

NA SEAD 68 Bui lding S-355. O ld Pest Control Shop OU l4 PlD Arca-Wide LUC X X 
SEAD 71 All eged Paint Disposal Area OU6 X Addendum 114 X X 

SEAD 121C Defense Reutil ization and Marketing Office (DRMO) Yard OU2 1 X Addendum #4 X X 
SEAD 121! Rumored Cosmol ine Disposal Area OU2 1 X Addendum #4 X X 
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Other Inform atio n 

Mninuin 
Roncdi.:al& Amty Sites GWUsc Prison Pa=! 
Monitoring Nol Rc:idy D=l Rc,"ers:ionory Einironmcnuil 

Wells System ForTr:m.,rcr Restriction Deed En,cmcn1 

X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 

X X 
X 

X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
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Table 3 - Summary o f Areas of C oncern (AO C) Subject to C ERC LA Investigations, LUC Requirem ents and Disposition Status a t SEDA 
Five-Year Review 

Seneca Army Depot Activity 

LUC Rcquiremt'!nts 

Subject to 
Prohibit Prohibit 

Site Operable Unit Residential, construction of GWUsc Mo.intain 

Status 
Site Number Site Name 

(OU) 
Five-Year LUC Reference Schoob. inhabitable Ruln<lt..ion Soil Cop 

Review Childarc - · (Prohibit Uoauthorizcd ond/o,-
Facilities. & (lcmpOnuy or Aa:cuor GW LTM Excavetion VcgNlivc 
Playgrow,d, """""'"") Uac oO Rcquin,d Rc&triclion Co,i:r 

Prison Area 
SEAD43 Building 606 Old Missile Propel111111 Test Laboratory OUI7 X Addendum #2 

SEAD 44A Qual ity Assurance Test Laboratory, West ofBuilding 616 OUI7 X Addendum #2 

SEAD44B Quality Assurance Test laboratory, Brady Road OUl7 X Addendum #2 

SEAD 52 Building 608 and 612 Ammunition Breakdown Area OUIO& OU I7 X Addendum #2 
SEAD 56 Building 606 Herbicide and Pesticide Storage OUJ7 X Addendum #2 

NFA SEAD60 Oil Discharge adjacent to Bui lding 609 OUIO& OU14 None~ NFA Site 
SEAD 62 Nicotine Sulfate Disposal Area near Building 606 and 612 OUI7 X Addendum #2 

SEAD 64C Garbage DisposaJ Area OUJ 7 X Addendum #2 

SEAD69 Building 606 Disposal Area OUJ7 X Addendum #2 

Other SEADs with LUC Requirements 
SEAD 12 Radiological Waste Burial Sites OU5 X Addendum #5 X X X 
SEAD 13 Inhibited Red Fuming Nitric Acid (IRFNA) Disposal Site OU9& 0 U17 X Addendum #2 X 

NFA SEAD24 Abandoned Powder Burning Pit OU1 3 &0UJ6 None - NF A Site X X 
SEAD 64B Garbage Disposal Area. South of Classification Area OU17 X Addendum #2 X X 
SEAD 64D Garbage Disposal Area. West of Building 2203 OU17 X Addendum #2 X X X 

Norlh End Barracks Area 
NA SEAD7 Shale Pit OUl4 None - NA Site 
NA SEAD 18 Building 709, Classified Document Incinerator OU14 None - NA Site 

NA SEAD 19 Building 801, Classified Document Incinerator OU14 None - NA Site 

NA SEAD 21 Sewage Treatment Plant No. 715 OU!4 None - NA Site 
NFA SEAD 32 Building 718, Underground Waste Oil Tanks (2) OU I4 None - NF A Site 
NA SEAD35 Building 718, Waste Oil Burning Baile~ (3 units) OU14 None - NA Site 

SEAD41 Building 718 Boiler Plant Slowdown Leach Pit OU17 X Addendum #2 X 

NFA SEAD 61 Building 718, Underground Waste Oil Tank OUl4 None - NA Site 
Ai,jie /d Parcel 

SEAD 122B Small Arms Range, Airfield I OU17 X I Addendum #2 I X I I 
SEAD 122E Plane Deicing Area OUJ7 X Addendum #2 I X I 

Ash l.Andji/1 Operable Unit 

SEAD 3 Incinerator Cooling Water Pond OU! X Addendum #3 X X X X X 
SEAD6 Abandoned Ash Landfill OU! X Addendum #3 X X X X X 
SEAD8 Non-Combustible Fill Area OU! X Addendum #3 X X X X X 

SEAD 14 Refuse Burning Pits (2 units) OUI X Addendum #3 X X X X X 
SEAD 15 Abandoned Sol id Waste Incinerator (Building 2207) OUI X Addendum #3 X X X X X 

Ongoine Remedial Action/ Pre-RODs 
SEAD 45 Open Detonation Area OU22 X Pre-ROD 

SEAD 46 Small Arms Range (aka 3.5-inch Rocket Range) OUII X Pre-ROD 

SEAD 57 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area (#1) OUI I X Pre-ROD 

SEAD 007-R-O I Grenade Range OU19 X Pre-ROD 

SEAD 002-R-01 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Areas #2 and #3 OU19 X Pre-ROD 

SEAD 70 Building 2110, Fill Area OUll&OU20 X Pre-ROD 
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Table 3 - Summary of Areas of Concern (AOC) Subject to CERCLA Investigations, LUC Requi rements and Disposition Status at SEDA 
Five-Yea r Rev iew 

Seneca Army Depot Activity 

LUC Requirements 

Subject to 
Prohibit Prohibit 

Site Operable Unit Residential, construction or GWUsc MAinlllin 

Status 
Site Number Site Name 

(OU) 
Five-Year LUC Rd crcncc Schools, inhabil.llblc Restriction Soil Cap 

Review Ch.ildc.irc structures (Prohibit U1111uthorizcd ond/o, 
F:icilitics,& (tcmpornry or Access or GWLTM ExC11vnlion Vcgctoti,-e 
Pluyground., pcmument) Use of) Required Restriction Cover 

Other SEADs with RODS, but no LUC Req uirements 

SEAD23 Open Burning Ground OU2 X No LUC Requirements x' x' 
Other No Action/No Further Action Sites 

NFA SEAD 4 Munitions Washout Facil ity Leach Field None- NFA Si te 

NFA SEAD II Old Construction Debris Landfill None - NFA Site 
NFA SEAD 29 Building 732, Underground Waste Oil Tank None - NFA Site 
NFA SEAD 38 Building 2079, Boiler Plant Slowdown Leach Pit None - NFA Site 
NFA SEAD48 Pichblende Ore Storage Jgloos None - NF A Site 
NA SEAD 51 Herb icide Usage, Peri meter of High Security Area None - NA Si te 
NA SEAD 53 Munitions Storage Igloos None - NA Site 
NA SEAD 58 Debris Area near Booster Station 2131 None - NA Site 

NFA SEAD63 Miscellaneous Components Burial Area None - NF A Site 
NA SEAD 65A Acid Storage Area None - NA Site 
NA SEAD 65B Acid Storage Area None - NA Site 
NA SEAD 65C Acid Storage Arca None - NA Site 
NA SEAD 72 Building 803, Mixed Waste Storage Area None - NF A Site 

Note: For the majority of the AOCs, their respcctil•e ROD required implementation of specific LUCs which arc summarized abo\'c. 

Other l nformntion 

Maintain 

Rcmcdinl& Army Si~• GWUsc Pruon P=cl 
Monitoring Nol Ready D<cd RcvcrsioMry Emironmcnui.l 

WcllsSy1tcm ForTr:insrcr Restriction D<cd E.:uancnt 

X1 
- Long Term Groundwater monitoring was initially requ ired at SEAD-26 as a condition of the ROD. Groundwater monitoring at SEAD-26 was terminated by the Army. with the approval of the EPA and the NYSDEC after the firs t year of sampling (2006) after ;maJysis indicated that no COCs were present in the 

groundwater at concentrnl ions above defined cleanup goa ls. 

Xz -At SEAD-1 3, the ROD requires that the integrity of any current or future rcmccfo1 I or moni toring system is maintained. All the monitoring wells at SEAD-1 3 were decomissioncd. 

X3 
- GW Use Deed Restrict.ion was placed on the deed because this nrea was transferred before environmental casements were required. 

x4 -SEAD 23, Open Burning Grounds has Operations and Maintenance requirements per the ROD signed in February 1999. HowCl'cr, no LUCs have been established for the site. 

# - SEAD-60 was not included in the ROD associated with the Prison Parcel Revcrsionn.ry Deed. 
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Attach ment # SEAD Name 

Attachment A-1 SEAD-1, Hazardous Waste Container Storage Facility (Building 307) 

Attachment 8-1 SEAD-2 PCB Transformer Storage Facility (Building 30 I) 

Attachment C-1 SEAD-5 Sewage Sludge Piles 

Attachment D-1 SEAD-16 Building S3 ! 1, (former) Abandoned Deactivation Furnace 

Attachment D-1 SEAD-17 Building 367, (former) Active Deactivation Furnace 

Attachment E-1 SEAD-59 Fill Area West of Building 135 

Attachment F-1 SEAD-71 Alleged Paint Disposal Area 

Attachment G-1 SEAD-121 C Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office (DRMO) Yard 

Attachment G-1 SEAD-1 2 11 Rumored Cosmoline Disposal Area 

Attachment H-1 SEAD-25 Fire T raining and Demonstration Pad 

Attachment 1-1 SEAD-26 Fire Training Pit 

Attachment J-1 SEAD-27 Building 360, Steam Jenny Pit 

Attachment K-1 SEAD-64A Garbage Disposal Area, Debris Landfill south of Storage Pad 

Attachment L-1 SEAD-66 Pesticide Storage Area near Buildings 5 and 6 

Attachment M-1 SEAD-39 Building 121 Boiler Plan Slowdown Leach Pit 

Attachment N-1 SEAD-40 Building 319 Boiler Plant Slowdown Leach Pit 

Attachment 0-1 SEAD-67 Dump Site east of Sewage Treatment Plant No. 4 

Attachment P-1 Prison Area Parcel 

Attachment V-1 SEAD-13 Inhibited Red Fuming Nitric Acid (IRFNA) Disposal Site 

Attachment W-1 SEAD-41 Building 718 Boiler Plant Blowdown Leach Pit 

Attachment X-1 SEAD-648 Garbage Disposal Area, Disposal Area South of Classification Area 

Attachment Y -I SEAD-64D Garbage Disposal Area West of Building 2203 

Attachment Z-1 Ash Landfill Operable Unit including SEADs 3, 6, 8, 14 and 15 

Table 4 - Photographic Log Descriptions 
Five-Year Review 

Seneca Army Depot Activity 

Photo # Photo Description 

Photo I, 2, 3 
Views of Building 307 with native grass growing adjacent to building. The site inspection confirmed that no access to or use 
of j;tl"Oundwater was evident. The site inspection confinned that no prohibited facilities have been constructed. 

Photo l 
View of Building 301 from north. The site inspection confinned that no access to or use of groundwater was evident. The site 
inspection confirmed that no prohibited facilities have been constructed. 
No unauthorized excavations or activities that might compromise the integrity of the engineered soil cover were observed. The 

Photo 1, 2 site inspection confinned that no access to or use of groundwater was evident~ and that no no residential , schools. childcare and 
olavQmunds were constructed. 
Overlooking excavated area. Ponding observed in excavated area. but did not appear to reduce the effectiveness of the remedy. 

Photo I, 2, 3 SEDA had received heavy rainfall during site visit. The site inspection confinned that no access to or use of groundwater was 
evident. 

Photo l 
Ponding observed in excavated area but did not appear to reduce the effectiveness of the remedy. SEDA had received heavy 
rainfall durimt the site visit. 

Photo 1,2 
The site inspection confirmed that no access to or use of groundwater was evident. The site inspection confirmed that no 
orohibited facilities have been constructed. 

View of roadway on-site. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of the site that would affect the 
Photo l protectiveness of the remedy . The site inspection confirmed that no access to or use of groundwater was evident. The site 

inspection confirmed that no prohibited facilities have been constructed. 

Ponding observed. SEDA had received heavy rainfall during site visit. There have been no changes in the physical conditions 
Photo I, 2, 3 of the site that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy . The site inspection confirmed that no access to or use of 

I groundwater was evident The site insoection confirmed that no orohibited facilities have been constructed. 
There have been no changes in the physical conditions of the site that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy . The site 

Photo 1, 2 inspection confirmed that no access to or use of groundwater was evident. The site inspection confirmed that no prohibited 
facilities have been constructed. 
View of gravel covered excavation area The site inspection confinned that no access to or use of groundwater was evident. 

Photo I, 2 The site inspection confirmed that no prohibited facilities have been constructed. Heavy Rainfall during Site visit did not 
appear to reduce the effectiveness of the remedy. 

Photo 1, 2 
Fire Training Pit and Area The site inspection confinned that no access to or use of groundwater was evident. The site 
inspection confirmed that no prohibited facilities have been constructed. 

Photo I, 2 
The site inspection confinned that no access to or use of groundwater was evident. The site inspection confirmed that no 
lorohibited facilities have been constructed. 

Photo 1, 2, 3 
The site inspection confinned that no access to or use of groundwater was evident. The site inspection confirmed that no 
1orohibited facilities have been constructed. 

Photo I, 2 Building 5 on the north side and Building 6 on the south side are suspected to be located near the former pesticide storage area. 

View toward fonner boiler plant leach pit from north and south. The excavated area was backfilled and returned to its original 
Photo I, 2 grade. The site inspection confinned that no access to or use of groundwater was evident. The site inspection confirmed that 

no prohibited facilities have been constructed. 

View of leach pit toward boiler plant. The ground surface to the north of Building 319 and to the south of the drainage ditch 
Photo l was covered with asphalt.. The site inspection confirmed that no access to or use of groundwater was evident. The site 

inspection confirmed that no prohibited facilities have been constructed. 

Photo 1, 2 
Undeveloped site areas. heavi]y vegetated with low brush and deciduous trees. The site inspection confirmed that no access to 
or use of 2.roundwater was evident. The site insoection confirmed that no orohibited facilities have been constructed. 

NIA 
Photos not allowed. The site inspection confirmed that the facility is still operating as a state prison. There have been no 
changes in the physical conditions of the site that would affect the orotectiveness of the remedv. 

Photo 50, 49, 51 The site inspection confirmed no access to or use of groundwater was evident. 
This view is of the property currently occupied by the Hillside Children's Center. During the site inspection. the Hillside 

Photo I, 2 Children ~s Center maintenance manager confirmed that the facility was using the public water supply. The site inspection 
confirmed that no access to or use of groundwater was evident. 

Photo 1,2 
The cover is vegetated with no signs of erosion evident The site inspection confinncd that no prohibited excavation has taken 
place and the vegetative cover is being maintained. 

Photo I , 2, 3 
The cover is vegetated with no signs of erosion evident. The site inspection confirmed that no prohibited excavation have 
taken place and no access to or use of groundwater was evident. 

Photo 1,2 The integrity of the LTM monitoring wells and biowall C is intact. and no maintenance is required. 
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Attachment AA-1 SEAD-122B Small Arms Range, Airfield 

Attachment AA-1 SEAD-122E Plane Deicing Areas 

Attachment AA-I SEAD- 122E Plane Deicing Areas 

Attachment AB- I SEAD-1 2 Radioactive Waste Burial Sites 

Table 4 - Photographic Log Descriptions 
Five-Y car Review 

Seneca Army Depot Activity 

Photo 3,4 The vegetative covers for the Ash Landi II and NCLF are intact, and remains protective of ecological receptors. 

Photo 1 
Area behind the Airfield 20-lane SAR with protective wooden baffle. The site inspection confirmed that no prohibited 

faci lit ies have been constructed. 

Photo 2, 3, 4 Exisiting on-site structures. The site inspection confirmed that no prohibited facilities have been constructed. 

Photo I View of northernmost deicing pad. 111c site inspection confirmed that no prohibited faci lities have been constructed. 

Photo 2 View of westernmost deicing pad. The site inspection confirmed that no prohibited facilities have been constructed. 

Photo I View ofnorthemmost deicing pad. The site inspect ion confirmed that no prohibited faci lities have been constructed. 
Photo 2 View of westernmost deicing pad. The site inspect ion confinned that no prohibited faci lities have been constructed. 
Photo 1,2, 3 View of Building 8 13. The site inspection confirmed that no access to or use of groundwater was evident. 
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Figure 1 
Former SEDA Location Map 
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APPENDIX A: SEAD-1 Hazardous Waste Container Storage Facility 

(Building 307) 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

SEAD-1 (Building 307, the former Hazardous Waste Container Storage Facility) is located approximately 

3,500 feet southwest of the Depot's main entrance off State Route 96. Building 307 was constructed in 

1981 and was used for temporary storage of containerized hazardous wastes prior to their shipment offsite 

for disposal. During Building 307's active life, the ground surrounding the building was kept clear of 

vegetation. 

Hazardous wastes stored at SEAD-1 included spent solvents; still bottoms; sludge from oil/grease 

separations; cleaning compounds; paper filters; waste polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs); and, spent battery 

acids. The storage of hazardous waste in Building 307 was subject to regulations promulgated under RCRA, 

42 U.S.C. §§6901-63992k (Parsons, 2009a). 

1.2 Initial Response 

On December 30, 1991, the Army submitted a RCRA Part A and Part B Permit Application for the Depot 

that included storage operations at Building 307. The Army's permit application was not processed or 

approved, and operations performed at Building 307 continued under Interim Status until September 2005 

when NYSDEC accepted the Army' s Closure Certificate for SEAD-1. A RCRA Closure was implemented 

and completed for Building 307 (SEAD-1). The NYSDEC approved the RCRA Closure of the building in 

September of 2005 , and indicated that the existing building should only be used for industrial operations in 

the future. However, the NYSDEC deferred comment or determination on the acceptability of the exterior 

soils to the CERCLA program. 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-1 to ensure land use remains protective of site users. SEAD- 1 is pa,t of 

the PIO/Warehousing Area and the planned future use for this tract of land is for industrial, office 

development, and/or warehouse areas. The potential future hazards or risks identified at SEAD-1 is either 

suitable for the defined use, or associated with compounds that are present at concentrations that are equal 

to or less than naturally occurring levels. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

A review of soil sample results indicated that 66 chemicals were detected in one or more of the individual 

soil samples characterized at SEAD-1. Infonnation and data presented in the ROD (Parsons, 2009a) 

summarized that hazardous constituents are present in the soil at SEAD-1 at levels that exceeded Federal 

and State guidance values and thus, may pose a threat to selected future populations (e.g., future residents) 

that could use the land. 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-1 there are no human health cancer risks above the CERCLA 

cancer risk management range of 1 x 10-4 to 1 x I o-6, and the calculated non-cancer HI for all receptors 

except for the construction worker (HI=l .56) are less than 1.0. The results of the risk assessment performed 

using the maximum detected concentrations for contaminants in soil and the reasonable maximum exposure 
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(RME) scenario indicate that the cancer risks calculated at SEAD-1 for all receptors (i.e., industrial worker, 

construction worker, and adolescent trespasser) are 1 x 10-6 or less, which is consistent with USEPA 

guidelines. Aluminum, iron, manganese, vanadium, and zinc in soil contribute significantly to the 

construction worker's elevated HI. 

The risk assessment was recalculated using recommended Upper Confidence Limit (UCL) values in place 

of maximum concentrations as the Exposure Point Concentrations (EPCs) for aluminum, iron, manganese, 

vanadium, and zinc, and maximum concentrations for all of the other identified COCs. The results of this 

recalculation indicated that the estimated cancer risks for all potential future human receptors at SEAD-1 

were consistent with, and less than USEPA's preferred upper limits, and that the Hls for the industrial 

worker and adolescent trespasser were below 1.0. The construction worker's HI was reduced to 1.08. 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The ROD titled "Five Former Solid Waste Management Units (SWMUs), SEAD-1 (Hazardous Waste 

Container Storage Facility), SEAD-2 (PCB Transformer Storage Facility), SEAD-5 (Sewage Sludge Waste 

Piles), SEAD-24 (Abandoned Powder Burn Pit) and SEAD-48 (Row E0800 Pitchblende Storage Igloos)" 

(Parsons, 2009a) requires the establishment of I Cs. The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a LUC that prohibits residential housing, 

elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds until unrestricted use and 

unlimited exposure criteria are attained within the AOCs; and, 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a second LUC that prohibits access to and 

use of groundwater at the AOCs until its quality allows for unrestricted use and unlimited 

exposures. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") implemented land use controls for_the entire 

SEAD PID/Warehousing Area. Addendum 4 to the SEAD LUC RD added SEADs 1, 2, 5, 16, 17, 59, 71 , 

121C and 1211 in accordance with the SEAD LUC RD Supplementation provision. 

An Environmental Easement for the PID/Warehouse Area including properties that had been previously 

retained (including SEAD-1) by the Army in 2008 was recorded in the Seneca County Clerk's office on 

June 10, 2011. 

SEAD-1 as part of the "PID Retained Parcels" was transferred to the SCIDA with a Quitclaim Deed 

executed on May 27, 2011. The PID/Warehousing Area property was transferred with the land use 

restrictions, consistent with the LUC Objectives as defined in the LUC RD. The deed for the 

PIO/Warehousing Area incorporated by reference the land use restrictions set forth in the Environmental 

Easement. 

As the selected remedies do not allow unrestricted use and unlimited exposures, the Army or its successors 

are required to complete a review of the selected remedies at least once every five years, in accordance with 
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Section 12l(c) of the CERCLA. The selected LUC remedy is reviewed in accordance with this inspection 

frequency; the LU Cs are inspected as part of the FYR and on an annual basis. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LU Cs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-1 recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been rioted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 

which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LU Cs are 

functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR repo1t for a summary of the documents , data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR Process. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-1 was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by the 

approved ROD are being maintained. FYR site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No residential housing units, elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities or playgrounds 

were observed at SEAD-1. 

• No access to or use of groundwater. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 
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4.4 Interviews 

Since SEAD-1 is uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during the FYR process for 

SEAD-1. 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by completed ROD for SEAD-1 within the Pill/Warehousing Area have 

been completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required in the Pill/Warehousing 

Area. Based on a review of Closure Reports, LUC RD, Environmental Easements, transfer deeds and the 

FYR site visit conducted between June I and June 3, 2015, all remedies are functioning as intended by the 

decisions documents. 

The remedy implemented at SEAD-1 is currently protective of human health and the environment because: 

• a LUC that prevents access to, and use of, groundwater within the AOCs within the 

PIO/Warehousing Area of the former Depot has been implemented and is currently being 

maintained, monitored and reported upon periodically; 

• a second LUC that prevents the use of or the development of the property for residential housing, 

elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities, or playgrounds ,and which also has been 

expanded to include all land within the Pill/Warehousing Area has been implemented and is 

currently being maintained, monitored, and reported upon periodically. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-1 . 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RAOs used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since completion of remedial action activities and implementation of LUCs that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy selected for the Pill/Warehouse Area of the former SEDA. 

As described in Section 9.3. l of the main FYR document, there was a change in the NY soil and 

groundwater standards. It was determined that the clean-up levels and RAOs from earlier RODs are 

considered still valid. Since the soil and groundwater cleanup standards for the remedy are equivalent to, 

or more stringent than human-health-based promulgated standards and cleanup criteria, the cleanup 

standards remain protective of human health. 
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5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the RODs 

for SEAD-1 and the PID/Warehousing Areas. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of the 

site that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of 

human health and the environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for Pill/Warehousing Area is protective of the enviromnent and protects human 

health. Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source 

area contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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Attachment 1 Photo Log 

Attachment 2 Site Inspection Checklist 

Five-Year Review 
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ATTACHMENT 1 

Photo Log 

Five-Year Review 
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Attachment A-1 
5 Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

SEAD-1 Hazardous Waste Container Storage Facility (Building 307) 

PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

-- - ·---
Bing.com (Microsoft) Birds Eye Aerial of SEAD-1; actual date of aerial photo is unknown but based on observable features at 
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ATTACHMENT 2 

Site Inspection Checklist 

Five-Year Review 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEAD - Date of inspection: June I, 2015 

Location and Region: EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
reYiew: Parsons 

- - o 
Weather/temperature: 0() 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE Signature: 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
D Landfill cover/containment □ Monitored natural attenuation 
□ Access controls □ Groundwater containment 

1Stfnstitutional controls D Vertical barri&r walls ~1Ad-r /} .• '1 - ,.?,,1V-."'111-,,.._..-1 D Groundwater pump and treatment 'C/ ~ 
□ Surface water collection and treatment 
□ Other __________________________ _ 

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached D Site map attached p 
II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

Name Title Date 
Interviewed □ at site □ at office □ by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; □ Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff __________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. ~-----
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tlibal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 

Contact ------------
Name Title Date Phone no. 

Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ___________________ _ 

Agency __________ _ _ 
Contact ___________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone 110. 

Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________ _ _ _ _____ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 

., . 



Final 
Seneca Army Depot Activity Five-Year Review 

APPENDIXB 

SEAD-2: PCB TRANSFORMER STORAGE FACILITY (BUILDING 301) 
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APPENDIX B: SEAD-2 PCB Transformer Storage Facility (Building 301) 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

SEAD-2, Building 301, is located in the east-central portion of SEDA, roughly 6,000 feet west, southwest 

of the Depot's main entrance off State Route 96. The building is located on the eastern side of Fayette Road, 

which separates the PID/Warehousing Area from the former munitions igloo storage area, which occupies 

the inner core of the former Depot. 

Building 301 was originally constructed in 1942. It was upgraded in 1986 to meet hazardous waste storage 

requirements required by RCRA. The exterior of Building 301 measures approximately 35 feet 4 inches 

long by 23 feet 4 inches wide. The structure is partially bounded on its east and west sides, and completely 

on its north side, by a raised concrete loading dock, and access ramp and stairway assembly. Building 301 

was used as a PCB Transformer Storage Facility beginning in 1980 and continuing until the Depot closed 

in 2000. 

1.2 Initial Response 

A RCRA Closure was implemented and completed for Building 301 (SEAD-2). The NYSDEC approved 

the RCRA Closure of the building in September of 2005, and indicated that the existing building should 

only be used for industrial operations in the future. However, the NYSDEC deferred comment or 

determination on the acceptability of the exterior soils to the CERCLA program. 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-2 to ensure land use remains protective of site users. SEAD-2 is part of 

the PIO/Warehouse Area and the planned future use for this tract of land is for industrial, office 

development, and/or warehouse areas. The potential future hazards or risks identified at SEAD-2 is either 

suitable for the defined use, or associated with compounds that are present at concentrations that are equal 

to or less than naturally occurring levels. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

Information and data presented in the ROD (Parsons, 2009a) summarized that hazardous constituents are 

present in the soil at SEAD-2 at levels that exceeded Federal and State guidance values and thus, may pose 

a threat to selected future populations ( e.g., future residents) that could use the land. A review of the soil 

sample results for SEAD-2 indicated that 64 chemicals were detected in one or more of the individual soil 

samples characterized, and 20 were found in individual samples at concentrations that exceeded New 

York's Unrestricted Use SCO values. However, comparisons between 95th UCL concentrations and their 

SCO values indicated that only four compounds were found at concentrations above New York's 

Unrestricted Use SCOs, while six compounds were found at a 95th UCL concentration in excess of its 

respective USEPA's Industrial Soil Regional Screening Level (RSL) value. 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-2 there the human health cancer risks were below the 

CERCLA cancer risk management range of 1 x 10-4 to 1 x 1 o-6 for all receptors except for the industrial 

worker. The calculated non-cancer HI for all receptors except for the construction worker are less than 1.0. 
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The human health risk assessment was initially conducted using the maximum observed concentration as 

the EPC; subsequent determination used the 95 th UCL values for selected metal COCs. 

The risk assessment based on an RME scenario and maximum detected concentrations indicated that non­

cancer risks for the industrial worker and the adolescent trespasser were less than 1. The HI computed for 

the construction worker was 1.48. This elevated HI was driven by the ingestion of soil and the inhalation 

of dusts containing metals. The predominant contributing metal is manganese, followed by iron, arsenic, 

aluminum and vanadium. Data indicated that each of these metals , exclusive of arsenic, was found at levels 

that are lower than Federal and State cleanup guidance values. The construction worker's HI decreased to 

9E-011 when the UCL values for aluminum, arsenic, iron, manganese, and vanadium were substituted for 

the maximum detected levels. 

The cancer risk calculated at SEAD-2 for the construction worker and adolescent trespasser were found to 

be within the US EPA' s recommended range ( 1 x 10-4 to 1 x 10·6) based on the maximum detected 

concentration of the COCs and a RME exposure scenario. The cancer risk identified for the industrial 

worker at SEAD-2 was 5 x 10-4, which exceeds the USEPA 's recommended range. The identified cancer 

risk for the industrial worker results were primarily due to dermal contact with, and ingestion of soil 

containing carcinogenic polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (cPAHs). The risk assessment and the 

conclusions of the AOC investigations were reviewed and approved by the USEPA. 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The RODs titled "Five Former Solid Waste Management Units (SWMUs), SEAD 1 (Hazardous Waste 

Container Storage Facility), SEAD 2 (PCB Transformer Storage Facility), SEAD 5 (Sewage Sludge Waste 

Piles), SEAD 24 (Abandoned Powder Bum Pit) and SEAD 48 (Row E0800 Pitchblende Storage Igloos)" 

(Parsons, 2009a) require the establishment of I Cs. The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a LUC that prohibits residential housing, 

elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds until umestricted use and 

unlimited exposure criteria are attained within the AOCs; and, 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a second LUC that prohibits access to and 

use of groundwater at the AOCs until its quality allows for unrestricted use and unlimited 

exposures. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") implemented land use controls for the entire 

SEAD PID/Warehouse Area. Addendum 4 to the SEAD LUC RD added SEADs 1, 2, 5, 16, 17, 59, 71, 

12IC and 1211 in accordance with the SEAD LUC RD Supplementation provision. 

An Environmental Easement for the PID/Warehousing Area including properties that had been previously 

retained (including SEAD-2) by the Army in 2008 was recorded in the Seneca County Clerk's office on 

June 10,2011. 
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SEAD-2 as part of the "PID Retained Parcels" was transferred to the SCIDA with a Quitclaim Deed 

executed on May 27, 2011. The PIO/Warehouse Area property was transferred with the land use 

restrictions, consistent with the LUC Objectives as defined in the LUC RD. The deed for the 

Pill/Warehouse Area incorporated by reference the land use restrictions set forth in the Environmental 

Easement. 

As the selected remedies do not allow unrestricted use and unlimited exposures, the Army or its successors 

are required to complete a review of the selected remedies at least once every five years, in accordance with 

Section 121(c) of the CERCLA. The selected LUC remedy is reviewed in accordance with this inspection 

frequency; the LUCs are inspected as part of the FYR and on an annual basis. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation ofLUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-2 recommendations in the previous FYR, the · LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, L TM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 

which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 

functioning as intended. 

3.3 Progress on Recommendations 

Based on this FYR, the Army makes the following recommendations; 

• LUCs continued to be implemented and inspected on an annual basis. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 15.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR process. 
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4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-2 was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by the 

approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No residential housing units, elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities or playgrounds 

were observed at SEAD-2. 

• No access to or use of groundwater. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Since SEAD-2 is uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during the FYR process for 

SEAD-2. 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0 . 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by completed RODs for SEAD-2 within the PID/Warehouse Area have 

been completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required in the PID/Warehouse Area. 

Based on a review of Closure Reports, LUC RD, Environmental Easements, transfer deeds and the FYR 

site visit conducted between June 1 and June 3, 2015 all remedies are functioning as intended by the 

decisions documents. 

The remedy implemented at the SEAD-2 is currently protective of human health and the environment 

because: 

• a LUC that prevents access to, and use of, groundwater within the AOCs within the 

PID/Warehousing Area of the former Depot has been implemented and is currently being 

maintained, monitored and reported upon periodically; and, 

• a second LUC that prevents the use of or the development of the property for residential housing, 

elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities, or playgrounds ,and which also has been 

expanded to include all land within the PID/Warehousing Area has been implemented and is 

currently being maintained, monitored, and reported upon periodically. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-2. 
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5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RA Os used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid . There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since completion of remedial action activities and implementation of LUCs that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy selected for the Pill/Warehousing Area of the former SEDA. 

As described in Section 9.3.1 of the main FYR document, there was a change in the NY soil and 

groundwater standards. It was determined that the clean-up levels and RAOs from earlier RODs are 

considered still valid. Since the soil and groundwater cleanup standards for the remedy are equivalent to, 

or more stringent than human-health-based promulgated standards and cleanup criteria, the cleanup 

standards remain protective of human health. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the RODs 

for SEAD-2 and the PID Warehousing Areas. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of the 

site that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of 

human health and the environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LU Cs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for PID/Warehousing Areas is protective of the environment and protects human 

health. Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source 

area contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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Attachment B-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

SEAD-2 PCB Transformer Storage Facility (Building 301) 

PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

Bing.com (Microsoft) Birds Eye Aerial of SEAD-2; actual date of aerial photo is 

SEAD-2 is located within the PIO/ 
Warehouse Area Parcel. 

----, I ___ J Approximate Site Boundary 

Photo Viewing Direction 

Description: Building 307 

., ' It' ..... -· 

':. , -::~...... ."\.,-- 111 • ~ t \ld-- n·• ----
~ 

"t ;;....-_ _ 

LOCATION: SEAD-2, Seneca Army Depot 
CLIENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale) 

-- -+I 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checldist 

Site name: SEAD - Date of inspection: June/, 2015 

Location and Region: EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Weather/temperature: 0 ~ ~ 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

R emedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
0 Landfill cover/containment 
□ Access controls 

~nstitutional controls 
□ Groundwater pump and treatment 
0 Surface water collection and treatment 
0 Other 

Signature: 

D Monitored natural attenuation 
D Groundwater containment 
D Vertical barrier~ 

Cil>-dtv; 
------------------------~------

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached 0 Site map attached 

11. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

1. O&M site manager ____________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed O at site □ at office D by phone Phone no. 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff -------------
Name Title Date 

Interviewed O at site O at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Repo1i attached ____________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or envirom11ental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ____________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; 0 Report attached _ ___________________ _ 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact ____________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; 0 Report attached ____________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

SEAD-5 is located in the east-central portion of SEDA, approximately 3,000 ft. west-southwest of the 

Depot's main entrance off State Route 96. SEAD-5 encompasses an area measuring approximately 150 ft. 

by 250 ft. in size. Between 1980 and roughly June 1992, sewage sludge from two Army wastewater 

treatment plants was stockpiled at this AOC. This area was also used as a location where the Depot's 

Depa1tment of Public Works (DPW) type storage and staging area for heavy equipment, materials and 

supplies was located. 

1.2 Initial Response 

The historic sewage sludge waste piles were removed from SEAD-5, and disposed at off-site landfills, in 

accordance with prevailing environmental requirements. A TCRA was performed at SEAD-5 between 2003 

and 2006 to address hazardous substance contamination that remained in soil underlying and surrounding 

the location of the historic sludge piles. 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-5 to ensure land use remains protective of site users. SEAD-5 is pait of 

the PID/Warehousing Area and the planned future use for this tract of land is for industrial , office 

development, and/or warehouse areas. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

Data presented in the ROD (Parsons, 2009a) for SEAD-5 summarized that hazardous substances and 

constituents were present at levels that exceed Federal and State soil guidance values and at levels that pose 

potential risks to future industrial and commercial users or occupants of the land. 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-5 the human health cancer risks were less than the CERCLA 

cancer risk management range of 1 x 10-4 to 1 x 1 o·6 for all receptors except for the industrial worker. The 

calculated non-cancer HI for all receptors are less than 1.0. The calculated cancer risk for the industrial 

worker was slightly above the USEPA's recommended range at a level of 1.3 x 10-4_ 

The human health risk assessment was computed using the 95th UCL of the mean as the EPC for each of 

the COCs. The elevated RME cancer risk was largely driven by concentrations of a single hazardous 

substance (benzo[a]pyrene) that were found at a few isolated, non-contiguous locations within the soil at 

the AOC. These elevated concentrations may be associated with asphalt pieces that have become intermixed 

with the soil at the AOC due to its historic use as a DPW-type storage and staging area (Parsons ES, 1995; 

Parsons, 2009a). 
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2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The RODs titled "Five Fonner Solid Waste Management Units (SWMUs), SEAD 1 (Hazardous Waste 

Container Storage Facility), SEAD 2 (PCB Transformer Storage Facility), SEAD 5 (Sewage Sludge Waste 

Piles), SEAD 24 (Abandoned Powder Burn Pit) and SEAD 48 (Row E0800 Pitchblende Storage Igloos)" 

(Parsons, 2009a) require the establishment ofICs. The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a LUC that prohibits residential housing, 

elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds until unrestricted use and 

unlimited exposure criteria are attained within the AOCs; and 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a second LUC that prohibits access to and 

use of groundwater at the AOCs until its quality allows for unrestricted use and unlimited 

exposures. 

In addition, at SEAD-5, the selected remedy required: 

• Covering of contaminated soils (including those originating at SEADs-59 and 71) with at least one 

foot of clean fill that meets New York's Restricted Commercial Use SCO; 

• Placing demarcation fabric (e.g., colored "snow" or safety fence) between the contaminated soil 

and the clean fill; and 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring,. and reporting on a third LUC that prohibits unauthorized 

excavations or activities that might compromise the integrity of the engineered cover. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") implemented land use controls for the entire 

SEAD PIO/Warehouse Area. Addendum 4 to the SEAD LUC RD added SEADs I, 2, 5, 16, 17, 59, 71, 

121C and 121I in accordance with the SEAD LUC RD Supplementation provision. 

An Environmental Easement for the PIO/Warehouse Area including properties that had been previously 

retained (including SEAD-5) by the Army in 2008 was recorded in the Seneca County Clerk's office on 

June 10, 2011. 

SEAD-5 as pat1 of the "PIO Retained Parcels" was transferred to the SCIDA with a Quitclaim Deed 

executed on May 27, 2011. The PIO/Warehousing Area property was transferred with the land use 

restrictions, consistent with the LUC Objectives as defined in the LUC RD. The deed for the 

PIO/Warehouse Area incorporated by reference the land use restrictions set forth in the Environmental 

Easement. 

As the selected remedies do not allow unrestricted use and unlimited exposures, the Army or its successors 

are required to complete a review of the selected remedies at least once every five years, in accordance with 

Section 121(c) of the CERCLA. The selected LUC remedy is reviewed in accordance with this inspection 

frequency; the LUCs are inspected as part of the FYR and on an annual basis. 
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In June through July 2009, construction activities were undertaken at SEAD-5 to construct a soil cover to 

inter a portion of SEAD-5 where analytical results from soil samples indicated that elevated levels of certain 

hazardous substances were present at concentrations that posed potential human health risks to future 

industrial occupants and users of the land . The initial cover layer soil consisted of approximately 5,620 

cubic yards of SEAD-59/71 stockpile soil. This soil covered approximately 1.57 acres of land. A layer of 

demarcation fabric was placed atop the initial layer of spread stockpile soil to delineate the lateral extent of 

the covered soil. One foot of borrow material of quality that meets Restricted Commercial Use SCOs 

defined by the NYSDEC was then placed as a protective barrier layer (Parsons, 2009a). 

The CCR for the Former Sewage Sludge Waste Piles (Parsons, 2010c) provided record documentation of 

the completed remedial action construction activities and that accessible soil remaining in the area of the 

former sludge pile locations met the remedial goals defined in the ROD for AOC. The unauthorized 

excavation LUC for SEAD-5 is implemented only at that location where the protective cover is established 

over SEAD-5 soils. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR the Anny made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LU Cs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-5 recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 

which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 

functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR repo1i for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR Process. 
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4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-5 was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by the 

approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No residential housing units, elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities or playgrounds 

were observed at SEAD-5. 

• No access to or use of groundwater. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Since SEAD-5 is uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during the FYR process for 

SEAD-5. 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by completed RODs for SEAD-5 within the Pill/Warehousing Area have 

been completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required in the Pill/Warehouse Area. 

Based on a review of Closure Reports, LUC RD, Environmental Easements, transfer deeds and the FYR 

site visit conducted between June 1 and June 3, 2015 all remedies are functioning as intended by the 

decisions documents. 

The remedy implemented at the SEAD-5 is · currently protective of human health and the environment 

because: 

• a LUC that prevents access to, and use of, groundwater within the two identified AOCs, and which 

has been expanded to encompass all land within the PID/Warehousing Area of the former Depot 

has been implemented and is currently being maintained, monitored and reported upon periodically; 

• a second LUC that prevents the use of or the development of the property for residential housing, 

elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities, or playgrounds at the three site, and which 

also has been expanded to include all land within the PID/Warehousing Area has been implemented 

and is currently being maintained, monitored, and reported upon periodically; 

• At SEAD-5, contaminated soils were covered with at least one foot of clean fill, and demarcation 

fabric was placed between the contaminated soil and clean fill. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. No opportunities for 
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optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-5. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RAOs used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since completion of remedial action activities and implementation of LUCs that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy selected for the PIO/Warehousing Area of the former SEDA. 

As described in Section 9.3.1 of the main FYR document, there was a change in the NY soil and 

groundwater standards. It was determined that the clean-up levels and RAOs from earlier RODs are 

considered still valid. Since the soil and groundwater cleanup standards for the remedy are equivalent to, 

or more stringent than human-health-based promulgated standards and cleanup criteria, the cleanup 

standards remain protective of human health. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the RODs 

for SEAD-5 and the PIO/Warehousing Areas. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels , and 

RAOs used at the time of the remedy are still valid. There have been no changes in the physical conditions 

of the site that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective 

of human health and the environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LU Cs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for PIO/Warehousing Areas is protective of the environment and protects human 

health. Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source 

area contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

2015 Site Visit Photo 1 

Status as of 6/1/15 
Description: SEAD-5. 

2015 Site Visit Photo 2 

Photo ID: IMG_6546.JPG 

Status as of:6/1/15 
Description: SEAD-5 cap 

Photo ID: IMG_6543.JPG 

-·-

Attachment C-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 
SEAD-5 Sewage Sludge Waste Piles 

. ' . 
' . 

~ 

LOCATION: SEAD-5, Seneca Army Depot 
CLIENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

Google Earth Aerial of SEAD-5; aerial taken 9/24/2013 I! 

Photo Viewing 
Direction 

r - 1 Approximate Site 
i.... - ..J Boundary 

-:J I ~I 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checldist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEAD ~;::, 

Location and Region: CM-,(f;(.. 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
D Landfill cover/containment 
□ Access controls 
~ustitutional controls 
D Groundwater pump and treatment 
D Surface water collection and treatment 

Date of inspection: June l, 2015 

EPA ID: NY02l3820830 

\Veather/temperature: 

Signature: 

D Monitored natural attenuation 
D Groundwater containment -£,.. 
D Vertical banier wal{0t? ~ ·-,ecot).J 

□ Other __________________ -.,,9'/-A;_~~~~~--r-4--cl!◄~-L/ 

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached 

. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

Name Title Date 
Interviewed □ at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; □ Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&Mstaff __________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Inten1iewed D at site D at office □ by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or oilier city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 

Contact ------------Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ___________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; □ Repo1t attached ___________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 
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APPENDIXD 

SEAD-16/17: THE FORMER ABANDONED DEACTIVATION FURNACE (SEAD-16) 

AND THE FORMER ACTIVE DEACTIVATION FURNACE (SEAD-17) 

November 2017 
P:\PIT\Projccts\H untsville Cont W9 !2DY-08-D-0003\TO# ! 5 - LTM and LUC\LUC lnspections\LUC 5 Year Review 20 15\Final\Tcxt\r5\Scneca FYR Main Text 
F.docx 



Final 
Seneca Army Depot Activity Five-Year Review 

APPENDIX D: SEAD-16 Abandoned Deactivation Furnaces and SEAD-17 

Active Deactivation Furnaces 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION ............................................ D-1 

1.1 History of Contamination ........ ...... ........ ....................... ............... ....... ....... .. ............ ..... D-1 

1.2 Initial Response ............................................................................................................ D-1 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action ............................................................................................... D-3 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern ..................................................................................... D-3 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment.. ................................................ D-4 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS ............................................................................................... D-5 

2.1 Remedy Selection .......... .... .... ...... ..... .......... ...... ......... ...... .. ... .... ....... ... .......... .... .... ........ D-5 

2.2 Re111edy Irnple111entation ... ............. .. ............. .... .. ....... .. .. .. .... ........................................ D-6 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance ....... ... ...................... ....... ................ ... D-7 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW ................................................. D-7 

3.1 Recommendations ........................................................................................................ D-7 

3.2 Progress on Reco111mendations ............ .... ................. .. .. ...................... ... .. .. ..... ....... ... ... D-7 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS ............................................................................. D-8 

4.1 Docu111ent Review ..... ... ... ..... ..... .......... ................... ...... .. .................... .... ........ ..... ......... D-8 

4.2 Data Review ........ .................... .... ............... ... ............... ...... .................................. ....... . D-8 

4.3 Site Inspection .............................................................................................................. D-9 

4.4 Interviews .......... .... .................... ................... .. ..... ............ .. ...... .............. ..... ................ D-10 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification ............................................................................. D-10 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT ............................................................................ ....... D-10 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? ...... D-10 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial 
action objectives used at the time of the remedy sti ll valid? ................................................. D-11 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 
protectiveness of the remedy? ....... .. .. ..... ... ............ .... .... ................... ..... ...... .......................... D-11 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions ................................................... . D-11 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement ....................................................................................... .... . D-12 

November 201 7 Page D-i 
P:\Pll\Projects\Huntsville Cont W9 12DY-08-D-0003\TO# l5 - LTM and LUC\LUC lnspect ions\LUC 5 Year Review 20 15\Final\Text\r5\Appendix D • SEAD- 16 17 
F.docx 



Final 
Seneca Army Depot Activity 

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

Attachment 1 Photo Log 

Attachment 2 Site Inspection Checklist 

Five-Year Rev iew 

November 20 17 Page D-ii 
P:IPin Projects\Huntsville Cont W912DY-08-D-0003\TO# 15 - L TM and LUCILUC lnspections\LUC 5 Year Review 201 5\Final\Text\rS \Appendix D - SEA D-1617 
F.docx 



Final 
Seneca Army Oepot Activity Five-Year Review 

1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

The former Abandoned Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-16) is located in the east-central portion of SEDA. 

SEAD-16 consists of 2.6 acres of fenced land with grasslands in the north, east, and west, a former storage 

area for empty boxes and wooden debris, and an unpaved roadway in the south. Also previously located 

onsite was thy building that housed the deactivation furnace, a smaller abandoned building known as the 

Process Support Building, two sets of SEDA railroad tracks, and some utilities. Two underground storage 

tanks previously existed at SEAD-16 but were removed. 

SEAD-16 was used for the demilitarization of various small arms munitions. The process of deactivation 

of munitions involved heating the munitions within a rotating steel kiln, which caused the munitions to 

detonate. The byproducts produced during this detonation were then swept out of the kiln through the stack. 

SEAD-16 has been inactive and abandoned since the 1960s. 

The former Active Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-17) is located in the east-central portion of SEDA. SEAD-

17 consisted of a deactivation furnace building that was surrounded by a crushed shale road. Beyond the 

perimeter of the crushed shale road was grassland. Two small sheds are located in the eastern portion of 

SEAD-17, and there is vehicular access to SEAD-17 from an unpaved road to the north. Access to SEAD-

17 is restricted because it is located in the former ammunition storage area. 

SEAD-17 was constructed to replace the operation of SEAD-16 and was also used for the demilitarization 

of various small arms munitions. The process of deactivation of munitions involved heating the munitions 

within a rotating steel kiln, which caused the munitions to detonate. The byproducts produced during this 

detonation were then swept out of the kiln through the stack. SEAD-17 has been inactive since 1989 because 

ofRCRA permitting issues (Parsons, 2005b). 

1.2 Initial Response 

SEAD-16 has been inactive and abandoned since the 1960s. SEAD-17 was constructed to replace the 

operation of the deactivation furnace at SEAD-16. However, SEAD-17 has been inactive since 1989 

because of RCRA permitting issues. 

All facilities that engage in the treatment, storage, and/or disposal of hazardous wastes are required to obtain 

a RCRA permit. The deactivation furnace at SEAD-17, which operated until 1989, was used to incinerate 

and deactiva,te or destroy small munitions and other materials associated with munitions or explosives. With 

the enactment of RCRA in 1976, waste explosives were classified as hazardous wastes, and thus the 

deactivation unit was classified as a hazardous waste treatment process. Because of the historical ongoing 

operations at the deactivation furnace at SEAD-17, the furnace at SEAD-17 was subject to RCRA 

permitting and is subject to RCRA closure requirements. The former deactivation furnace at SEAD-16 was 

not subject to RCRA requirements since it was not active subsequent to the enactment of RCRA in 1976. 

The State of New York has been delegated the RCRA program by the USEPA for oversight and closure of 

the RCRA unit. 
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SEAD-17 consisted of two distinct units: (1) contamination in the surrounding soils and groundwater, and 

(2) contamination of the deactivation furnace, building, and equipment. Contamination in the soil and 

groundwater is being addressed under CERCLA, and remediation of these media was covered in the ROD 

(Parsons, 2005b ). The FF A details the relationship between CERCLA and RCRA, and under the FF A, 

remediation of releases under CERCLA "obviate the need for further corrective actions under RCRA for 

those releases (i.e. no further corrective action shall be required) and RCRA shall be considered an 

applicable or relevant and appropriate requirement." Therefore, in performing the remedy outlined in the 

ROD in a manner approved by USEPA and NYSDEC, the substantive requirements of RCRA would be 

met for the soil and groundwater at SEAD-17. 

The deactivation furnace, building, and equipment at SEAD-17 have been addressed during RCRA interim 

closure actions as outlined below. 

The following summarizes the regulatory history of the deactivation furnace at SEAD-17: 

• 1962-1980 - Dc;activation Furnace operated to destroy small arms ammunition. 

• 1976 - RCRA enacted; legislation allowed owners and operators of hazardous waste TSDFs that 

were in existence as of November 19, 1980 to operate under Interim Status until their RCRA permit 

was issued or their request was denied. 

• 1980-1989 - The Army submitted a Title 6 NYCRR Part 373 Pait A and a Pait B permit application 

to permit the Seneca Army Depot as a TSDF. The Deactivation Furnace at SEAD-17 was listed as 

a hazardous waste incinerator for small arms ammunition. As was customary at the time, all 

facilities that submitted Part A permit applications were allowed to continue to operate under 

Interim Status. 

• 1980-1989 - Deactivation Furnace continued to operate under Interim Status. 

• 1989 - Deactivation Furnace was shutdown to allow for the addition of a new air pollution control 

device (APCD) system. As pa1t of the upgrade, NYSDEC required that the furnace be closed in 

accordance with RCRA Interim Status requirements. 

• November 6, 1989 - RCRA Interim Closure Plan for the deactivation furnace was approved by 

NYSDEC. 

• 1989-1991 - The Army unde1took interim closure actions at SEAD-17, which included the 

following: 

Removal of all hazardous waste residues, containers, and removal of the baghouse filters, and 

dust. 

Sampled the building, equipment, drains, and soils and subsequent decontamination and 

removal of releases. 

• August 21, 1991 - Interim Closure of the Deactivation Furnace was approved by NYSDEC in a 

letter, pending an independent ce1tification by NYS Professional Engineer. The letter noted the 

following: 
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Interim closure measures were completed and accepted for equipment, drains, walls, and 

concrete. 

The soi l sampling determined contamination existed in and around the facility because of past 

operations. The Army, USEPA, and NYSDEC agreed to address this contamination as an AOC 

under the FF A. Because of the potential of recontamination of the building, the fact that 

contamination in soils will remain, and wipe samples of walls and floors failed to meet the 

criteria that was set, clean closure could not be achieved. 

• March 3, 1992 - Independent certification by NYS Professional Engineer submitted to NYSDEC, 

on behalfofthe Army, stated that the deactivation furnace was "dirty closed". 

• 1995 - Base closure was announced; Army withdrew its RCRA permit application. 

• 1989-2005 - The furnace was not used for wastes, test material was processed for the upgrade 

equipment prove-out, and a pilot study was performed to evaluate its use as a Low Temperature 

Thermal Desorption (L TTD) system for lightly contaminated soil, which was not considered 

hazardous. 

At SEAD-16, debris was removed from inside Building S-311 (the Abandoned Deactivation Furnace), 

Building 366, and both of these buildings were demolished and removed from the site due to safety 

concerns. At SEAD-17, Building 367, the Deactivation Furnace assembly and the supporting air pollution 

control device system were demolished. The detailed discussion of the building demolition actions can be 

found in the Building Demolition and Cleaning Report (Parsons, 2008a). 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-16/17 to ensure land use remains protective of site users. SEAD-16/17 is 

part of the PID/Warehousing Area and the planned future use for this tract of land is for industrial, office 

development, and/or warehouse areas. The potential future hazards or risks identified at SEAD-16/17 is 

either suitable for the defined use, or associated with compounds that are present at concentrations that are 

equal to or less than naturally occurring levels. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

The primary COC at SEAD-16 were four metals (i.e., arsenic, copper, lead, and zinc), PAHs, and 

nitroaromatics. The most impacted soils were those adjacent to the abandoned deactivation furnace. Many 

of these compounds were present in concentrations that exceeded their respective NYSDEC guidelines. 

The COC are believed to have been released to the environment during the former deactivation furnace's 

period of operation (approximately 1945 to the mid-1960s). Seven metals (i.e ., aluminum, antimony, iron, 

lead, manganese, sodium, and thallium) were detected in groundwater samples at concentrations that 

exceeded the NYSDEC Ambient Water Quality Standards (A WQS) Class GA groundwater quality 

standards or Federal Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) standards. Additional sampling of the 

groundwater indicated that elevated thallium concentrations may have been the result of high turbidity in 

the samples. PAHs, pesticides, antimony, cadmium, copper, lead, and nickel were found at elevated 

concentrations in all of the drainage ditches that were investigated at SEAD-16 (Parsons ES, 1999a). 
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At SEAD-16, explosives analyzed in surface soil included tetryl, 2,4,6-tri nitrotoluene (TNT); 2-amino-4,6-

dinitrotoluene (2-A-4,6-DNT); and 2,4-dinitrotoluene (DNT). Tetryl, 2,4,6-TNT, 2-A-4,6-DNT, and 2,4-

DNT were detected in a limited number of samples. Although no NYSDEC TAGM or SCO values are 

available for these compounds, all of the detections were well below the current EPA Industrial RSL (7400 

µg/kg). Groundwater was analyzed for 2,4-DNT. One estimated detection of 2,4-DNT was detected at a 

concentration below the MCL. 

At SEAD-17, the primary COC were six metals (i.e., antimony, arsenic, copper, lead, mercury, and zinc), 

PAHs and pesticide compounds. All of these compounds were likely to have been released to the 

environment during the active deactivation furnace's period of operation (approximately 1962 to 1989). 

Low concentrations of Semi Volatile Organic Compounds (SVOCs) and metals were detected in 

groundwater. Those that exceeded their respective MCL criteria were either essential nutrients (e.g., 

sodium) or a result of high turbidity in the samples. No VOCs, pesticides, PCBs, or nitroaromatics were 

detected in the samples (Parsons ES, 1999a). 

At SEAD-17, 2,4-DNT was analyzed in soil and tetryl was analyzed groundwater. A limited number of 

detections of2,4-DNT were found in soil; however, all of the detections were well below the current EPA 

Industrial RSL (7400 µg/kg). An estimated detection of tetryl was observed in groundwater; however, the 

detection was below the MDL. 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-16, the human health cancer risks were within the CERCLA 

cancer risk management range of 1 x 10-4 to I x 10·6 for all receptors except the future industrial worker 

(5x10-3
). The calculated non-cancer HI for all receptors were greater than or equal to 1.0. The results of the 

BRA at SEAD-16 indicated that the HI was above the USEPA target of 1.0 for the future industrial worker 

(HI=20), future on-site construction worker (Hl=l ), future day care center child (HI=6), and future day care 

center worker (HI=2). The risk assessment was conducted using data collected during the RI. 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-17, the human health cancer risks were within the CERCLA 

cancer risk management range of 1 x 10-4 to I x 10-6 for all receptors. The calculated non-cancer hazard 

indexes (HI) for all receptors except for the future day care center child (HI=l .O) were less than 1.0. 

The reasonable maximum ecological exposure was also evaluated. The results of the ecological risk 

assessment presented in the RI rep01t (Parsons ES, 1999a) concluded that there was negligible risk to the 

ecosystems of the SEAD-16 and SEAD-17 study areas. The quantitative ecological risk evaluation initially 

suggested that a possibility existed for the contaminants of potential concern (COPCs) to present a small 

potential for environmental effects because of soil, surface water, and ditch sediment/soils at both SEAD-

16 and SEAD-17. However, given the conservative nature of the assessment, the poor quality of the SEAD-

16 and SEAD-17 habitat, and the future land use designation as industrial, it was not likely that SEAD-16 

and SEAD-17 supported or would supp01t a significant po1tion of the community of species that occupy 

the area surrounding and including these areas. 
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2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The ROD titled "The Abandoned Deactivation Furnace SEAD 16 and the Aytive Deactivation Furnace 

SEAD 17" (Parsons, 2005b) require the establishment of I Cs. The elements that composed the remedy 

included: 

• Conduct additional sampling as part of the pre-design sampling program to further delineate the 

areas of excavation; 

• Remove, test, and dispose of the SEAD-16 building debris off-site; 

• Excavate approximately 275 cy of ditch soil with lead concentrations greater than 1250 mg/Kg 

until cleanup standards are achieved; 

• Excavate approximately 1760 cy of surface soils at SEAD-16 with lead concentrations greater than 

1250 mg/Kg, and polycyclic aromatic hydrocarpon (PAH) and metal concentrations greater than 

risk-based derived cleanup standards; 

• Excavate approximately 67 cy of subsurface soils at SEAD-16 ( areas around SB 16-2, SB 16-4, and 

SB16-5) with lead concentrations greater than 1250 mg/Kg, and PAH and metal concentrations 

greater than risk-based derived cleanup standards; 

• Excavate approximately 2590 cy of surface soils at SEAD-17 with lead concentrations greater than 

1250 mg/Kg and metal concentrations greater than risk-based derived cleanup standards; 

• Stabilize soils from SEAD-16 and SEAD-17 and building debris from SEAD-16 exceeding the 

Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP) criteria in order to attain Land Disposal 

Restrictions (LDR); 

• Dispose of the excavated material in an off-site landfill; 

• Backfill the excavated areas with clean backfill; 

• Conduct groundwater monitoring at SEAD-16 and SEAD-17 until concentrations are below the 

GA criteria; 

• Submit a Completion Report following the remedial action; 

• Establish and maintain LUCs to : 

Prevent access to or use of the groundwater until cleanup levels are met; and 

Prevent residential housing, elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and 

playgrounds activities. 

• Complete a review of the selected remedy every five years (at minimum), in accordance with 

Section 12l(c) ofthe CERCLA. 
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To complete RCRA closure of the deactivation furnace at SEAD-17, the Army further decontaminated or 

demolished and disposed offsite the structures that failed to meet closure standards during the interim 

closure (i.e. , concrete slabs and block walls). 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The CCR (Parsons, 2008c) for the Abandoned Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-16) and the Active 

Deactivation Furnace (SEAD-17) provides documentation of the removal action construction activiti es 

addressing contaminated soil , building debris, and groundwater completed at the two historic AOCs. The 

CCR provides documentation that all soil exceeding cleanup goals were removed and NF A is required for 

soil at the AOCs. 

The selected remedy at SEAD-16 and SEAD-17 resulted in the removal of soil and groundwater as a 

pathway for potential receptors. At SEAD-16, approximately 2, I 00 cubic yards of impacted soil were 

removed and disposed of at an off-s ite landfill. At SEAD-17, approximately 2,590 cubic yards of lead 

impacted soil were removed and disposed of at an off-site landfill and the excavated areas were backfilled 

with clean backfill. Soil was excavated from both SEAD-16 and SEAD-17 until confirmatory soil samples 

collected from the sidewalls (when appropriate), the excavation floor, and the perimeter yielded analytical 

results below site-specific cleanup standards. The depth of excavation completed at SEAD-16 varied from 

approximately 1 to 3 feet below ground surface (bgs) and the excavation depth at SEAD-17 varied from 

approximately I to 2 feet bgs. Deeper excavations at SEAD-16 and SEAD-17, including excavation areas 

surrounding the railroad tracks, were backfilled with clean bank-run gravel. SEAD-16 and SEAD-17 were 

graded to promote positive drainage. The areas at SEAD-17 that were vegetated prior to the RA were seeded 

to restore the vegetation. SEAD-16 was not seeded since it was not previously vegetated. 

SEAD-16/17 
Soil Removal Cleanup Goals 

Cleanup Goal 
Analyte (mVKi;() Goal Met? 

Antimony 41 Yes 
Arsenic 21.5 Yes 
Cadmium 60 Yes 
Copper 10,000 Yes 
Lead 1250 Yes 
Mercury 5.7 Yes 
Thallium 6.7 Yes 
Zinc 10,000 Yes 
cPAHs (BTE)* 10 Yes 

*cPAHs were only sampled at SEAD-1 6 and were compared to the Benzo(a)pyrene 
Toxicity Equivalence. 
NYSDEC. 2006. Remedial Program Soil Cleanup Objectives. 6 NYCRR Subpart 375-
6. NYSDEC Restri cted Use Soil Cleanup Objective fo r Industrial Use 

Groundwater was monitored to ensure that soil contamination left on-site did not fwther degrade 

groundwater quality. SEAD-16 and SEAD-17 were placed under a long-term monitoring (LTM) program 

for groundwater monitoring until concentrations are below the NYS Class GA groundwater quality 

standards (Parsons, 2005b; 2007c ). L TM began in 2007 and is currently on-going at the site (Parsons, 

20 14b ). Post-remediation groundwater sampling results indicate that groundwater has not been significantly 
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impacted by site activities and are further discussed in Section 5.0. Groundwater use restriction continues 

until groundwater constituent concentrations have been reduced to levels that allow for unlimited exposure 

and -unrestricted use. With USEPA approval, once groundwater cleanup standards are achieved, the 

groundwater use restrictions may be eliminated. 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") implemented land use controls for the entire 

SEAD PID/Warehouse Area. Addendum 4 to the SEAD LUC RD added SEADs 1, 2, 5, 16, 17, 59, 71, 

121C and 121I in accordance with the SEAD LUC RD Supplementation provision. 

An Environmental Easement for the PID/Warehouse Area including properties that had been previously 

retained (including SEAD-16 and SEAD-17) by the Army in 2008 was recorded in the Seneca County 

Clerk's office on June 10, 2011. 

SEAD-16 and SEAD-17 as part of the "PID Retained Parcels" was transferred to the SCIDA with a 

Quitclaim Deed executed on May 27, 2011. The PID/Warehouse Area property was transferred with the 

land use restrictions, consistent with the LUC Objectives as defined in the LUC RD. The deed for the 

PID/Warehouse Area incorporated by reference the land use restrictions set forth in the Environmental 

Easement. 

As the selected remedies do not allow unrestricted use and unlimited exposures, the Army or its successors 

are required to complete a review of the selected remedies at least once every five years, in accordance with 

Section 121(c) of the CERCLA. The selected LUC remedy is reviewed in accordance with this inspection 

frequency; the LUCs are inspected as part of the FYR and on an annual basis. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation ofLUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews, and 

• Discontinue the annual groundwater monitoring at SEAD-16 and SEAD-17 after 2011. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-16/17 recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 20 16 during 

which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 

functioning as intended. 

November 20 17 Page D-7 
P:\Pll\Projects\Huntsville Cont W9 12DY-08-D-0003\TO# 15 • L TM and LUC\LUC lnspections\LUC 5 Year Review 20 I 5\Final\Text\r5\Appendix D · SEAD- 1617 
F.docx 



Final 
Seneca Army Depot Activity Five-Year Review 

Annual groundwater monitoring continued at SEAD-16 or SEAD-17 based on comments from USEPA on 

the annual reports summarizing groundwater monitoring trends. At the time of the annual reports there was 

not sufficient justification to terminate groundwater monitoring, and sampling was performed on an annual 

basis at SEAD-16 and SEAD-17 through this 2016 FYR. No LTM sampling event was conducted in 2011 

due to budgetary constraints; however, LTM was conducted from 2012 and demonstrated similar trends as 
in previous years. Recommendations on groundwater monitoring frequency are further discussed in Section 

5.0 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR repo1t for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

An evaluation of all pre- and post-Remedial Action (RA) groundwater results from SEAD-16 and SEAD-

17 is provided for each AOC independently in the Year 7 Rep01t (Parsons, 2015). Summaries of the Year 

for groundwater monitoring exceedances reported for SEAD-16 and SEAD-17 are provided in Table 6A 

and Table 6B of the Year 7 Repo1t, respectively. The complete dataset for the Year 1, Year 2, Year 3, and 

Year 4 events are provided for SEAD-16 and SEAD-17 in Appendix D Table 1 and Appendix D Table 2, 

respectively of the rep01t. 

The long-term groundwater monitoring performed over seven years following the completion of the 2007 

RA shows that the soil removal remedy has been effective in minimizing the migration of select metals 

from soil to groundwater. Pre-RA groundwater quali ty concerns associated with arsenic, barium, beryllium, 

chromium, copper, iron, lead, mercury, nickel and thallium have been eliminated, as each of these metals, 

with the exception of iron and lead, have not been detected in the groundwater at SEAD-16 in excess of the 

applicable NYS Class GA or USEPA MCL standards since the RA was completed. Lead was found twice 

at levels in excess of the applicable USEPA MCL, but these exceedances were confined to a single well 

(MW16-7) during the Year 1 and Year 2 post-RA LTM sampling events; lead exceedances in MW16-7 

have not been detected during subsequent sampling events. While iron and manganese concentrations in 

excess ofNYS Class GA groundwater quality standards are still present, these results appear to be partially 

affected by turbidity issues or are attributable to the regional groundwater quality, and are not attributable 

to site activities. Noted sodium exceedances found in the groundwater at SEAD-16 may originate from the 

salt storage area located upgradient of SEAD-16 which is operated by the Seneca County Highway 

Depaitment and are not attributable to site activities. Antimony continues to be detected at concentrations 

above the applicable NYS Class GA standard, but these exceedances are predominantly limited to two wells 

(MW16-2 and MW16-7) where concentrations have remained generally consistent since the RA was 

completed. 

The groundwater quality at SEAD-17 has improved since the completion of the RA. There are a few noted 

exceedances of metals, but most occurrences are considered unrelated to site activities based on regional 

groundwater quality, limited locations and low frequency of exceedances, and/or turbidity impacts . 

Concentrations of iron were identified at concentrations above the applicable NYS Class GA standards and 
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the results are greater than what has been observed historically at the site; however, there is not sufficient 

trend information to indicate that there a significant change in groundwater conditions. Iron exceedances 

reported for SEAD-17 are isolated and are most likely attributable to regional groundwater quality and are 

not attributable to site activities. Historically (Events 1, 3, 5, and 7) within SEAD-17, antimony has 

exceeded the NYS Class GA standard in one well (MWl 7-2) in both unfiltered and filtered samples. All of 

the exceedances have been less than 1.5 µg/L over the NYS Class GA standard and the last two 

exceedances, in Events 5 and 7, the concentrations were estimated. Although antimony has limited 

exceedarices over the NYS Class GA standard, there is no trend in these data or evidence to suggest that 

these concentrations are different than background. 

The following conclusions were made in the 2014 Year 7 Annual Report for SEAD-16 and SEAD-17: 

• The soil excavation remedy at SEAD-16 and SEAD-17 was an effective method for controlling, 

and in some cases eliminating, the migration of select metals from soil to groundwater based on 

the evaluation of the results of the seven post-RA L TM sampling events. 

• The historical results (Events 3-7) from the LTM data demonstrates that the concentrations of field 

filtered samples (dissolved) are similar to unfiltered (total) groundwater analytical data. The 

elevated concentrations of metals observed in earlier events were in some cases the result of 

elevated turbidity; however, turbidities have been below IO NTU and total (unfiltered) results are 

representative of groundwater conditions. 

• Post-remediation groundwater monitoring results indicate that there was a limited impact on the 

groundwater at SEAD-16/17. Iron, lead, and sodium were detected above groundwater standards 

in a limited number of wells; however, they currently are not considered COCs as they are below 

SEDA background levels and/or have not been detected above guidance values in the past several 

events. 

• Antimony is a COC in one well, MW 16-7; the concentrations at this well are not increasing or 

spreading to other wells. 

• The land use and groundwater use restrictions imposed at SEAD-I 6 and SEAD- I 7 are maintained 

as part of both the approved RODs for SEAD I 6/17 and the larger Planned Industrial/Office or 

Warehousing Area ("PID Area") (Parsons, 2004; 2006). There are no signs of unauthorized use or 

access to the AOCs. 

The 2015 Year 8 Annual Report for SEAD-16 and SEAD-17 is currently in preparation, and has not yet 

been submitted to the regulatory agencies. However, based on groundwater concentrations in Event 8, the 

conclusions made in the 20 I 5 Year 8 Annual Report will be similar to the conclusions presented in the 2014 

Year 7 Annual Report. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-16 and SEAD-17 were inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs 

imposed by the approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in 

Attachment 1 and completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 
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The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No residential housing units, elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities or playgrounds 

were observed at SEAD-16/17. 

• Observations of the monitoring wells at SEAD-16/17 indicate that the wells located on the site are 

in acceptable condition. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Since SEAD-16/17 are uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during the FYR process 

for SEAD-16/17. 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, environmental easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by completed RODs for AOCs within the PIO/Warehouse Area have been 

completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required in the PIO/Warehouse Area. 

Based on a review of Closure Repo1ts, LTM Reports, LUC RD, environmental easements, transfer deeds 

and the FYR site visit conducted between June 1 and June 3, 2015 all remedies are functioning as intended 

by the decisions documents. 

The remedy implemented at SEAD-16/17 currently protects human health and the environment because: 

• Previously contaminated soils containing lead at concentrations in excess of 1250 mg/Kg, and other 

metals and PAHs above risk-based derived cleanup standards at SEAD-16, have been excavated, 

stabilized to prevent potential leaching, and disposed at an off-site landfi ll. 

• Previously contaminated soils containing lead at concentrations in excess of 1250 mg/Kg and other 

metals above risk-based derived cleanup standards at SEAD-17, have been excavated, stabilized to 

prevent potential leaching, and disposed at an off-site landfill. 

• An Unexploded Ordnance (UXO) technician witnessed the excavation of contaminated soil 

materials from SEAD-16 and SEAD-17, the dismantling of process equipment, and the cleaning of 

the basement of Building S-311 (former Abandoned Deactivation Furnace) to assess whether 

materials presenting potential explosive hazard (MPPEH) were present. No MPPEH was found in 

the excavated soil or debris removed during these operations, and the process equipment was safely 

dismantled and transpo1ted to the OB Grounds (SEAD-23) where it was heat treated to remove any 

propellant residues. Treated process equipment was subsequently disposed at an off-site landfill. 

• LU Cs that prohibit access to, and use of, groundwater and prevents residential housing, elementary 

or secondary schools, chi ldcare facilities, or playground activities until cleanup standards have been 
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met have been implemented and continue to be monitored by the Army. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. No early indicators of potential 

issues have been identified for SEAD-16/17. Recommendations for optimization of the L TM program are 

discussed further in Section 5.4. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RAOs used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since completion of remedial action activities and implementation of LUCs that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy selected for the Pill/Warehouse Area of the former SEDA. 

As described in Section 9.3.1 of the main FYR document and Attachment 3, there was a change in the NY 

soil and groundwater standards. It was determined that the clean-up levels and Remedial Action objectives 

from earlier RODs are considered still valid. Since the soil and groundwater cleanup standards for the 

remedy are equivalent to, or more stringent than human-health-based promulgated standards and cleanup 

criteria, the cleanup standards remain protective of human health. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the RODs 

for SEAD-16/17 and Pill/Warehousing Area. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of the 

site that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of 

human health and the environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LU Cs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

Based on the current area-wide LUC prohibiting the use of groundwater within the Pill/Warehousing Area 

(including SEAD-16/17), the Army recommends concluding L TM because of the following: 

• Groundwater use is prohibited by the area-wide LUC and an alternate potable water source is 

available; 

• There is no ongoing treatment process at either site to continue monitoring for concentration 

reductions; 

• Trends demonstrate that the remedial action performed did not adversely impact groundwater; 

• The COCs concentrations are not increasing; and, 
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• Antimony is not migrating, as evidenced by absence of increasing antimony concentrations in other 

wells. 

Upon acceptance of these recommendations, the SEAD-16/17 wells will not be decommissioned at this 

time and sampling at these sites may take place in the future if the need arises (e.g., emerging contaminants, 

decisions during the 2021 5 Year Review). Annual LUC inspections will continue to insure that the 

groundwater is not accessed. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for the SEAD-16, SEAD-17, and PID/Warehousing Area is protective of the 

environment and protects human health. Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or 

environmental receptors from source area contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five 

years. Additionally, SEAD-16 and SEAD-17 are located within the PID area, within which an 

environmental easement and deed restriction prohibit both residential use and the use of groundwater. 
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PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

2015 Site Visit Photo 1 

Attachment D-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

SEAD-16 Abandoned Deactivation Furnaces 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale) 

SEAD-16 is located within the 
PID/WarehouseArea Parcel. 

I - 7 Approximate Site 
L- - J Boundary 

Photo Viewing 
Direction 

Bing.com (Microsoft) Aerial of SEAD-16; actual date of aerial photo is unknown 
but based on observable features at SEDA it may be from Spring 2010. 

LOCATION: SEAD-16, Seneca Army Depot 
CLI ENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

2014 Site Visit Photo 3 



PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

SEAD-17 is located within the 
PID/WarehouseArea Parcel. 

I - l Approximate Site Boundary 
L- - ...J 

Photo Viewing Direction 

Attachment D-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 
SEAD-17 Active Deactivation Furnace 

LOCATION: SEAD-17, SenecaArmy Depot 
CLI ENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

SEDA Overall Map 
(no scale) 

Google Earth Aerial of SEAD-17; aerial taken 9/24/2013. 

' -, -, ·, ·, ·, ·, ·,_ 

2015 Site Visit Photo 1 

Status as of: 6/1/15 Photo ID: IMG_6588.JPG 
Description: SEAD-17, Building 367 foundation. 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEA]) - l 
Location and Region: 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
0 Landfill cover/containment 

,,4-Access controls 
,Blnstitutional controls 
0 Groundwater pu 
D Surface 

Date of inspection: June l, 2015 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

\.V ca tiler/temperature: 

Signature: 

~Other·-1.~~~~~~~~~~~~~Lffe1CJ4~~~~~ ,_ 
Attachments: 

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

Name Title Date 
Interviewed □ at site □ at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; □ Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff ___________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Inte1viewed □ at site □ at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal of-fices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 

Contact ------------Name Title Date Phone no . 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

Agency _ __________ _ 
Contact ------------Name Title Date Phone no . 
Problems; suggestions; D Rep011 attached ___________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) □ Repo11 attached. 



SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEAD ._, 

Location and Region: 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
D Landfill cover/containment 
D Access controls 

~titutional controls 
□ Groundwater pump and treatment 
D Surface water collectio nd eatment 

Date of inspection: June I, 2015 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Weather/temperature: 67 (;) 

Signature: 

&Monitored natural attenuation 
D Groundwater containment 
D Vertical barri r , 11~_) 

)srother--~~~~~~~~~~~~~~&,:'.'.1'......!.._~&k~~~ 

Attachments: □ Site map attached 

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

1. O&M site manager ___________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office □ by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; □ Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff __________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 

Contact ------------Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ___________________ _ 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ------------Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ___________________ _ 

4 . Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 
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SEAD-59: FILL AREA WEST OF BUILDING 135 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

SEAD-59 (Fill Area West of Building 135) is approximately 6.2 acres in size and encompasses an area 

located along both sides of an unnamed east-west dirt road that runs from the intersection of 4th A venue, 

Administration Avenue, and South Street in the Depot's former Administration Area to the former location 

of Building 311 in SEAD-16. SEAD-59 was used for the disposal of construction debris and oily sludge. 

SEDA personnel have also indicated the area of SEAD-59 was used as the Army's version of a local 

"Department of Public Works" yard where vehicles and materials were staged, and as a result a large 

quantity of miscellaneous "roads and grounds" debris remains, and has become intermixed with the native 

soils (Parsons, 2009c). 

1.2 Initial Response 

Work performed at SEAD-59 includes the ESI in 1994, a Phase I RI in 1997, a TCRA conducted in 2002, 

and a Phase II RI completed in 2006. A TCRA performed in 2002 included excavation and staging of 

impacted soils, sampling and analysis of excavated areas and stockpiled excavated soils, disposal of 

approximately 3,805 tons of contaminated soil (total from SEAD-59 and SEAD-71) at an approved off-site 

landfill, installation of groundwater monitoring wells, and backfilling and grading of open excavations with 

acceptable soil from the stockpiles (Parsons, 2002d; 2006d). The CCR for the Former Sewage Sludge Waste 

Piles (SEAD-5) (Parsons, 2010c) provided record documentation of the completed remedial action 

construction activities for SEADs 59 and 71. Stockpiled soil generated during the SEAD-59/71 remedial 

actions was used as the initial cover layer at SEAD-5. 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-59 to ensure land use remains protective of site users . SEAD-59 is part of 

the PID/Warehouse Area and the planned future use for this tract of land is for industrial, office 

development, and/or warehouse areas. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

The SEAD-59 soil and groundwater sample summary results and data evaluated for SEAD-59 are provided 

in the ROD (Parsons, 2009c). Results oftest pitting operations completed during site investigation activities 

indicated that full and empty 15- and 55-gallon drums, one-, two- and five-gallon paint cans, 20-gallon 

waste cans, and chain-linked fence were found buried at the site. No COCs were identified for SEAD-59 

soil or SEAD-59 stockpiled soil. 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-59 the human health cancer risks were less than the CERCLA 

cancer risk management upper limit of 1 x 10·4 for all receptors. The calculated non-cancer HI for the 

adolescent trespasser receptor was less than 1.0. The non-cancer Hls detennined for the industrial worker 

and construction worker were lE+00 (HI== l.2) and 9E+00 (HI==8 .9), respectively. 

It was determined that the elevated risks associated with exposure to metals in SEAD-59 groundwater result 

from metals that are associated with the native soils and waters in the geologic formation at the Depot and 
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were not associated with a release from the AOC. When the hazard index contribution from SEAD-59 

groundwater is removed, the HI levels computed for the industrial worker and the construction worker both 

fall to less than 1. 

A Screening Level Ecological Risk Assessment (SLERA) was conducted and the results indicate that soil 

at SEAD-59 and in SEAD-59 stockpiled soil does not significantly impact ecological receptors in the area. 

No COCs were identified for SEAD-59 soil or SEAD-59 stockpiled soil. 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The RODs titled the "Fill Area West of Building 135 (SEAD 59)" (Parsons, 2009c) requires the 

establishment ofICs. The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a LUC that prohibits residential housing, 

elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds until unrestricted use and 

unlimited exposure criteria are attained within the AOCs; and, 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a second LUC that prohibits access to and 

use of groundwater at the AOCs until its quality allows for unrestricted use and unlimited 

exposures. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") (USACE, 2006) implemented land use 

controls for the "PID/Warehouse Area. This SEAD LUC RD exempted 14 sites, or parcels, identified as 

Anny Retained Sites. Addendum 4 to the SEAD LUC RD (USA CE, 2009) included SEADs 1, 2, 5, 16, 17, 

59, 71, 121C and 121! in accordance with the SEAD LUC RD Supplementation provision. 

An Environmental Easement for the PID/Warehousing Area including properties that had been previously 

retained (including SEAD-59) by the Army in 2008 was recorded in the Seneca County Clerk's office on 

June 10, 2011. 

SEAD-59 as part of the "PID Retained Parcels" was transferred to the SCIDA with a Quitclaim Deed 

executed on May 27, 2011. The PID/Warehousing .Area property was transfen-ed with the land use 

restrictions, consistent with the LUC Objectives as defined in the LUC RD. The deed for the 

PID/Warehouse Area incorporated by reference the land use restrictions set forth in the Environmental 

Easement. 

As the selected remedies do not allow unrestricted use and unlimited exposures, the Anny or its successors 

are required to complete a review of the selected remedies at least once every five years, in accordance with 

Section 12l(c) of the CERCLA. The selected LUC remedy is reviewed in accordance with this inspection 

frequency; the LUCs are inspected as part of the FYR and on an annual basis. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 
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3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation ofLUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-59 recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 
implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 
year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 
activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 
inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 
these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 
which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 
functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR Process. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-59 was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by the 

approved RODs are being maintained. FYR site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment r and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No residential housing units, elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities or playgrounds 

were observed at SEAD-59. 

• No access to or use of groundwater. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Since SEAD-59 is uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during the FYR process for 

SEAD-59. 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 
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5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by completed RODs for AOCs within the PID/Warehousing Area have 

been completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required in the PID/Warehousing 

Area. Based on a review of Closure Reports, LUC RD, Environmental Easements, transfer deeds and the 

FYR site visit conducted between June 1 and June 3, 2015 all remedies are functioning as intended by the 

decisions documents. 

The remedy implemented at SEAD-59 is currently protective of human health and the envirom11ent because: 

• a LUC that prevents access to, and use of, groundwater within the AOCs within the 

PID/Warehousing Area of the former Depot has been implemented and is currently being 

maintained, monitored and reported upon periodically; and, 

• a second LUC that prevents the use of or the development of the property for residential housing, 

elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities, or playgrounds ,and which also has been 

expanded to include all land within the PID Area has been implemented and is cmTently being 

maintained, monitored, and reported upon periodically. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-59. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RA Os used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since completion of remedial action activities and implementation of LU Cs that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy selected for the PID/Warehouse Area of the former SEDA. 

As described in Section 9.3.1 of the main FYR document, there was a change in the NY soil and 

groundwater standards. It was determined that the clean-up levels and RAOs from earlier RODs are 

considered still valid. Since the soil and groundwater cleanup standards for the remedy are equivalent to, 

or more stringent than human-health-based promulgated standards and cleanup criteria, the cleanup 

standards remain protective of human health. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the RODs 

for SEAD-59 and the PID/Warehousing Areas. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of 

the site that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of 

humah health and the environment. 
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5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation ofLUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for PIO/Warehousing Area is protective of the environment and protects human 

health. Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source 

area contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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Attachment E-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 
SEAD-59 Fill Area West of Building 135 

PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale) 

, - 1 
'- - ..J 

~ 

Approximate Site 
Boundary 

Photo Viewing 
Direction 

SEAD-59 is located within the 
Pl D/Warehouse Area Parcel. 

2015 Site Visit Photo 1 .-

Status as of: 6/1 /15 
Description: SEAD-59 

Photo ID: IMG_6547.JPG 

.-

Bing.com (Microsoft) 
Aerial of SEAD-59; 
actual date of aerial 
photo is unknown, but 
based on observable 
features at SEDA it may 
be from Spring 2010. 

t.,. 
.. I 

Status as of: 6/1 /15 
Description: SEAD-59 

LOCATION: SEAD-59, Seneca Army Depot 
CLI ENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

'· 

'. 
'. 

2015 Site Visit Photo 2 

Photo ID: IMG_6542.JPG 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEAD ~iS' Date of inspection: June I, 2015 

Location and Region: p lo ot,,{'€4:_ EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year Weather/temperature: 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE Signature: 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
□ Landfill cover/containment D Monitored natural attenuation 
□ _Access controls 
~Institutional controls 
D Groundwater pump and treatment 
D Surface water collection and treatment 
D Other 

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached 

D Groundwater contairnnent 
D Vertical barrier walls 

~ 
D Site map attached 

IT. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

1. O&M site manager ____________ _ 
Name Title 

Interviewed □ at site □ at office □ by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Date 

Problems, suggestions; D Report attached _____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff -------------
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site □ at office □ by phone Phone no. 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and T1ibal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact ____________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact ____________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

SEAD-71 (the Alleged Paint Disposal Area) is wedge shaped and is located west of 4th A venue near 

Buildings 114 and 127. The entire AOC is approximately 2.4 acres in size and bounded on the north and 

south by railroad tracks serving Buildings 114 and 127. 

Prior to the 2001 Rl, rumors suggested that paints and/or solvents were disposed at SEAD-71 in burial pits 

(Parsons, 2001). The results of the R1 test pitting operations failed to confirm the paint and oil disposal 

rumors, but did indicate that the area bad been used for the disposal of construction debris, including sheet 

metal, asphalt, chain link fencing, sand and stone, piping, railroad ties, wood and cinders. No dates of 

disposal are available nor is there any infonnation on the number of suspected disposal pits that may have 

been used. 

1.2 Initial Response 

An ESI, consisting of geophysical investigations, soil investigations (including soil boring and test pitting), 

and groundwater monitoring well installation and sampling was performed. A Phase I R1 included a ground 

penetrating radar survey, a surface soil investigation, and a test pitting program. The TCRA performed in 

2002 included excavation and staging of impacted soils, sampling and analysis of excavated areas and 

stockpiled excavated soils, disposal of approximately 3,805 tons of contaminated soil (total from SEAD-

59 and SEAD-71) at an approved off-site landfill, installation of groundwater monitoring wells, and 

backfilling and grading of open excavations with acceptable soil from the stockpiles. For both AOCs, the 

Phase II Rls included validating and evaluating the soil data generated during the 2002 TCRAs, conducting 

groundwater monitoring, and performing risk assessments to characterize potential residual risks to human 

health and the environment. The CCR for the Former Sewage Sludge Waste Piles (SEAD-5) (Parsons, 

201 0c) provided record documentation of the completed remedial action construction activities for SEADs 

59 and 71. Stockpiled soil generated during the SEAD-59/71 remedial actions was used as the initial cover 

layer at SEAD-5 . 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-71 to ensure land use remains protective of site users. SEAD-71 is part of 

the PID/Warehouse Area and the planned future use for this tract of land is for industrial, office 

development, and/or warehouse areas. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

Summary results of chemical analyses performed on all SEAD-71 soil and groundwater samples, and a 

complete copy of the analytical data for the all SEAD-71 surface and subsurface soil and groundwater 

evaluated during the investigation are provided in the ROD (Parsons, 2009c). The results of the RI test 

pitting operations indicated that the area had been used for the disposal of construction debris as mentioned 

in Section 1.1. 
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1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that the human health cancer risks associated with all soil (i.e., inside and 

outside of Fenced Area) and groundwater at SEAD-71 were less than the CERCLA cancer risk management 

upper limit of 1 x 10-4 for both the construction worker and the adolescent trespasser. The potential cancer 

risk determined for the industrial worker is 2 x I0-4• Results for two RME scenarios are presented in the 

ROD (Parsons, 2009c); one including all SEAD-71 soil (i.e., inside and outside of the Fenced Area) and 

one considering only soil located exterior to the Fenced Area. 

Based on discussion, it was concluded that the elevated cPAH concentrations in surface soil within the 

Fenced Area at SEAD-71 are not associated with any release at the site, but are directly associated with the 

pavement and crushed rock pad that is still in place at the AOC. Therefore, a risk assessment was conducted 

for SEAD-71 in which all soil data from the Fenced Area was excluded from the risk evaluation. 

For exposure to SEAD-71 soil and groundwater outside the Fenced Area, the cancer risks for all receptors 

are below the USEPA upper limit of 1 x 1 o-4• The total non-cancer hazard index for the adolescent trespasser 

is below the USEPA target limit of 1. The non-cancer hazard indices for the industrial worker and 

construction worker are 3.5 and 13, respectively. The risk associated with groundwater intake contributes 

a significant portion of the total non-cancer hazard indices for the receptors. However, it was noted that 

elevated concentrations in SEAD-71 groundwater are generally comparable with the SEDA background, 

and may have been overstated in upgradient wells due to limited volume and potentially elevated turbidity. 

A SLERA was conducted and the results indicate that soil at SEAD-71 does not significantly impact 

ecological receptors in the area. No COCs were identified for SEAD-71 soil for ecological receptors. 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

i.1 Remedy Selection 

The ROD titled "Alleged Paint Disposal Area (SEAD 71)" (Parsons, 2009c) requires the establishment of 

ICs. The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a LUC that prohibits residential housing, 

elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds until unrestricted use and 

unlimited exposure criteria are attained within the AOCs; and, 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a second LUC that prohibits access to and 

use of groundwater at the AOCs until its quality allows for unrestricted use and unlimited 

exposures. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") (USACE, 2006) implemented land use 

controls for the "Pill/Warehouse Area. Addendum 4 to the SEAD LUC RD (USACE, 2009) included 

SEADs 1, 2, 5, 16, 17, 59, 71, 121C and 121I in accordance with the SEAD LUC RD Supplementation 

provision. 
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An Environmental Easement for the PID/Warehousing Area including prope1ties that had been previously 

retained (including SEAD-59) by the Army in 2008 was recorded in the Seneca County Clerk's office on 

June 10, 2011. 

SEAD-71 as part of the "PID Retained Parcels" was transferred to the SCIDA with a Quitclaim Deed 

executed on May 27, 2011. The PID/Warehousing Area property was transferred with the land use 

restrictions, consistent with the LUC Objectives as defined in the LUC RD. The deed for the 

PID/Warehouse Area incorporated by reference the land use restrictions set forth in the Enviromnental 

Easement. 

As the selected remedies do not allow unrestricted use and unlimited exposures, the Army or its successors 

are required to complete a review of the selected remedies at least once every five years, in accordance with 

Section 121 ( c) of the CERCLA. The selected LUC remedy is reviewed in accordance with this inspection 

frequency; the LUCs are inspected as part of the FYR and on an annual basis. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation ofLUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-71 reco1mnendations m the previous FYR, the LUC recmmnendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews . Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 

which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LU Cs are 

functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR Process. 
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4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-71 was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LU Cs imposed by the 

approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No residential housing units, elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities or playgrounds 

were observed at SEAD-71. 

• No access to or use of groundwater. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Since SEAD-71 is uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during the Five-Year Review 

process for SEAD-71. 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by completed RODs for AOCs within the Pill/Warehouse Area have been 

completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required in the PID/Warehouse Area. 

Based on a review of Closure Reports, LUC RD, Environmental Easements, transfer deeds and the FYR 

site visit conducted between June 1 and June 3, 2015 all remedies are functioning as intended by the 

decisions documents. 

The remedy implemented at SEAD-71 is currently protective of human health and the environment because: 

• a LUC that prevents access to, and use of, groundwater within the AOCs within the 

Pill/Warehousing Area of the former Depot has been implemented and is currently being 

maintained, monitored and reported upon periodically; and, 

• a second LUC that prevents the use of or the development of the property for residential housing, 

elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities, or playgrounds ,and which also has been 

expanded to include all land within the Pill/Warehousing Area has been implemented and is 

currently being maintained, monitored, and reported upon periodically. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-71. 

November 2017 Page F-4 
P:\Pll\Projects\Huntsville Cont W9 12DY-08-D-0003\TO# I 5 - LTM and LUC\LUC lnspections\LUC 5 Year Review 201 5\Final\Text\rS\Appendix F - SEAD-71 
F.docx 



Final 
Seneca Army Depot Activity Five-Year Review 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RA Os used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since completion of remedial action activities and implementation of LUCs that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy selected for the PID/Warehouse Area of the former SEDA. 

As described in Section 9.3.l of the main FYR document, there was a change in the NY soil and 

groundwater standards. It was determined that the clean-up levels and RAOs from earlier RODs are 

considered still valid. Since the soil and groundwater cleanup standards for the remedy are equivalent to, 

or more stringent than human-health-based promulgated standards and cleanup criteria, the cleanup 

standards remain protective of human health. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the RODs 

for SEAD-71 and the Pill/Warehousing Areas. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of 

the site that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of 

human health and the environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LU Cs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for PID/Warehousing Areas is protective of the environment and protects human 

health. CmTently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source 

area contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale) 

Attachment F-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 
SEAD-71 Alleged Paint Disposal Area 

2015 Site Visit Photo 1 

Bing.com (Microsoft) Aeria l of SEAD-71; actual date of aerial photo is unknown but based on 
observable features at SEDA it may be from Spring 2010. 
-- ------------- - -------

LOCATION: SEAD-71, SenecaArmy Depot 
CLI ENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

Status as of: 6/1/15 
Photo ID: IMG_6549JPG 
Description: SEAD-71 

1 - 1 Approximate Site 
.___ _ ...J Boundary 

~ Photo Viewing 
Direction 

SEAD-71 is located 
within the 
PIDNVarehouse Area 
Parcel. 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEAD -1 Date of inspection: June t, 2015 

Location and Region: EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year Weather/temperature: 
review: Parsons · 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
□ Landfill cover/containment 
□ Access controls 

Signature: 

D Monitored natural attenuation 
□ Groundwater containment 

rnlN1 

□ Institutional controls 
D Grow1dwater pump and treatment 
D Surface water collection and treatment 
□ Other 

ovoru,3wa°'. dWq~ 

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached □ Site map attached 

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

I. O&M site manager ___________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; □ Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff __________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 

Contact ------------Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ------------Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

SEAD-121C, the Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office (DRMO) Yard, is a triangular-shaped gravel 

lot, approximately 8.75 acres in size, located roughly 4,000 ft. southwest of the former Depot's main 

entrance off State Route 96. The DRMO Yard was used by the Army to store scrap metal, vehicles, and 

other items that were no longer needed for national defense, or that did not comply with legislative and 

regulatory requirements. The group using the yard was responsible for property reuse (including resale), 

hazardous property disposal (off site, at licensed/permitted facilities), precious metals recovery and 

recycling program support (Parsons ES, 1999b; Parsons, 2008). 

SEAD-1211, the Rumored Cosmoline Oil Disposal Area, encompasses four rectangular-shaped, open grass 

and dirt covered areas that are bounded by 3rd and 7th Streets (north and south ends, respectively) and 

Avenues C and D (west and east sides, respectively). The overall size of the AOC is approximately 16.8 

acres. Approximately 1.2 acres of this area were previously used for the staging of strategic stockpiles of 

ferromanganese ore (Parsons, 2008). 

1.2 Initial Response 

Two environmental investigations were conducted to document the environmental conditions present at 

SEAD-121 C, the DRMO Yard. In addition, a removal action WAS also performed independently at SEAD-

121 C, and confirmatory soil sample data were developed as part of the removal action activities. 

Sampling was performed in 1998 (limited EBS) to determine if hazardous substances were present, and 

between 2002 and 2003 (RI) to more thoroughly investigate Site conditions; the results of this effort were 

reported in the RI Report (Parsons, 2006e). Additional data pertinent to the existing environmental 

conditions remaining at the AOC was subsequently developed during the lead interim removal action in 

2007 and are provided in the CCR. The sampling and analysis conducted during the cleanup action are 

presented in the Completion Report for SEAD-121C, and are summarized in Section 3 of the ROD (Parsons, 

20086). 

Two environmental investigations were conducted to document the environmental conditions present at 

SEAD-121!, the Rumored Cosmoline Oil Disposal Area. In addition, removal actions were also performed 

at SEAD-1211, and confirmatory soil sample data were developed as part of the removal action efforts. 

Sampling was performed in performed in 1998 (EBS) to determine if hazardous substances were present, 

and between 2002 and 2003 (RI) to more thoroughly investigate Site conditions; the results of this effort 

were reported in the RI Report (Parsons, 2006e). The sampling and analysis conducted during the cleanup 

action are presented in the Completion Report for SEAD-1211, and are summarized in the ROD (Parsons, 

2008b ). Additional data pertinent to the existing environmental conditions remaining at the AOC was 

subsequently developed during the interim removal actions that were performed at the fonner stockpile 

locations in 2007 at SEAD-1211 to address manganese residuals, and summarized in the Removal Action 

Letter for SEAD-1 21 I. 
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1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-1211 and SEAD-121C to ensure land use remains protective of site users. 

SEAD-12 ll and SEAD-121 C are pait of the PID/Warehouse Area and the planned future use for this tract 

of land is for industrial, office development, and/or warehouse areas. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

Conditions present at SEAD-121 C were thoroughly investigated during a multimedia RI conducted in 2002 

and 2003 (Parsons, 2006e). Samples of surface and subsurface soil, groundwater, surface water, and "ditch 

soil" found in man-made culverts adjacent to the AOC were collected and analyzed for TCL/T AL 

compounds (Parsons, 2006e). The only analytes found at concentrations in excess ofNYSDEC's TAGM 

Industrial Use Soil Cleanup Objectives were two cP AHs [ ( carcinogenic Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons 

(benzo[a] pyrene and benzo[b] fluoranthene)] and lead. Additional data pertinent to the existing 

environmental conditions remaining at the AOC was subsequently developed during the interim removal 

action that was performed at the site (Parsons, 2008f). These data are provided in the CCR for SEAD-121 C 

that describes and summarizes the results of the interim removal action that was performed for the elevated 

levels of lead. 

The U.S. Government historically staged strategic stockpiles of ferromanganese ore in portions of SEAD-

1211, and these stockpiles were present during the EBS and RI sampling events and into the early part of 

2007. The Anny indicated that the rail spur and sidings were used for delivery of equipment and machinery 

that was frequently packed in Cosmoline (oil) . Cosmoline oil is a commonly used substance that prevents 

corrosion on metal paits and components. During delivery and unpacking of the equipment and machinery, 

oil from the packing may have been deposited on the ground. 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-121C the human health cancer risks are within or below the 

CERCLA cancer risk management range of 1 x 10·4 to 1 x 10-6, and the calculated non-cancer HI for all 

receptors are less than 1.0. For SEAD-121 C, complete details of the human health risk assessment for each 

exposure route evaluated are presented in Appendix E of the Final RI report (Parsons, 2006e) for soil, ditch 

soil, groundwater, and surface water exposure. 

An ecological risk assessment was performed for SEAD-121 C. Preliminary screening level HQs were 

computed, and the Army applied the USEPA's recommended refinement ofCOC process to the results of 

the SL ERA to detem1ine if evaluation of ecological risks was warranted. After application of the refinement 

ofCOC process, no COCs were identified for SEAD-121C soil, SEAD-121C ditch soil, or SEAD-121C 

surface water and the rationales are summarized below. Specific details of the Refinement of COC Process 

are presented in the Final RI Report (Parsons, 2006f) Section 7.6.2 through 7.6.4. Based on the discussion, 

soil, ditch soil, surface water, and groundwater at SEAD-121 C are not expected to significantly impact 

ecological receptors and no further action is warranted at SEAD-121 C based on the ecological risk 

assessment. 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-121I the human health cancer risks are within or below the 

CERCLA cancer risk management range of 1 x 10-4 to 1 x IQ-6, and the calculated non-cancer HI for all 
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receptors except for the construction worker (1.5) are less than 1.0. For SEAD-121I, the post-cleanup action 

non-carcinogenic hazard indices and carcinogenic risk results for the scenarios evaluated are summarized 

in Table 7-9 of the ROD (Parsons, 2008b ). Details of the revised human health risk assessment for each 

exposure route are presented in Appendix E of the ROD for soil, ditch soil, and surface water exposure. 

Since this calculation, the ore piles were removed and the former staging areas cleaned up. The most 

significant contributing COPC (i.e., manganese) was reduced to levels below commercial and industrial 

cleanup objective levels, and the associated risk at SEAD-1211 is considered suitable for its continuing use 

as industrial or commercial property. 

An ecological risk assessment was performed for SEAD-1211. Preliminary screening level HQs were 

computed, and the Army applied the USEPA's recommended refinement ofCOC process to the results of 

the SLERA to determine if evaluation of ecological risks was warranted. After application of the refinement 

ofCOC process, no COCs were identified for SEAD-121I soil, ditch soil, or surface water and the rationales 

are summarized below. The reader is referred to the Final RI Report (Parsons, 2006f) Section 7.6.5 through 

7.6.7 for specific details of the Refinement of COC Process. The source of the metal contamination at 

SEAD-121I was the strategic stockpiles of ferrous-manganese ore previously stored at the AOC. These 

stockpiles were removed in 2007, and a post-mission cleanup action was taken to remove residues 

associated with the historic stockpiling activities. Based on the above discussion, soil, ditch soil, and surface 

water at SEAD-121I are not expected to significantly impact ecological receptors and no further action is 

warranted at SEAD-121I based on the ecological risk assessment. 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

Lead concentrations in surface soil were the focus of the remedial action at SEAD-121 C. Approximately, 

776 cubic yards of lead-impacted soil was excavated and disposed of off-site as non-hazardous waste. 

Confinnatory sampling concluded that no further remediation was required at SEAD-121 C (Parsons, 

2008f). 

Samples of surface and subsurface soil, surface water and "ditch soil" found in man-made culverts adjacent 

to the AOC were collected and analyzed for TCL/T AL compounds. No final COCs were identified for any 

medium at SEAD-1211. 

The RODs titled "Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office (DRMO) Yard (SEAD 121C) and the 

Rumored Cosmoline Oil Disposal Area (SEAD-121!)" (Parsons, 2008b) require the establishment ofICs. 

The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a LUC that prohibits residential housing, 

elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds until unrestricted use and 

unlimited exposure criteria are attained at the two AOCs; and, 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a second LUC that prohibits access to and 

use of groundwater at the AOCs until its quality allows for unrestricted use and unlimited 

exposures. 
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2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") implemented land use controls for the entire 

SEAD PID/Warehouse Area. Addendum 4 to the SEAD LUC RD added SEADs 1, 2, 5, 16, 17, 59, 71, 

121C and 1211 in accordance with the SEAD LUC RD Supplementation provision. 

An Environmental Easement for the PID/Warehouse Area including prope1ties that had been previously 

retained (including SEAD-121 C and SEAD-121I) by the Army in 2008 was recorded in the Seneca County 

Clerk's office on June 10, 2011. 

SEAD-121 C and SEAD-1211 as part of the "PID Retained Parcels" was transferred to the SCIDA with a 

Quitclaim Deed executed on May 27, 2011. The PID/Warehouse Area property was transfened with the 

land use restrictions, consistent with the LUC Objectives as defined in the LUC RD. The deed for the 

PID/Warehouse Area incorporated by reference the land use restrictions set forth in the Environmental 

Easement. 

As the selected remedies do not allow unrestricted use and unlimited exposures, the Anny or its successors 

are required to complete a review of the selected remedies at least once every five years, in accordance with 

Section 12 I ( c) of the CERCLA. The selected LUC remedy is reviewed in accordance with this inspection 

frequency; the LU Cs are inspected as part of the FYR and on an annual basis. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recmmnendations; 

• Continue the implementation ofLUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-1211 and SEAD121C reco1mnendations in the previous FYR, the LUC 

recommendations were implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were 

inspected between the five year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 20 13 ; 

however, L TM and other activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were 

consistent with previous inspection notes. New constrnction or use of the groundwater would most likely 

have been noted during these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 

20 15 and 2016 during which no new constrnction or access to , or use, of groundwater were observed. 

Therefore the LUCs are functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and infonnation 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 
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4.2 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR Process. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-121C and SEAD-121! was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required 

LUCs imposed by the approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in 

Attachment 1 and completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No residential housing units, elementary or seconda1y schools, childcare facilities or playgrounds 

were observed at SEAD-121 C and 121 I. 

• No access to or use of groundwater. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Since SEAD-121C and SEAD-121! is uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during 

the FYR process for SEAD-121C and SEAD-121I. 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by completed RODs for AOCs within the Pill/Warehouse Area have been 

completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required in the Pill/Warehouse Area. 

Based on a review of Closure Reports, LUC RD, Environmental Easements, transfer deeds and the FYR 

site visit conducted between June 1 and June 3, 2015 all remedies are functioning as intended by the 

decisions documents. 

The remedy implemented at SEAD-121! and SEAD-121C is currently protective of human health and the 

environment because: 

• a LUC that prevents access to, and use of, groundwater within the two identified AOCs, and which 

has been expanded to encompass all land within the Pill Area of the former Depot has been 

implemented and is currently being maintained, monitored and reported upon periodically; and 

• a second LUC that prevents the use of or the development of the property for residential housing, 

elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities, or playgrounds at the three site, and which 

also has been expanded to include all land within the Pill Area has been implemented and is 

currently being maintained, monitored, and reported upon periodically. 
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The selected remedy is sti ll protective of human health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-121C and SEAD-1211. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RAOs used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since completion of remedial action activities and implementation of LU Cs that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy selected for the PID/Warehouse Area of the former SEDA. 

As described in Section 9 .3 .1 of the main FYR document, there was a change in the NY soil and 

groundwater standards. It was determined that the clean-up levels and Remedial Action objectives from 

earlier RODs are considered still valid. Since the soi l and groundwater cleanup standards for the remedy 

are equivalent to, or more stringent than human-health-based promulgated standards and cleanup criteria, 

the cleanup standards remain protective of human health. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the RODs 

for SEAD-121 C, SEAD-121 I, and the PID Warehousing Areas. There have been no changes in the physical 

conditions of the site that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain 

protective of human health and the environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation ofLUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for PID Warehousing Areas is protective of the environment and protects human 

health. Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or enviromnental receptors from source 

area contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years . 
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Attachment G-1 
Five Year Review- Site Visit Photo Log 

SEAD-121C Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office (DRMO) Yard 

PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 2015 Site Visit Photo 3 
PROJECT#: 748662 

SEAD-121 C is located within the PIO/ 
Warehouse Area Parcel. 

2015 Site Visit Photo 1 

Description: SEAD-1 21C 

=-- -f-.. 5- .. 
0r<JJl'VMw::Q Rd 

Bing.com (Microsoft) Birds Eye Aerial of SEAD-121C; 
actual date of aerial photo is unknown but based on 
observable features at SEDA it may be from Spring 2007. w;· . .. =' 

2 
, . ""'""".•".s;;rs,, = 

-----· 

LOCATION: SEAD-121C, SenecaArmy Depot 
CLIENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

aerial photo is unknown, but based on 
ble features at SEDA it may be from Spring 

1 - 7 Approximate Site 
._ - -' Boundary 

~ Photo Viewing 
Direction 



PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale) 

. --
. --

of aerial photo is unknown 
but based on observable 
features at SEDA ii may be 
from Spring 2010. 

==t 

...... 

---- . 

Attachment G-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

SEAD-121 I Rumored Cosmoline Oi l Disposal Area 

2015 Site Visit Photo 1 

Status as of: 6/1 /15 
Description: SEAD-121I 

PIDNVarehouse Area Parcel. 

Photo ID: IMG_6570.JPG 
·, •, ·, 

........ . ........ 

-•·· r::a- "«ir :i'i!'it:-.. ,__...,.,_.._ ..... ~c:..;;.-.. __ 

LOCATION: SEAD-121 I, Seneca Army Depot 
CLI ENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

2015 Site Visit Photo 2 

Status as of: 46/1 /15 
Description: SEAD-121I 

Photo ID: img_6569.JPG 

Bing.com (Microsoft) Birds Eye Aerial of SEAD-121I ; actual date of aerial photo is unknown, 
but based on observable features at SEDA ii may be from Spring 2007 . 
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Five-Year Review 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Cbecldist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEAD - / Date of inspection: June l, 2015 

L ocation and Region: 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 
-

Wea tiler/temperature: 

Signature: 

D Landfill cover/containment D Monitored natural attem,iation 
□ Access controls D Groundwater contai1m1ent 

D Groundwater pump and treatment 
~ nstitutional controls □~VeArtical ban-i~r walls • 

D Surface water collection and treatment 
D Other --------------"--tY,71,;E~~ ~ 

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached 

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

Name Title Date 
Interviewed D at site □ at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; □ Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff __________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ------------

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ___________________ _ 

Agency _ _ _________ _ 
Contact ------------Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ___________________ _ 

4, Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 



SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEAD -l & 
Location and Region: 'Pl V area_. 
Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 

Date of inspection: June l, 2015 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Weather/temperature: 

Signature: 

D Landfill cover/containment D Monitored natural attenuation 
D Access controls D Groundwater containment 

D Grmmdwater pump and treatment VL ~ ~.:;::: 
mustitutional controls □ Vert~ical ~:;ner w 11s ·-~ (J A _ _ ..J-

g ~~:;ce water collection and treatment ~ tit c;r . LJ5e ~ 
-------------~~~~-----.---------

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached □ Site map attached 

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

1. O&M site manager ------+-br\JL.. _ _,,_ __ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; □ Repo1t attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff __________ _ 

Name Title Date 
Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ___________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ___________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ______________ _ _ ___ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 

1 



Final 
Seneca Army Depot Activity Five-Year Review 

APPENDIXH 

SEAD-25: FIRE TRAINING AND DEMONSTRATION PAD 
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APPENDIX H: SEAD-25_Fire Training and Demonstration Pad 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

The Fire Training and Demonstration Pad (SEAD-25) site is located in the east-central portion of SEDA. 

The site is bounded to the east by Administration A venue beyond which is undeveloped land covered by 

deciduous trees; to the south 1;,y Ordnance Drive beyond which is an open grassy field and a stand of 

coniferous trees; to the west by grassland, brush and conifers; and to the north by grassland and a baseball 

field. 

SEAD-25 was in use from the late 1960s to the late 1980s. The pad was used for fire control training. 

During the 1980s, the pad was used twice for firefighting demonstrations, once in 1982 or 1983 and in 

1987. For additional area specific background information for SEAD-25, please refer to the Draft 2015 

Long-Term Monitoring Annual Report (Parsons, 2015). 

1.2 Initial Response 

SEAD-25 is described in three reports issued prior to the RI. The first report was the Work Plan for 

CERCLA ESI of Ten SWMUs written by Parsons Main, Inc. in January 1993. This report detailed the site 

work and sampling performed under the ESL The second report was a SWMU Classification Report 

(Parsons ES, 1994a), which was undertaken to describe and evaluate the SWMU at SEDA. The third was 

an ESI Report (Parsons ES, 1995), which described a more detailed investigation of SEAD-25. The 

fieldwork for the ESI was conducted according to the Work Plan for CERCLA ESI of Ten SWMUs. Based 

on the results of the ESI, a RI Work Plan was prepared and the RI field program was conducted. A RI and 

Feasibility Study (PS) were completed for SEAD-25/26 in May 1998 and October 1998, respectively. 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-25 to ensure land use remains protective of site users. SEAD-25 is part of 

the PID/Warehousing Area and the planned future use for this tract of land is for industrial, office 

development, and/or warehouse areas. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

The primary COCs at SEAD-25 are VOCs, specifically benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylene (BTEX) 

compounds in both soil and groundwater, as well as lesser amounts of chlorinated ethene compounds in 

groundwater. The VOC contaminants were believed to have been released to the environment during fire 

training activities at the Pad. In addition, varying concentrations of SVOCs were also detected in the soil 

and sediment, mainly in the drainage ditches on the periphery of the site. The primary impact to the 

groundwater resulted from two overlapping VOC plumes that both originated at the southwestern portion 

of SEAD-25 pad, neither of which extended beyond Ordnance Drive. The primary plume was 

approximately 200 feet long and composed of BTEX which is typically associated with gasoline. Results 

of groundwater contour mapping indicated that groundwater flow is radial below the pad, with a strong 

horizontal gradient to the south and west. The radial groundwater flow that has developed below the pad at 

SEAD-25 is believed to be a local phenomenon that is present because of the influence of the 
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an thropomorphic bedrock topographic mound located below the pad. Less significant impacts from other 

contaminants were also detected at the site. 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-25 there are human health cancer risks were within the 

CERCLA cancer risk management range of 1 x 10-4 to 1 x 1 o·6 for the current and future on-site construction 

worker, but above for the future on-site resident ( 1 x 1 o·3). The calculated non-cancer HI for the construction 

worker (HI=4) and resident (HI=l0) for child and HI-5 for adult) were greater than 1.0, but less than 1.0 

for the ctment site worker. These risks are mainly due to inhalation of VOCs in the ambient air and potential 

exposure of receptors to on-site groundwater containing benzene as their sole drinking water source. 

The results of the ecological risk assessment presented in the RI report (Pal'sons ES, 1998) concluded that 

there was negligible risk to the ecosystems of the SEAD-25 study area. During the field evaluation, no overt 

acute toxic impacts were noted. The quantitative ecological risk evaluation determined that a possibility 

exists for the COPCs to present a small potential for environmental effects due to sediment at SEAD-25. 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The ROD titled "The Fire Training and Demonstration Pad (SEAD-25) and the Fire Training Pit and Area 

(SEAD-26) (Parsons, 2004b) required the following remedy and establishment of ICs. The elements that 

composed the remedy included: 

• Excavate soil at the source in an area approximately 60 feet by 100 feet to a depth of 6 feet 

(approximately 1,350 cubic yards) ; 

• Excavate a volume of sediment approximately 780 feet long, 3 feet wide and 2 feet deep 

(approximately 175 cubic yards) from the northwest ditch; 

• Dispose of excavated soils in an appropriate off-site facility; 

• Dewater the excavation pit; 

• Treat groundwater that is recovered during excavation and during dewatering of excavation pit with 

an on-site air stripper; 

• Replace excavated soil with clean backfill and establish a ground cover to avoid soil erosion; 

• Conduct groundwater monitoring of the plume until NYSDEC Class GA groundwater standards 

are achieved (approximately 10 years); 

• Establish and maintain land use controls to prevent access to or use of groundwater until cleanup 

standards are met. LUCs include to: 

Prohibit the development and use of property for residential housing, elementary and 

secondary schools, childcare facilities and playground activities. 
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Prevent access to or use of the groundwater until NYS Class GA Groundwater Standards 

are met. 

Maintain the integrity of any current or future remedial or monitoring system at SEAD-25. 

• Complete a review of the selected remedy every five-years (at minimum), in accordance with 

Section 12l(c) of the CERCLA; 

• Prepare a contingency plan that may include additional monitoring and air sparging of the plume, 

as necessary; and 

• Once NYSDEC Class GA groundwater cleanup standards are achieved, the groundwater use 

restriction may be eliminated. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The CCR (Parsons, 2006a) for the Fire Training and Demonstration Pad (SEAD-25) and the Fire Training 

Pit and Area (SEAD-26), describes remedial action activities at SEAD-25 and SEAD-26 and presents 

sample collection and laboratory test results, record survey data, record (as-built) drawings, and photo 

documentation to demonstrate compliance with the requirements set forth by the ROD (Parsons, 2004b) 

and the Remedial Design Work plan and Design Report (Parsons, 2005a). 

The excavation of the BTEX impacted soil at the pad at SEAD-25 began on November 15, 2005 and was 

completed on December 1, 2005, with soil removal totaling 961 cubic yards (cy). All confirmatory soil 

samples collected from the sidewalls of the excavation area and analyzed for VOCs and SVOCs 

representative of soil remaining onsite at the pad achieved the site-specific cleanup goals, and the soils at 

SEAD-25 do not require further action. The excavation of the soil at the pad removed the source of 

ground water contamination. 

Excavation of the SVOC impacted swale at SEAD-25 began on November 7, 2005 and was completed on 

November 8, 2005. The excavation extended from the toe of slope on one bank to the toe of slope on the 

other bank, resulting in the removal and off-site disposal of the swale soil (761 cy) at SEAD-25. Since the 

swale bottom consisted of exposed competent bedrock following excavation, no native material remained 

in the swale and confirmatory samples were not collected. 

A total of 1,722 cubic yards (approximately 2,600 tons) of soil were excavated from the pad and the swale 

at SEAD-25 and disposed off-site at Ontario County Landfill. The pad excavation was backfilled and 

restored to the existing grade. LTM is currently on-going at SEAD-25 and has been conducted since 2007 

(Parsons, 2007b; 2014). 

SEAD-25 and SEAD-26 
Soil Removal Cleanup Goals 

Cleanup Goal 
Analyte (µg/Kg) Goal Met? 

Volatile Organic Compounds 
1, 1, 1-Trich loroetha ne 800 Yes 
1, 1-Dich loroethane 200 Yes 
Benzene 60 Yes 
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Chloroform 300 Yes 
Ethyl Benzene 5,500 Yes 
Toluene 1,500 Yes 
Trichloroethene 700 Yes 
Xylene (total) 1,200 Yes 
Semivolatile Organic Compounds 
2-Methylnaphthalene 36,400 Yes 
Naphthalene 13,000 Yes 
Phenol 30 Yes 
cPAHs (SEAD-26 only) 
cPAHs (BTE)* 10 Yes 

*cPAHs were only sampled at SEAD-26 and were compared to the Benzo(a)pyrene Toxicity 

Equivalence. 

NYSDEC TAGM values from Technical and Administrative Guidance Memorandum HWR-92-4046, 

January 24, 1994 

Five-Year Review 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") implemented land use controls for the entire 

SEAD Pill/Warehouse Area. Addendum I to the SEAD LUC RD (USACE, 2007) added SEAD 25, and 

26 in accordance with the SEAD LUC RD Supplementation provision. 

An Environmental Easement for the Pill/Warehousing Area including properties that had been previously 

retained (including SEAD-25) by the Army in 2008 was recorded in the Seneca County Clerk's office on 

June 10, 2011. 

SEAD-25 as part of the "Pill Retained Pru·cels" was transferred to the SCillA with a Quitclaim Deed 

executed on May 27, 2011. The Pill/Wru·ehouse Area property was transferred with the land use 

restrictions, consistent with the LUC Objectives as defined in the LUC RD. The deed for the 

Pill/Warehouse Area incorporated by reference the land use restrictions set forth in the Environmental 

Easement. 

As the selected remedies do not allow unrest1icted use and unlimited exposures, the Army or its successors 

are required to complete a review of the selected remedies at least once every five years, in accordance with 

Section 121(c) of the CERCLA. The selected LUC remedy is reviewed in accordance with this inspection 

frequency; the LUCs are inspected as part of the FYR and on an annual basis. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

• Continue groundwater monitoring on a semi-annual basis at SEAD-25 until the 2010 - 2011 

(Fourth Yeru-) sampling cycle is completed. It was recommended that groundwater monitoring 

continue on an annual basis, and be conducted during a season (e.g., winter - early to mid-spring) 
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when an adequate quantity of water is likely to be present in the overburden aquifer to support the 

required sampling 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-25 recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 
year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 
activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 
inspection notes . New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 
which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 
functioning as intended. 

The frequency of groundwater monitoring was reduced from semi-annual to an annual basis at SEAD-25 
through this 2016 FYR. Recommendations on groundwater monitoring frequency are further discussed in 

Section 5.0 

3.3 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

• Continue groundwater monitoring on an annual basis at SEAD-25. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

In accordance with the ROD for the Fire Training and Demonstration Pad (SEAD-25) and the Final 

Remedial Design Report [(RDR) (Parsons, 2005a)], long-term groundwater monitoring is being performed 

at SEAD-25 as part of the continuing PCMM operations. 

There have been . twelve groundwater monitoring events conducted at SEAD-25, which have been 

documented in eight LTM reports. Groundwater monitoring was initially required as a condition of the 

ROD since contaminant concentrations found in the groundwater at the AOCs prior to the remedial action 

exceeded applicable groundwater standards. Semi-annual (i.e., twice each year) groundwater monitoring 

was performed at SEAD-25 from 2006 through 2011, and annual groundwater monitoring has been 

performed from 2011 to 2015 (present). A summary of the groundwater trends based on the RI results, post­

remedial action to date is summarized in the Eighth Year Long-Term Monitoring Report for SEAD-25 

(Parsons, 2015). 

Based on the post-RA monitoring event results for SEAD-25 the Army currently reports that: 
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• The concentrations of BTEX in the groundwater at SEAD-25 have decreased by up to two orders 

of magnitude since 1994; 

• Volatile organic compounds eoes were not detected above cleanup goals in the five wells sampled 

during the 2015 LTM event; 

• Groundwater impacts are not noted beyond the immediate area of the former Fire Training and 

Demonstration Pad, and downgradient wells (MW25-8, MW25-13, MW25-15 and MW25-19) 

have not shown evidence of BTEX or voe contamination since the removal action was completed; 

• The general trends of the field indicator parameters results for most of the LTM wells are 

inconclusive due to the historic lack of voe contamination at these wells and the lack of an 

upgradient or background well for comparison; however, typically low DO and negative ORP 

values at MW25-2 suggests an environment conducive to anaerobic degradation; 

• With the exception of MW25-2, voe concentrations at SEAD-25 have generally decreased to 

levels close to or below the applicable groundwater standards; 

• CQes are limited in concentration and are not migrating outside the vicinity of MW25-2. In 

general, any remaining contamination is restricted to the area in the vicinity of MW25-2; 

• The soil excavation remedy at SEAD-25 has been effective; 

• Land and groundwater restrictions imposed at SEAD-25 continue to be maintained as part of both 

the approved ROD for SEAD-25 and the larger Planned Industrial/Office or Warehousing Area 

("PID Area") (Parsons, 2004; 2006). No residential housing, elementary and secondary schools, 

childcare facilities and playground activities have been constructed in this area, and there are no 

signs of unauthorized groundwater use or access; and 

• Based on the information and discussion provided above, it appears that BTEX concentrations 

observed at MW25-2 fluctuate in c01Telation with changes in saturated thickness of the groundwater 

table, indicating that the increase is not due to the release of additional contaminants. The removal 

of the source area present at SEAD-25, and the verification that soils left at the site achieved cleanup 

objectives, supports the interpretation that a continuous release of contaminants at SEAD-25 is no 

longer OCCUITing. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-25 was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUes imposed by the 

approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No residential housing units, elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities or playgrounds 

were observed at SEAD-25 . The 12 LTM groundwater monitoring wells were identified at SEAD-

25 during the site visit. As discussed previously, many of the wells on the SEAD-25 site were 

decommissioned in September 2010. 

November 2017 Page H-6 
P:IPIT\Projects\J-lunlsville Cont W912DY-08-D-0003\TO#15 - LTM and LUC\LUC lnspections\LUC 5 Year Review 2015\Final\Textlr5\Appendix J-1 - SEAD-25 
F.docx 



Final 
Seneca Anny Depot Activity Five-Year Review 

• No access to or use of groundwater. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Since SEAD-25 is uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during the Five-Year Review 

process for SEAD-25. 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by completed RODs for AOCs within the Pill/Warehouse Area have been 

completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required in the Pill/Warehouse Area. 

Based on a review of Closure Reports, LTM Reports, LUC RD, Environmental Easements, transfer deeds 

and the FYR site visit conducted between June 1 and June 3, 2015 all remedies are functioning as intended 

by the decisions documents. 

The remedy implemented at SEAD-25 currently protects human health and the environment because: 

• Contaminated soils and sediments previously identified at SEAD-25 to contain aromatic volatile 

organic compound and cPAHs have been excavated and disposed at licensed and approved off-site 

landfills where they are being managed in controlled and monitored environments; 

• The open excavations were allowed to backfill with contaminated groundwater from the immediate 

vicinity of the excavation sites, and then this water was pumped from the excavation site, placed 

into storage vessels, sampled and analyzed, approved for disposal and then disposed at a wastewater 

treatment plant where treatment was performed in accordance with applicable environmental 

limitations; 

• The open excavations were then backfilled with approved soil meeting required cleanup goals, and 

then a vegetative cover over the disturbed site was re-established; 

• A post-remedial action groundwater monitoring program was also implemented at SEAD-25, and 

data collected from the monitoring program indicates that concentrations of groundwater 

contaminants identified prior to the remedial action have fallen to levels significantly below pre­

remedial action concentrations, but continue to show periodic evidence of being above identified 

groundwater quality criteria. However, the data collected from the ongoing monitoring program 

show no expansion in the size of the apparent plume, and no indication that the suggest that it is 

only present in the immediate of the excavated source area; 

• Access to and use of groundwater continues to be restricted; and 

• The integrity of the monitoring well network present at SEAD-25, where the LTM continues, is 

November 2017 Page H-7 
P:\PIT\Projects\Huntsville Cont W912DY-08-D-0003\TO#l5 - LTM and LUC\LUC Inspections\LUC 5 Year Review 2015\Final\Text\r5\Appendix H - SEAD-25 
F.docx 



Final 
Seneca Army Depot Activity Five-Year Review 

being monitored and maintained; and 

• The results of the continuing LTM must not provide evidence that volatile organic compound 

concentrations are increasing back toward pre-removal action levels, or that the existing 

groundwater plume is expanding in size, or migrating into previously unaffected areas. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. No early indicators of potential 

issues have been identified for SEAD-25. Recommendations for optimization of the LTM program are 

discussed further in Section 5.4. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RA Os used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since completion of remedial action activities and implementation of LUCs that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy selected for the Pill/Warehouse Area of the former SEDA. 

As described in Section 9.3.1 and Attachment 3 of the main FYR document, there was a change in the NY 

soil and groundwater standards. It was determined that the clean-up levels and RAOs from earlier RODs 

are considered still valid. Since the soil and groundwater cleanup standards for the remedy are equivalent 

to, or more stringent than human-health-based promulgated standards and cleanup criteria, the cleanup 

standards remain protective of human health. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the RODs 

for SEAD-25 and the Pill/Warehousing Areas. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of 

the site that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of 

human health and the environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

Based on the current area-wide LUC prohibiting the use of groundwater within the Pill Area (which 

includes SEAD-25), the Army proposes to conclude LTM at SEAD-25 because of the following: 

• Groundwater use is prohibited by the area-wide LUC and an alternate potable water source is 

available; 

• Periodic LUC inspections will continue to insure that the groundwater is not accessed; 

• Results from ten years of LTM indicate site COCs are not migrating outside the local area of 

MW25-2; 
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• Trends demonstrate that the remedial action performed did not adversely impact groundwater; and, 

• Concentrations within MW25-2 are decreasing and have reached the GA Standard in the most 

recent round. 

LTM will continue based on the latest annual report. The wells will not be decommissioned at this time and 

sampling at these sites may take place in the future if the need arises (e.g., emerging contaminants, decisions 

during the next -site annual report). Annual LUC inspections will continue to insure that the groundwater is 

not accessed. Based on EPA request, the Army has agreed to sample for perfluroalkyl substances [PFAS] 

at sites where Aqueous Film Forming Foams (AFFF) (e.g., firefighting foams) may have been used. As part 

of this program, future sampling for PFAS at SEAD-25 is expected. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for PID/W arehousing Areas is protective of the environment and protects human 

health. Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source 

area contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. Additionally, SEAD-25 is 

located within the PID area, within which, an environmental easement and deed restriction prohibit both 

residential use and the use of groundwater. 
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Attachment 1 Photo Log 

Attachment 2 Site Inspection Checklist 

Five-Year Review 

November 2017 Page H-10 
P:IPIT\Projects\Huntsville Cont W912DY-08-D-0003\TO#l5 - LTM and LUC\LUC lnspections\LUC 5 Year Review 20 151Final\Textlr5\Appendix H - SEAD-25 
F.docx 



Final 
Seneca Army Depot Activity 

ATTACHMENT 1 

Photo Log 

Five-Year Review 
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PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

2015 Site Visit Photo 1 

Status as of: 6/1/15 Photo ID: IMG 6551JPG 
Description: SEAD-25 Former Pad Area -
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CLIENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 
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PIDNVarehouseArea Parcel. 
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Bing.com (Microsoft) Birds Eye Aerial of 
SEAD-25; actual date of aerial photo is 
unknown but based on observable features 
at SEDA it may be from Spring 2007. 
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ATTACHMENT 2 

Site Inspection Checklist 

Five-Year Review 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checldist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEAD ..., Z. Date of inspection: June /, 2015 

Location and Region: EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Weather/temperature: ~T 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
□ Landfill cover/containment 
□ Access controls 
~nstitutional controls 
D Groundwate · 
D Surface wa 
D Other 

Attachments: 

Signature: 

~ Monitored natural attenuation 
D Grow1dwater containment 
D Vertical barrier walls 

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

1. O&M site manager 
Name 

NorL 
Title 

Interviewed □ at site D at office D by phone Phone no. 
Date 

Problems, suggestions; □ Report attached _____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff __________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed □ at site D at office D by phone Phone no. 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i .e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact -------------Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ____________________ _ 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact -------------

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ____________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 
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APPENDIX I 

SEAD-26: FIRE TRAINING PIT AND AREA 
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APPENDIX I: SEAD-26 Fire Training Pit and Area 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION .............................................. 1-1 

1.1 History of Contamination ... ............... ..... ............ ..... .................... .............. ........ .. ... .... .. .. 1-1 

1.2 Initial Response ... ... .. ................ ... ... ................. ... ..... ...... ...... .... ....................................... 1-1 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action ......... .... ..... .... ..... ..... ........ .... .... ..... ... .... ........ ...... ............... .... .... I-1 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern ... ...... ........ ... ............................... ........... ................... ...... 1-1 

1.3 .2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment.. ... .... ... ................. ..... ...... ...... .... . .1-1 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS ...................... ........................................................................... 1-2 

2.1 Remedy Selection .................... ... ........ .. .... ... .... .......... .. .... ..... ... ... ... ................ ...... ....... ... . 1-2 

2.2 Remedy Implementation ...... .. ............................. ........ ... ........ .......... ..... ....... ... .. ............. 1-2 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance ........................ .... .......... .................... .. I-4 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW ................................................... 1-4 

3 .1 Recommendations ............................................................................. .. ........ .. ................. I-4 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations .... ........... .. ... .... ....... ... .... .. .... ... .... ... .... ......... ... ... ... ... ...... . 1-4 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS ............................................................................... 1-4 

4.1 Document Review .... .. ......... .. ..... ....... .... ... · ....... ......... .......... ............ ... ... ........ ...... ............ 1-4 

4.2 Data Review .. ...... .... ... ... ............ ... .... .. ... ... ............. .. ............. .... .. ............. ...... ......... .. .... .. 1-4 

4.3 Site Inspection ...... ..... ... .. .... ... ...... ... ... ............ ...... ..... .. .............. ........... ........ ....... ... ......... I-4 

4 .4 Interviews .... .. ..... ............. ....................... ..... ....... ....... ... ..... ....... .. .... ... .. ...... ..... .. ... .... .. .. ... I-5 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification ................... .. .... .. .. ..... ......... ..... ....... ... ... ......... ... ... ..... 1-5 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT ........ ............................................................................... 1-5 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? .. ........ I-5 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial 
action objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? .. .. .... .... ... ...... ..... ...... .. ....... ............ I-6 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 
protectiveness of the remedy? ......... .............. ............... ....... .. ... .. ..... .... .... .. ..... .. ... .. .............. ...... I-6 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions .. ..... .. ........ ... ... .... ... ........... ....... .... .. .. I-6 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement. ........ ...... .. .......... ......... ..... .. .... ... ............ ...... ........ ...... ...... ........ 1-6 

November 2017 Page I-i 
P:\PIT\Projects\Huntsville Cont W912DY-08-D-0003\TO#15 - LTM and LUCILUC Inspections\LUC 5 Year Review 2015\Final\Textlr5\Append ix I - SEAD-26 
F.docx 



Final 
Seneca Anny Depot Activity 

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

Attachment 1 Photo Log 

Attachment 2 Site Inspection Checklist 

Five-Year Review 

November 2017 Page I-ii 
P:IPJT\Projects\Huatsville Coat W912DY-08-D-0003\TO#l5 - LTM and LUC\LUC Jnspectioas\LUC 5 Year Review 2015\Fiaal\Text\r5\Appeadix I - SEAD-26 
F.docx 



Final 
Seneca Anny Depot Activity Five-Year Review 

1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

The Fire Trainjng Pit (SEAD-26) site is located in the southeastern portion of SEDA. The site is bounded 

to the east and west by SEDA railroad tracks; on the south by grassland and low brush; and on the north by 

7th Street. Vehicular access is provided to the site via a locking gate on 7th Street. 

SEAD-26 was in use from 1977 to 1994. The pit was approximately 75 feet in diameter and approximately 

3 feet deep. A bentonite liner was installed in the pit in 1982 or 1983. The pit was used one to four times a 

year for firefighting training during which time various flammable materials were floated on water, ignited, 

and extinguished . Prior to 1977, the fire training area surrounding the pit may have also been used for fire 

demonstrations (Parsons, 2004b). 

1.2 Initial Response 

SEAD-26 is described in three reports before the RI. The first report was the Work Plan for CERCLA ESI 

of Ten SWMUs written by Parsons Main, Inc. in January 1993. This report detailed the site work and 

sampling performed under the ESL The second report was a SWMU Classification Report (Parsons ES, 

1994a), which was undertaken to describe and evaluate the SMWU at SEDA. The third was an ESI Report 

(Parsons ES, 1995), which described a more detailed investigation of SEAD-26. The fieldwork for the ESI 

was conducted according to the Work Plan for CERCLA ESI of Ten SWMUs. Based on the results of the 

ESI, a RI Work Plan was prepared and the RI field program was conducted. An RI and FS were completed 

for SEAD-25/26 in May 1998 and October 1998, respectively. 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-26 to ensure land use remains protective of site users. SEAD-26 is part of 

the Pill/Warehouse Area and the planned future use for this tract of land is for industrial, office 

development, and/or warehouse areas. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

At SEAD-26, the primary contaminants detected included SVOCs and metals in the soil and sediments. In 

addi tion, low levels of volatiles were also detected in the groundwater at levels above NYSDEC GA 

Standards. However, the contaminants that exceeded NYSDEC GA Standards in the groundwater were no 

longer found in the soil of SEAD-26 due to attenuation of the contaminants in the soil (Parsons ES, 1998). 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-26 there are no human health cancer risks above the CERCLA 

cancer risk management range of 1 x 10-4 to 1 x 1 o-6, and the calculated non-cancer HI for all receptors 

except for the future residential cruld (HI=l.3) are less than 1.0. The child receptor under the future 

residential scenario had a HI that slightly exceeded the target value due to dermal contact with groundwater 

and ingestion of site soils with cPAHs and arsenic. 

The results of the ecological risk assessment presented in the RI report (Parsons ES, 1998) concluded that 

there was negligible risk to the ecosystems of SEAD-26 study area. During the field evaluation, no overt 
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acute toxic impacts were noted. The quantitative ecological risk evaluation determined that a possibility 

exists for the CO PCs to present a small potential for environmental effects due to sediment, soil, and surface 

water at SEAD-26. At SEAD-26, terrestrial receptors were mostly affected by COPCs in the soil. 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The ROD titled "The Fire Training and Demonstration Pad (SEAD-25) and the Fire Training Pit and Area 

(SEAD-26) (Parsons, 2004b) required the following remedies and establishment of ICs at SEAD-25 and 

SEAD-26. The preferred remedy consisted of the following elements: 

• Excavate surface soils with total cPAH concentrations above 10 ppm, for an estimated total of 1050 

cy; 

• Dispose of excavated soils in an appropriate off-site facility; 

• Conduct groundwater monitoring until the groundwater cleanup standards are met (approximately 

20 years) in order to ensure that the VOCs present do not migrate off-site; 

• Establish and maintain groundwater use controls to restrict groundwater access and use until 

cleanup standards are achieved; 

• Complete a review of the selected remedy every five-years (at minimum), in accordance with 

Section 121(c) of the CERCLA; 

• Prepare a contingency plan that may include additional monitoring and air sparging of the plume, 

as necessary, which would protect against VOC contamination migrating off-site; and 

• Remove groundwater use restrictions once groundwater cleanup standards are achieved. 

• Establish and maintain LUCs to: 

Prevent access to or use of the groundwater until cleanup levels are met; and 

Prevent residential housing, elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and 

playgrounds activities. 

Maintain the integrity of any cmTent or future remedial or monitoring system. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The CCR (Parsons, 2006a) for the Fire Training and Demonstration Pad (SEAD-25) and the Fire Training 

Pit and Area (SEAD-26), describes remedial action activities at SEAD-25 and SEAD-26 and presents 

sample collection and laboratory test results, record survey data, record (as-built) drawings , and photo 

documentation to demonstrate compliance with the requirements set forth by the ROD (Parsons, 2004b) 

and the Remedial Design Work plan and Design Report (Parsons, 2005a). 

The initial excavation at SEAD-26 began on November 9, 2005 and was completed on November 15, 2005. 

Five distinct areas at SEAD-26 were excavated to a depth of 1 foot bgs, and a total of 828 cubic yards 

(1 ,248 tons) of soil was excavated and disposed off-site. Confirmatory soil samples were collected from 
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the perimeter and the base of each of the five excavation areas and were analyzed for cPAHs. The edges of 

the five excavation areas were smoothed. All confirmatory samples representative of soil remaining on-site 

met the soil cleanup goals. Additional remediation of soils at SEAD-26 was not required. 

SEAD-25 and SEAD-26 
Soil Removal Cleanup Goals 

Cleanup Goal 
Analvte (uit/ Kg) Goal Met? 

Volatile Organic Compounds 
1, 1,1-Trich loroethane 800 Yes 
1, 1-Dichloroethane 200 Yes 
Benzene 60 Yes 
Chloroform 300 Yes 
Ethyl Benzene 5,500 Yes 
Toluene 1,500 Yes 
Trichloroethene 700 Yes 
Xylene (tota l) 1,200 Yes 
Semivolatile Organic Compounds 
2-Methylnaphtha lene 36,400 Yes 
Naphtha lene 13,000 Yes 
Phenol 30 Yes 
cPAHs (SEAD-26 only) 
cPAHs (BTE)* 10 Yes 

*cPAHs were only sampled at SEAD-26 and were compared to the Benzo(a)pyrene Toxicity 

Equivalence. 

NYSDEC TAGM values from Technical and Administrative Guidance Memorandum HWR-92-4046, 

January 24, 1994 

LTM was conducted beginning in 2007; however, groundwater monitoring at SEAD-26 was terminated by 

the Army, with the approval of the USEPA and the NYSDEC, after the first year of sampling and analysis 

indicated that no COCs were present in the groundwater at concentrations above defined cleanup goals. 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") (USACE, 2006) implemented land use 

controls for the "PID/Warehouse Area. Addendum 1 to the SEAD LUC RD added SEAD 25, and 26 in 

accordance with the SEAD LUC RD Supplementation provision. 

An Environmental Easement for the PID/Warehousing Area including properties that had been previously 

retained (including SEAD-26) by the Army in 2008 was recorded in the Seneca County Clerk's office on 

June 10, 2011. 

SEAD-26 as part of the "PID Retained Parcels" was transferred to the SCIDA with a Quitclaim Deed 

executed on May 27, 20 11. The PID/W arehousing Area property was transferred with the land use 

restrictions, consistent with the LUC Objectives as defined in the LUC RD. The deed for the 

PID/Warehouse Area incorporated by reference the land use restrictions set forth in the Environmental 

Easement. 

As the selected remedies do not allow unrestricted use and unlimited exposures, the Army or its successors 

are required to complete a review of the selected remedies at least once every five years , in accordance with 
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Section 121(c) of the CERCLA. The selected LUC remedy is reviewed in accordance with this inspection 

frequency; the LUCs are inspected as part of the FYR and on an annual basis. 

2.3 Syst~m Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LU Cs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-26 recommendations m the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 

which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 

functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR Process. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-26 was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by the 

approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No residential housing units, elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities or playgrounds 

were observed at SEAD-26. 

• No access to or use of groundwater. 

The selected remedy is still protective of public health and the environment. 
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4.4 Interviews 

Since SEAD-26 is uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during the FYR process for 

SEAD-26. 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes . Remedial actions required by completed RODs for AOCs within the Pill/Warehouse Area have been 

completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required in the Pill/Warehouse Area. 

Based on a review of Closure Reports, LUC RD, Environmental Easements, transfer deeds and the FYR 

site visit conducted between June 1 and June 3, 2015 all remedies are functioning as intended by the 

decisions documents. 

The remedy implemented at SEAD-26 currently protects human health and the environment because: 

• contaminated soils and sediments previously identified at SEAD-25 and SEAD-26 to contain 

aromatic VOCs and cPAHs have been excavated and disposed at licensed and approved off-site 

landfills where they are being managed in controlled and monitored environments; 

• the open excavations were allowed to backfill with contaminated groundwater from the immediate 

vicinity of the excavation sites, and then this water was pumped from the excavation site, placed 

into storage vessels, sampled and analyzed, approved for disposal and then disposed at a wastewater 

treatment plant where treatment was performed in accordance with applicable environmental 

limitations; 

• the open excavations were then backfilled with approved soil meeting required cleanup goals, and 

then a vegetative cover over the disturbed site was re-established; 

• a post-remedial action groundwater monitoring program was also implemented at SEAD-26 (Fire 

Training Area Pit), and data collected during the first year of quarterly monitoring indicated that 

contaminants identified as being of concern in the groundwater prior to the remedial action were 

no longer present at concentrations in excess of groundwater standards. As a result of this finding, 

the Army requested regulatory approval to terminate groundwater monitoring at SEAD-26; this 

request was approved by both the USEPA and the NYSDEC; and 

• access to and use of groundwater at both AOCs continues to be restricted. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-26. 
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5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RAOs used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have. been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since completion of remedial action activities and implementation of LUCs that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy selected for the PID/Warehouse Area of the former SEDA. 

As described in Section 9.3.1 and Attachment 3 of the main FYR document, there was a change in the NY 

soil and groundwater standards. It was determined that the clean-up levels and RAOs from earlier RODs 

are considered still valid. Since the soil and groundwater cleanup standards for the remedy are equivalent 

to, or more stringent than human-health-based promulgated standards and cleanup criteria, the cleanup 

standards remain protective of human health. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the RODs 

for SEAD-26 and the PID Warehousing Areas. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of 

the site that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of 

human health and the environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

One issue was identified during this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations: 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews; 

• Based on EPA request, the Army has agreed to sample for perfluroalkyl substances [PFAS] at sites 

where Aqueous Film Forming Foams (AFFF) (e.g., firefighting foams) may have been used. As 

part of this program, future sampling for PFAS at SEAD-26 is expected. A sampling plan for 

SEAD-26 will be documented in a future report. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for PID Warehousing Areas is protective of the environment and protects human 

health. Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source 

area contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

SEAD-26 is located within the PIO/Warehouse Area Parcel. 

l 

I - l Approximate Site Boundary 
'-- - ...J 

.= 

i 

Photo Viewing 
Direction 

------ ' 

I\ 

~I 

Status as of: 6/1/15 
Photo ID: IMG_6572JPG 
Description: SEAD-26 

Attachment 1-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

SEAD-26 Fire Training Pit and Area 

LOCATION: SEAD-26, Seneca Army Depot 
CLI ENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

2015 Site Visit Photos 1 and 2 

\ 

-L....., . , . c..,- - ~~ 

"' ~-~\-~-.~~~~4, -. ( ·'. ' -~ ..:~~:=.=:::= -. ~ ,~':,,d'~ •~:!;;1;il,!-."l:!h•••~ JI· -' ·"-'·· ' ·· k'C:i :\).. r sa j'W;, · ...._ 

\ ---
---

Status as of: 6/1/15 
Photo ID: IMG_6571JPG 
Description: SEAD-26 

Bing .com (Microsoft) Aerial of SEAD-26; actual date of aerial photo is unknown, but based on observable features at SEDA it may be from Spring 2006 . 
.. -·--•-- ------------- ·-·-- ·•-·•· ··-----
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

Site name: SEAD - Date of inspection: June / , 2015 

Location and Region: EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-)1ear 
review: Parsons 

'Weather/temperature: 8>0 f ~ 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE Signature: 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
D Landfill cover/containment D Monitored natural attenuation 
□ Access controls D Groundwater contaimnent 

0 Groundwater pump and treatment (\t:"f/, 
D Surface water collection and treatment · -{2_)J l 

D Institutional controls D Vertical b~arrier wa-Us .... -J-

D Other· _____ _____ _ _ _J,;J_;J~ _.__----f:~~~~ ~ 

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached D Site map attached 

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all tbat apply) 

1. O&M site manager ___________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; □ Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff __________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no . _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ------------

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ___________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached _________________ __ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report at tached. 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

Building 360 is located in the eastern-central portion of the Depot. The building was used for refurbishing 

and reconstructing old equipment. Lathes, presses, and metal-working machines were degreased with 

steam, high-pressure water and detergents in the cleaning area. No solvent materials were ever used in the 

cleaning operation. After steam cleaning, the equipment was moved to other portions of Building 360 for 

rehabilitation. 

The Steam Jenny Accumulation Pit (SEAD-27) is located within a high bay area of Building 360 that is 

located near the north end of the building and is separated from the remainder of the building by cinder 

block walls . The steam cleaning waste tank is a belowground, concrete tank above which track-mounted 

cars loaded with equipment requiring cleaning can be positioned and steam cleaned. Use of the Steam 

Cleaning Waste Tank began in 1976 and cleaning operations ceased on January 2, 1990. 

1.2 Initial Response 

A closure investigation was performed under the RCRA program in July of 1995 and the determination was 

made that the accumulation pit in Building 360 satisfied the RCRA requirements for clean closure (Parsons, 

2004a). More details of these activities can be found in the Building 360 Closure report. The results of the 

chemical analyses can be found in the Mini Risk Assessment - Appendix B, Tables B-1 and B-2 (Parsons, 

2002a) for soil and groundwater, respectively. Monitoring of the water elevation in the waste tank and the 

removal of accumulated water (if present) ceased once RCRA closure was completed and certified. 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-27 to ensure land use remains protective of site users. SEAD-27 is part of 

the Pill/Warehousing Area and the planned future use for this tract of land is for industrial, office 

development, and/or warehouse areas. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

The RCRA Closure Work Plan required testing of all potential contaminants found at the site during the 

operation of the Steam Jenny Tank. Therefore, soil and groundwater samples were collected and analyzed 

for VOCs, PCBs, cadmium, chromium, and lead. Groundwater samples were also analyzed for SVOCs. No 

compounds of concern were detected in SEAD-27 soils. Acetone and naphthalene were detected in 

groundwater; however, at the time no NYS Class GA groundwater quality standards existed for these 

compounds. If the site were to be used as a residential area, the human health risk assessment determined 

that a LUC on groundwater use would be necessary. 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-27 under an industrial scenario there are no human health 

cancer risks above the CERCLA cancer risk management range of 1 x 10-4 to 1 x 10-6, and the calculated 

non-cancer HI for all receptors except for the day care center child (HI=3) are less than 1.0. Maximum site 

concentrations were used as the exposure EPCs for SEAD-27. The elevated HI for the day care center child 
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was due solely to ingestion of groundwater, with naphthalene, acetone and chromium being the significant 

risk contributors. 

A risk assessment was also conducted for a residential scenario. The total cancer risk from all exposure 

routes was within or below the USEPA target range for both receptors (adult resident and child resident). 

The total non-cancer HI from all exposure routes exceeded one for the adult resident (HI=2) and the child 

resident (HI=7). The elevated HI for the adult was due solely to ingestion of groundwater and the elevated 

HI for the child was due to ingestion of groundwater and dermal contact of groundwater. Naphthalene and 

acetone were the significant risk contributors. 

Based on the data, should SEAD-27 be used as a residential area, it would be necessary to place a LUC on 

groundwater use. This would restrict the use of groundwater as a drinking water source, preventing 

exposure to groundwater. This restriction results in the non-cancer HI being less than 1 for both child and 

adult receptors. No COCs were detected in SEAD-27 soils. 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

Other than the activities related to the Closure Investigation, no remedial actions were performed at the site 

(International Technology Corporation, 1995; Parsons, 2004a). 

The ROD titled "Record of Decision for Sites Requiring Institutional Controls in the Planned 

Industrial/Office Development or Warehousing Areas" (Parsons, 2004a) required the establishment of the 

following ICs. The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a LUC that prohibits residential housing, 

elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds until unrestricted use and 

unlimited exposure criteria are attained within the AOCs; and, 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a second LUC that prohibits access to and 

use of groundwater at the AOCs until its quality allows for unrestricted use and unlimited 

exposures. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") implemented land use controls for the entire 

SEAD PID/W arehouse Area. 

An Environmental Easement for the Pill/Warehousing Area was recorded in the Seneca County Clerk's 

office on March 4, 2008. 

SEAD-27 was transferred to the SCillA with a Quitclaim Deed executed on September 30, 2005. The 

Pill/Warehouse Area property was transferred with the land use restrictions, consistent with the LUC 

Objectives as defined in the LUC RD. The deed for the Pill/Warehousing Area incorporated by reference 

the land use restrictions set forth in the Environmental Easement. 

As the selected remedies do not allow unrestricted use and unlimited exposures, the Army or its successors 

are required to complete a review of the selected remedies at least once every five years, in accordance with 
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Section 121(c) of the CERCLA. The selected LUC remedy is reviewed in accordance with this inspection 

frequency; the LUCs are inspected as part of the FYR and on an annual basis. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-27 recommendations 111 the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities . In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 

which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 

functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR Process . 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-27 was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by the 

approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No residential housing units, elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities or playgrounds 

were observed at SEAD-27. 

• No access to or use of groundwater. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 
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4.4 Interviews 

Since SEAD-27 is uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during the FYR process for 

SEAD-27 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are li s ted in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes . Remedial actions required by completed RODs for AOCs within the PID/Warehouse Area have been 

completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required in the PID/Warehouse Area. 

Based on a review of Closure Reports, LUC RD, Environmental Easements, transfer deeds and the FYR 

site visit conducted between June I and June 3, 2015 all remedies are functioning as intended by the 

decisions documents . 

The remedy implemented at SEAD-27 is cu1Tently protective of human health and the environment because: 

• a LUC that prevents access to, and use of, groundwater within the AOCs, within the PID Area of 

the former Depot has been implemented and is cuITently being maintained, monitored and reported 

upon periodically; 

• a second LUC that prevents the use of or the development of the property for residential housing, 

elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities, or playgrounds for all land within the PID 

Area has been implemented and is cuITently being maintained , monitored, and reported upon 

periodically. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-27. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels , and RA Os used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the si te since completion of remedial action activities and implementation of LUCs that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy selected for the PID/Warehouse Area of the former SEDA. 

As described in Section 9.3.1 of the main FYR document, there was a change in the NY soil and 

groundwater standards. It was determined that the clean-up levels and RAOs from earlier RODs are 

considered still valid. Since the soil and groundwater cleanup standards for the remedy are equivalent to, 

or more stringent than human-health-based promulgated standards and cleanup criteria, the cleanup 

standards remain protective of human health. 
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5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the RODs 

for SEAD-27 and the Pill/Warehousing Areas. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of 

the site that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of 

human health and the environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for Pill/Warehousing Areas is protective of the environment and protects human 

health. Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source 

area contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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ATTACHMENT 1 

Photo Log 

Five-Year Review 
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Attachment J-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 
SEAD-27 Building 360, Steam Jenny Pit 

PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT #: 748662 

SEAD-27 is located within the PIO/ 
W arehouse Area Parcel. 

201 5 Site Visit Photo 1 

Bing.com (Microsoft) Birds Eye Aerial of SEAD-27; actual 
date of aerial photo is unknown but based on observable 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale) 

• __ features at ?~DA _it may be from Spring 2007. ·-- - l!:ll!M . ,; lt'""•"""-''@'hl¥'i~""4'I™ 

LOCATION: SEAD-27, SenecaArmy Depot 
CLI ENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

photo is unknown but based on observable 
at SEDA its from Spring 2010. I 

- - .t 

1 - l 
L- - .....J 

~ 

Approximate Site 
Boundary 

Photo Viewing 
Direction 



Final 
Seneca Army Depot Activity 

ATTACHMENT 2 

Site Inspection Checklist 

Five-Year Review 

November 2017 Page J-8 
P:IPIT\Projects\Huntsville Cont W912DY-08-D-0003\TO#I5 - LTM and LUC\LUC Inspections\LUC 5 Year Review 2015\Final\Text\rS\Appendix J - SEAD-27 
F.docx 



SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Location and Region: 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 

Date of inspection: June/, 2015 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Signature: 

D Landfill cover/containment D Monitored natural attenuation 
D Access controls D Groundwater containment 

}(Institutional controls D Vertical barrier wal s 

D Surface water collection and treatment rJ. · '1P 
D Groundwater pump and treatment ] 

D Other ______ -;,;,_i?'_ ·· ~~~[7Zi:;ttt;1~ 

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached 

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

1. O&M site manager ___________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed O at site D at office O by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff __________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed □ at site □ at office □ by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; 0 Report attached --------------------

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 

Contact ------------
Name Title Date Phone no. 

Problems; suggestions; 0 Report attached ___________________ _ 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ------------

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; 0 Report attached _________ _ _ ________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 
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APPENDIXK 

SEAD-64A: GARBAGE DISPOSAL AREA 

November 2017 
P:\P IT\Projects\Hunts ville Cont W912DY-08-D-0003\TO# l5 - LTM and LUCILUC lnspections\LUC 5 Year Review 20 15\Final\Textlr5\Seneca FYR Main Text 
F.docx 



Final 
Seneca Army Depot Activity Five-Year Review 

APPENDIX K: SEAD-64A Garbage Disposal Area 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION ............................................ K-1 

1.1 History of Contamination ...... ................ ..... ........... .. ........................................ ............. K-1 

1.2 Initial Response ....... ... ...................... ........ .. ............ ....... ... ...................... .......... ... .. ....... K-1 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action ........... ..... ..... ... .. ...... ....... ............................... ............. .. ..... ..... K-1 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern ............... ..... ..... ..... ........................................... ......... ... K-1 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment.. ............................. ... ...... .. ... ... .. K-1 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS ............................................................................................... K-2 

2.1 Remedy Selection ............................... .. ...................... ... ............................................... K-2 

2.2 Remedy Implementation ... ... ... ..... .... .. ... .. .. .. .... .... ... ......... ......................... ...... .............. K-2 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance ............ .. ..... ......... .... ........ .................. K-3 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW ................................................. K-3 

3.1 Recommendations .. ................. ........ .. ..... .... ...... .... .... ....... ......... ....... .... ....... ....... .... ..... .. K-3 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations ... ........................ .... ..................................................... K-3 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS ............................................................................. K-3 

4.1 Document Review ...................................................................... ................. ........ ...... ... K-3 

4.2 Data Review .. .... ............. ..................... ...... ................................. .. .. ............... ... ........... . K-3 

4.3 Site Inspection ........................ ............ .... ............... .. ..................................................... K-3 

4.4 Interviews .......................................................... ......... ......... .... ............ ...... .... ..... .......... K-4 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification ............................. : ...... .. ...... .. ... .......... ..... ............... K-4 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT ..................................................................................... K-4 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? .... .... K-4 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial 
action objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? .. ... .............................................. K-4 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 
protectiveness of the remedy? ......................................... ........................................................ K-5 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions ... .. ............. .................................... K-5 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement .... ............... ... ...................... .. ............................... .. .. ... .......... K-5 

November 2017 Page K-i 
P:\Pll\Projccts\Huntsvillc Cont W912DY·08-D-0003\TO#J5 - LTM and LUC\LUC Jnspections\LUC 5 Year Review 2015\Final\Text\rS\Appcnd ix K - SEAD-64A 
F.docx 



Final 
Seneca Army Depot Activity 

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

Attachment 1 Photo Log 

Attachment 2 Site Inspection Checklist 

Five-Year Review 

November 2017 Page K-ii 
P:IPIT\Projccls\Huntsvi llc Cont W9 I 2DY-08-D-0003\TO# 15 - L TM and LUC\LUC Inspcctions\LUC 5 Year Review 2015\Final\Text\rS\Append ix K - SEAD-64A 
F.docx 



Final 
Seneca Army Depot Activity Five-Year Review 

1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

SEAD-64A is located in the east-central portion of SEDA. The site is bounded to the north by a square 

storage pad, to the east by the SEDA railroad tracks beyond which is the area where the Fire Training site 

(SEAD-26) is located, and to the south and west by undeveloped grassland. SEAD-64A was used during 

the period from 1974 to 1979 when the on-site solid waste incinerator was not in operation. The types of 

wastes disposed at the site are suspected to be primarily household items (Parsons, 2002a). 

1.2 Initial Response 

A field investigation was conducted at SEAD-64A beginning in February 1994 as part of the ESI for Seven 

Low Priority AOCs (Parsons, 1996). A geophysical survey was conducted, and soil and groundwater 

samples were collected and submitted for analysis. 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-64A to ensure land use remains protective of site users. SEAD-64A is 

part of the Pill/Warehousing Area and the planned future use for this tract of land is for industrial, office 

development, and/or warehouse areas. The potential future hazards or risks identified at SEAD-64A is 

either suitable for the defined use, or associated with compounds that are present at concentrations that are 

equal to or less than naturally occurring levels. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

During the ESI sampling, aluminum, iron, manganese, and thallium were detected in groundwater at levels 

that exceeded their respective comparative criteria levels. Results are summarized in the ROD (Parsons, 

2004a). 

Several cPAHs (benzo[a]anthracene, benzo[a]pyrene, benzo[b]fluoranthene, benzo[k]fluoranthene, 

chrysene, dibenz[a,h]anthracene, indeno[l,2,3-cd]pyrene], phenol, and several metals (aluminum, arsenic, 

chromium, copper, lead, potassium, and zinc) were detected at levels that exceeded applicable TAGM 4046 

soil cleanup objectives in one or more soil samples. In groundwater, aluminum, iron, manganese, and 

thallium were detected at levels that exceeded their respective comparative criteria levels (Parsons, 2004a). 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-64A under a warehouse land use scenario the human health 

cancer risks are below the CERCLA cancer risk management range of 1 x 104 to 1 x 10-6, and the calculated 

non-cancer HI for all receptors are less than 1.0. 

In addition, risks to residential receptors (i.e., residential adult and residential child) have been evaluated 

based on the 1994 soil and groundwater data. The total cancer risks are below or at the USEPA upper target 

limit for all receptors. The total non-cancer HI from all exposure routes are equal to or greater than 1.0 for 

residential receptors. Groundwater ingestion is the only exposure route that would result in significant risk 

to residential receptors; however, the non-cancer hazard indices are overstated as the metal concentrations 

in groundwater were elevated due to the elevated turbidities in the groundwater samples. 
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The risk assessments was conducted for SEAD-64A based on the 1994 soil and groundwater data. The 

results of total cancer risk and total non-cancer hazard index can be found in Table 3 .5-10 of the Final 

Decision Document - Mini Risk Assessment, Seneca Army Depot Activity (Parsons, 2002a). 

An ecological risk assessment was also conducted to evaluate potential risks to deer mice, short-tailed 

shrews, and American robins posed by the COPCs detected in surface soils at SEAD-64A. The hazard 

quotients (HQs) estimated for all COPCs found in shallow soil were found less than one with the exception 

of benzo(a)pyrene, bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate, fluoranthene, and lead. The elevated 1isks d1iven by the 

listed compounds were associated with one surface soil sample. As a planned warehouse development, this 

site would most likely not support a balanced habitat. Based on the above discussion, it is concluded that 

SEAD-64A would not pose significant risk to potential ecological receptors. The results of the risk 

assessment are presented and described in detail within the Final Decision Document - Mini Risk 

Assessment, Seneca Army Depot Activity (Parsons, 2002a) . 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The ROD titled "Record of Decision for Sites Requiring Institutional Controls in the Planned 

Industrial/Office Development or Warehousing Areas" (Parsons, 2004a) required the establishment of the 

following ICs. The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a LUC that prohibits residential housing, 

elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds until unrestricted use and 

unlimited exposure criteria are attained within the AOCs; and, 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a second LUC that prohibits access to and 

use of groundwater at the AOCs until its quality allows for unrestricted use and unlimited 

exposures. 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a third LUC prohibiting digging within the 

bounds of the site will be established. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") implemented land use controls for the entire 

SEAD Pill/Warehouse Area. 

An Environmental Easement for the Pill/Warehousing Area was recorded in the Seneca County Clerk's 

office on March 4, 2008. 

SEAD-66 was transferred to the SCillA with a Quitclaim Deed executed on September 30, 2005. The 

Pill/Warehouse Area property was transferred with the land use restrictions, consistent with the LUC 

Objectives as defined in the LUC RD. The deed for the Pill/Warehousing Area incorporated by reference 

the land use rest1ictions set forth in the Environmental Easement. 

As the selected remedies do not allow unrestricted use and unlimited exposures, the Army or its successors 

are required to complete a review of the selected remedies at least once every five years, in accordance with 
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Section 121(c) of the CERCLA. The selected LUC remedy is reviewed in accordance with this inspection 

frequency; the LUCs are inspected as part of the FYR and on an annual basis. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-64A recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 

which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 

functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data was reviewed as part of the FYR Process. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-64A was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by 

approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made dming the site inspection: 

• No residential housing units, elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities or playgrounds 

were observed at SEAD-64A. 

• No access to or use of groundwater. 

• No unauthorized digging or excavation occurred on the SEAD-64A Controlled Property. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 
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4.4 Interviews 

Since SEAD-64A is uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during the Five-Year 

Review process for SEAD-64A 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by completed RODs for AOCs within the PID/Warehouse Area have been 

completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required in the PID/Warehouse Area. 

Based on a review of Closure Reports, LUC RD, Environmental Easements, transfer deeds and the FYR 

site visit conducted between June 1 and June 3, 2015 all remedies are functioning as intended by the 

decisions documents. 

The remedy implemented at the SEAD-64A is currently protective of human health and the environment 

because: 

• a LUC that prevents access to, and use of, groundwater within the PID Warehousing Area of the 

former Depot has been implemented and is currently being maintained, monitored and reported 

upon periodically; 

• a second LUC that prevents the use of or the development of the property for residential housing, 

elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities , or playgrounds for all land within the PID 

Area has been implemented and is currently being maintained, monitored, and reported upon 

periodically; and 

• a third LUC that prevents unauthorized excavation at the SEAD 64A site alone has been 

implemented, monitored, and periodically reported upon. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-1. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RA Os used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since completion of remedial action activities and implementation of LUCs that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy selected for the Pill/Warehouse Area of the former SEDA. 

As described in Section 9.3.1 of the main FYR document, there was a change in the NY soil and 

groundwater standards. It was determined that the clean-up levels and RAOs from earlier RODs are 

considered still valid. Since the soil and groundwater cleanup standards for the remedy are equivalent to, 
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or more stringent than human-health-based promulgated standards and cleanup criteria, the cleanup 

standards remain protective of human health. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 
protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the RQDs 

for SEAD-64A and the Pill/Warehousing Areas. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of 

the site that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of 

human health and the environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for PID/W arehousing Areas is protective of the environment and protects human 

health. Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source 

area contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

Status as of 6/1 /15 
Description: SEAD-64A 

Status as of: 6/1 /15 
Description: SEAD-64A 

Photo ID: IMG_6575.JPG 

2015 Site Visit Photo 2 

Photo ID: IMG_6573.JPG 

/. 

Attachment K-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

SEAD-64A Garbage Disposal Area 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Location and Region: \ t 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
□ Landfill cover/containment 
Q _Access controls 

,,,~Institutional controls 
D Groundwater pump and treatment 
D Surface water collection and treatment 

Date of inspection: June J, 2015 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

W ca ther/tempera ture: 

Signature: 

D Monitored natural attenuation 
D Groundwater containment 
D Vertical banier wa 

□ Other·----------------h~~.,___t-,~W~~~~ 

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached D Site map attached 

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

Name Title Date 
Interviewed □ at site □ at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff __________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office □ by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact -------------

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact -------------

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ________________ ____ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) □ Report attached. 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

Pesticides were reportedly stored in a structure located in the vicinity of Buildings 5 and 6 during the 

Army's active use of the SEDA. The Pesticide Storage Area near Buildings 5 and 6 (SEAD-66 is located 

in the east-central portion of SEDA. The exact location of the pesticide storage area is unknown. 

1.2 Initial Response 

A LSP was performed at SEAD-66 in December 1993. Surface soil samples collected from SEAD-66 were 

analyzed for TCL pesticides according to the NYSDEC Contract Laboratory Program (CLP) Statement of 

Work (SOW). Results of the chemical analyses for soil can be found in the Final Decision Document -

Mini Risk Assessment (Appendix Q, Table Q-1) (Parsons, 2002a). 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-66 to ensure land use remains protective of site users. SEAD-66 is part of 

the Pill/Warehousing Area and the planned future use for this tract of land is for industrial, office 

development, and/or warehouse areas. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

Nine soil samples were collected from SEAD-66. Two pesticides, 4,4' -DDE and 4,4' -DDT were both 

detected at levels exceeding T AGMs in sample SS66-8 that was taken from a depth of 0-0.2 ft. The soil 

data are presented in the ROD (Parsons, 2004a). No groundwater samples were collected. 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-66 under an industrial scenario the human health cancer risks 

are within the CERCLA cancer risk management range of 1 x 10-4 to 1 x 1 o-6, and the calculated non-cancer 

HI for all receptors are less than 1.0. 

A risk assessment was also conducted for a residential scenario . The total cancer risk from evaluated 

exposure routes is within or below the USEPA target range for the potential adult and child resident 

receptors. The total non-cancer HI exceeds 1.0 for the child resident. The elevated HI for the child receptor 

is due solely to ingestion of soil with 4,4' -DDT being the significant risk contributor. 4,4' -DDT is not 

considered a COC in soil at this site for this exposure scenario. 

An ecological risk assessment, which is described and presented in Section 3.0 of the Decision Document 

(Parsons, 2002), was conducted at SEAD-66. No significant ecological risk was found . 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The ROD titled "Record of Decision for Sites Requiring Institutional Controls in the Planned 

Industrial/Office Development or Warehousing Areas" (Parsons, 2004a) required the establishment of the 

following ICs. The elements that composed the remedy included: 
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• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a LUC that prohibits residential housing, 

elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds until unrestricted use and 

unlimited exposure criteria are attained within the AOCs; and, 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a second LUC that prohibits access to and 

use of groundwater at the AOCs until its quality allows for unrestricted use and unlimited 

exposures. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") implemented land use controls for the entire 

SEAD PID/W arehouse Area. 

An Environmental Easement for the PID/Warehousing Area was recorded in the Seneca County Clerk's 

office on March 4, 2008. 

SEAD-66 was transferred to the SCIDA with a Quitclaim Deed executed on September 30, 2005. The 

PID/W arehouse Area property was transferred with the land use restrictions, consistent with the LUC 

Objectives as defined in the LUC RD. The deed for the Pill/Warehouse Area incorporated by reference the 

land use restrictions set forth in the Environmental Easement. 

As the selected remedies do not allow unrestticted use and unlimited exposures, the Army or its successors 

are required to complete a review of the selected remedies at least once every five years, in accordance with 

Section 121(c) of the CERCLA. The selected LUC remedy is reviewed in accordance with this inspection 

frequency; the LU Cs are inspected as part of the FYR and on an annual basis. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-66 recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes . New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 

which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 

functioning as intended. 
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4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data was reviewed as part of the FYR Process. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-66 was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by 

approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No residential housing units, elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities or playgrounds 

were observed at SEAD-66 

• No access to or use of groundwater. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Since SEAD-66 is uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during the Five-Year Review 

process for SEAD-66. 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC pe1formance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by completed RODs for AOCs within the Pill/Warehouse Area have been 

completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required in the Pill/Warehouse Area. 

Based on a review of Closure Reports, LUC RD, Environmental Easements, transfer deeds and the FYR 

site visit conducted between June 1 and June 3, 2015 all remedies are functioning as intended by the 

decisions documents. 

The remedy implemented at the SEAD-66 is currently protective of human health and the environment 

because: 

• a LUC that prevents access to, and use of, groundwater within the Pill/Warehousing Area of the 

former Depot has been implemented and is currently being maintained, monitored and reported 

upon periodically; and, 
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• a second LUC that prevents the use of or the development of the property for residential housing, 

elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities, or playgrounds for all land within the 

Pill/Warehousing Area has been implemented and is currently being maintained, monitored, and 

reported upon pe1iodically. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-66. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RAOs used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since completion of remedial action activities and implementation of LUCs that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy selected for the Pill/Warehouse Area of the former SEDA. 

As described in Section 9.3. l of the main FYR document, there was a change in the NY soil and 

groundwater standards. It was determined that the clean-up levels and RAOs from earlier RODs are 

considered still valid. Since the soil and groundwater cleanup standards for the remedy are equivalent to, 

or more stringent than human-health-based promulgated standards and cleanup criteria, the cleanup 

standards remain protective of human health. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the RODs 

for SEAD-66 and the Pill/Warehousing Areas . There have been no changes in the physical conditions of 

the site that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of 

human health and the environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations ; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews . 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for Pill/Warehousing Areas is protective of the environrrient and protects human 

health. Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source 

area contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years . 
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PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

2015 Site Visit Photo 1 

/ 
/ 
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Attachment L-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

SEAD-66 Pesticide Storage near Buildings 5 and 6 

SEAD-66 is located within the PIO/Warehouse Area Parcel. 

r - 7 Approximate Site 
'- - ..J Boundary 

Photo Viewing 
Direction 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale) 

Bing.com (Microsoft) Birds Eye Aerial of SEAD-66; actual date of aerial photo is 
unknown, but based on observable features at SEDA it may be from Spring 2007. 

\ 

LOCATION: SEAD-66, SenecaArmy Depot 
CLIENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

2015 Site Visit Photo 2 

/ 
/ 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checldist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 

Date of inspection: June{, 201 5 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

\Vea th er/temperature: 

Signature: 

D Landfill cover/containment D Monitored natural attenuation dr ~ ~ -
□ Access controls □ Groundwater containment Q rQi lJ; v( ~ _ · 

)(.°Institutional controls □ Verti~a~I "I,,) barrier wa~ls . • V L . _ n J 
D Groundwater pump and treatment fvV ~ 
D Surface water collection and treatment VIS , 
D Other ____________________________ _ 

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached D Site map attached 

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

Name Title Date 
Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff ------------
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Ttibal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ------------

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ------------

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) □ Report attached. 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

SEAD-39 (Building 121 Boiler Blow Down Pit) is a boiler plant located in the administrative area of the 

former SEDA. SEAD-39 is the historic blowdown leaching area that was located exterior to, and 

immediately north of, Building 121. Use of the leaching area was terminated in 1979 or 1980 when boiler 

blowdown points within the Depot were connected to a sanitary sewer system (Parsons, 2007a). 

1.2 Initial Response 

Site work performed at SEAD-39 included a LSP in 1993 and a TCRA, which included confirmatory 

sampling. A TCRA was completed at SEAD-39 in August 2003. The excavated area was backfilled and 

returned to its original grade. The north end of Building 121 and two paved roads helped define and limit 

the border of the excavation. 

Thirty-four (34) tons of soil was excavated at SEAD-39 to a depth of 1-foot in August 2003. Following the 

excavation, surface soil samples were collected for chemical analysis of Volatile Organic Compounds 

(VOCs), PAHs, and metals, but none of the measured concentrations exceeded NYSDEC's TAGM soil 

cleanup objectives. Average concentrations of metals detected at this AOC were at levels consistent with 

SEDA site-wide background data . Based on the confirmatory and delineation samples, it was determined 

that further excavation would not be necessary at SEAD-39 (Parsons, 2002b) . 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-39 to ensure land use remains protective of site users. SEAD-40 is part of 

the Pill/Warehouse Area and the planned future use for this tract of land is for industrial, office 

development, and/or warehouse areas. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

Prior to connecting the boiler blowdown points to the sewer in 1979-1980, blowdown was reportedly 

released three times a day, and the discharged liquid was allowed to flow onto the ground at the blowdown 

point where it either infiltrated into the ground or flowed into the street. Each boiler was reported to have 

discharged between 400 and 800 gallons of blowdown liquids per day. The boiler blowdown was suspected 

to have contained water, tannins, caustic soda (sodium hydroxide), and sodium phosphate. 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-39 the human health cancer risks were within or at the upper 

limit of the CERCLA cancer risk management range of 1 x 10-4 to 1 x 10·6, and the calculated non-cancer 

HI for all receptors are less than 1.0. The human health risk at SEAD-39 was evaluated using the 9Y11 UCL 

value for each COC determined from the 15 sample confirmatory soil sample data set as the EPCs. 

The Army also completed a risk assessment for SEAD-39, which evaluated the likely risks associated with 

all chemicals identified at this AOC based on a central tendency exposure (CTE) scenario for the likely 

receptors . Although the elevated levels of PAHs found in the area of Building 12l 's roofline drip are not 

associated with the former blowdown operation, they are nonetheless present at this AOC. The results of 
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the alternate risk assessment (industrial scenario, 95°1 UCL of 16 point data set, central tendency exposure) 

are presented in the ROD (Parsons, 2007a). The results of this evaluation again indicate that His for all 

industrial receptors were below the USEPA acceptable limits (i.e., HI of 1 or less). Similarly, the cancer 

risk for the industrial worker, construction worker, and adolescent trespasser were each within or less than 

the USEPA's preferred cancer risk levels (i.e., 10-4 to 10·6 or less). The cancer risk for the daycare center 

child under the CTE scenario was 4 x 104
. 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The ROD (Parsons, 2007a) titled, "Seventeen No Action/No Further Action SWMUs Requiring Land Use 

Controls (SEADs 13, 39, 40, 41, 43/56/69, 44A, 44B, 52, 62, 64B, 64C, 64D, 67, 122B, and 122E)" for 

seventeen sites that include LUCs as part of the remedy. The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a LUC that prohibits residential housing, 

elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds until unrestricted use and 

unlimited exposure criteria are attained within the AOCs; and, 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a second LUC that prohibits access to and 

use of groundwater at the AOCs until its quality allows for unrestricted use and unlimited 

exposures. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") implemented land use controls for the entire 

SEAD Pill/Warehouse Area. Addendum 2 to the SEAD LUC RD added SEAD 39, 40, and 67. 

An Environmental Easement for the Pill/Warehousing Area including properties that had been previously 

retained (including SEAD-39) by the Army in 2008 was recorded in the Seneca County Clerk's office on 

June 10, 2011. 

SEAD-39 as part of the "PID Retained Parcels" was transferred to the SCillA with a Quitclaim Deed 

executed on May 27, 2011. The Pill/Warehouse Area property was transferred with the land use 

restrictions, consistent with the LUC Objectives as defined in the LUC RD. The deed for the 

PID/Warehouse Area incorporated by reference the land use restrictions set forth in the Environmental 

Easement. 

As the selected remedies do not allow unrestricted use and unlimited exposures, the Army or its successors 

are required to complete a review of the selected remedies at least once every five years, in accordance with 

Section 121(c) of the CERCLA. The selected LUC remedy is reviewed in accordance with this inspection 

frequency; the LUCs are inspected as part of the FYR and on an annual basis. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 
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3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews . 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-39 recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended . The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 

which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 

functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR Process. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-39 was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LU Cs imposed by the 

approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No residential housing units , elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities or playgrounds 

were observed at SEAD-39. 

• No access to or use of groundwater. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Since SEAD-39 is uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted dming the FYR process for 

SEAD-39 
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4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RAOs used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. Remedial Actions required by completed RODs for AOCs within the Pill/Warehouse Area have 

been completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required in the Pill/Warehouse Area. 

Based on a review of Closure Reports, LTM Reports, LUC RD, Environmental Easements, transfer deeds 

and the FYR site visit conducted between June 1 and June 3, 2015 all remedies are functioning as intended 

by the decisions documents. 

The remedy implemented at SEAD-39 is currently protective of human health and the environment because: 

• a LUC that prevents access to, and use of, groundwater within the identified AOCs, and which has 

been expanded to encompass all land within the Pill/Warehousing, Institutional, and Airfield 

Parcel of the former Depot has been implemented and is currently being maintained, monitored and 

reported upon periodically; and, 

• a second LUC that prevents the use of or the development of the property for residential housing, 

elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities, or playgrounds at the three site, and which 

also has been expanded to include all land within the Pill/Warehousing Area has been implemented 

and is currently being maintained, monitored, and reported upon periodically. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

No opportunities for optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-39. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 
objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RA Os used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since completion of remedial action activities and implementation of LUCs that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy selected for the Pill/Warehousing Area of the former SEDA. 

As described in Section 9.3.1 of the main FYR document, there was a change in the NY soil and 

groundwater standards. It was determined that the clean-up levels and Remedial Action objectives from 

earlier RODs are considered still valid. Since the soil and groundwater cleanup standards for the remedy 

are equivalent to, or more stringent than human-health-based promulgated standards and cleanup criteria, 

the cleanup standards remain protective of human health. 
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5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the RODs 

for SEAD-39 and the Pill/Warehousing Areas. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of 

the site that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of 

human health and the environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for Pill/Warehousing Areas is protective of the environment and protects human 

health. CmTently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source 

area contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years . 
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PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 i. 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale) 

2015 Site Visit Photo 1 

Status as of: 611115 Photo ID: IMG_6538.JPG 
Description: SEAD-39 blowdown pit in foreground 

Attachment M-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

SEAD-39 Building 121 Boiler Plant Slowdown Leach Pit 

--~,i 
Bing .com (MicrosQft) Aerial of SEAD-39; actual date of aerial photo is unknown 
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Direction 
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Status as of: 611115 Photo ID: img_6540.JPG 
Description: SEAD-39. area of blowdown leaching pit. 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEAD -?f-1 Date of inspection: June/ , 2015 

Location and Region: EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Weather/temperature: 6~ Agency, office, or company leading the live-year 
review: Parsons ~ 
Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
D Landfill cover/containment 
D Access controls 

Xrnstitutional controls 
D Groundwater pump and treatment 
D Surface water collection and treatment 

D Monitored natural attenuation 
D Groundwater containment 
D Vertical barrier walls 

D Other ______________________________ _ 

Attachments: 

1. O&M site manager ___________ _ 

Name Title Date 
Inten1iewed D at site □ at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff ------------Name Title Date 
Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ------------

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ------------

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ____________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

SEAD-40 (Building 319 Boiler Blow Down Pit) is a boiler plant located on 1st Street in the east-central 

portion of the Depot. The historic blowdown leach pit that constitutes SEAD-40 was located in a drainage 

ditch next to the railroad tracks located north of Building 319. A drainage pipe originating in Building 319 

is suspected to have carried blowdown liquids to the drainage ditch, where they were released and allowed 

to flow onto the ground. The drainage ditch originated at the mouth of the drainage pipe approximately 30 

ft. northeast of Building 319 (Parsons, 2007a). 

1.2 Initial Response 

The investigative work at SEAD-40 included a LSP in 1993 and 1994 followed by a TCRA conducted in 

2002 and 2003. A TCRA was completed at SEAD-40 in August 2003, and approximately 39 tons of soil 

were removed. Approximately 39 tons of soil were removed from SEAD-40. The impacted soil was 

excavated at one section to a depth of 1 foot below ground surface and at another section to a depth of 6 

feet below ground surface. Eighteen post-excavation samples were analyzed for VOCs, PAHs, and metals 

(Weston, 2004) . Additional confirmation and delineation samples were collected; the results of which 

determined that further excavation would not be necessary at SEAD-40 (Parsons, 2002b; 2007a). 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-40 to ensure land use remains protective of site users . SEAD-40 is part of 

the Pill/Warehouse Area and the planned future use for this tract of land is for industrial, office 

development, and/or warehouse areas. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

Prior to connecting the boiler blowdown points to the sewer in 1979-1980, blowdown was reportedly 

released three times a day, and the discharged liquid was allowed to flow onto the ground at the blowdown 

point where it either infiltrated into the ground or flowed into the nearby drainage ditch. Each boiler is 

reported to have discharged between 400 and 800 gallons of blowdown liquids per day. The boiler 

blowdown is suspected to have contained water, tannins, caustic soda (sodium hydroxide), and sodium 

phosphate. 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-40 there are no human health cancer risks above the CERCLA 

cancer risk management range of 1 x 104 to 1 x 1 o-6, and the calculated non-cancer HI for all receptors are 

less than 1.0. Data from the confirmatory sampling performed for the TCRA provided the basis of a risk 

assessment that was performed to assess potential site risks at SEAD-40. 
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2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The ROD (Parsons, 2007a) titled, "Seventeen No Action/No Further Action SWMUs Requiring Land Use 

Controls (SEADs 13, 39, 40, 41, 43/56/69, 44A, 44B, 52, 62, 64B, 64C, 64D, 67, 122B, and 122E)" for 

seventeen sites that include LUCs as part of the remedy. The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a LUC that prohibits residential housing, 

elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds until unrestricted use and 

unlimited exposure criteria are attained within the AOCs; and, 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a second LUC that prohibits access to and 

use of groundwater at the AOCs until its quality allows for unrestricted use and unlimited 

exposures. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") implemented land use controls for the entire 

SEAD Pill/Warehouse Area. Addendum 2 to the SEAD LUC RD added SEAD 39, 40, and 67. 

An Environmental Easement for the Pill/Warehouse Area including properties that had been previously 

retained (including SEAD-40) by the Army in 2008 was recorded in the Seneca County Clerk's office on 

June 10, 2011. 

SEAD-40 as part of the "PID Retained Parcels" was transferred to the SCIDA with a Quitclaim Deed 

executed on May 27, 2011. The Pill/Warehousing Area property was transferred with the land use 

restrictions, consistent with the LUC Objectives as defined in the LUC RD. The deed for the 

PID/Warehouse Area incorporated by reference the land use restrictions set forth in the Environmental 

Easement. 

As the selected remedies do not allow unrestricted use and unlimited exposures, the Army or its successors 

are required to complete a review of the selected remedies at least once every five years, in accordance with 

Section 121(c) of the CERCLA. The selected LUC remedy is reviewed in accordance with this inspection 

frequency; the LUCs are inspected as part of the FYR and on an annual basis. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 
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3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-40 recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities . In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 

which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 

functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR Process. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-40 was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by the 

approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No residential housing units, elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities or playgrounds 

were observed at SEAD-40. 

• No access to or use of groundwater. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Since SEAD-40 is uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during the Five-Year Review 

process for SEAD-40 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 
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5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RA Os used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. Remedial Actions required by completed RODs for AOCs within the Pill/Warehouse Area have 

been completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required in the PID/W arehouse An~a. 

Based on a review of Closure Reports, LTM Reports, LUC RD, Environmental Easements, transfer deeds 

and FYR site visit conducted between June 1 and June 3, 2015 all remedies are functioning as intended by 

the decisions documents. 

The remedy implemented at SEAD-40 currently is protective of human health and the environment because: 

• a LUC that prevents access to, and use of, groundwater within the Pill/Warehousing Area, 

Institutional, and Airfield Parcel of the former Depot has been implemented and is currently being 

maintained, monitored and reported upon periodically; 

• a second LUC that prevents the use of or the development of the property for residential housing, 

elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities, or playgrounds at all land within the 

Pill/Warehousing Area has been implemented and is currently being maintained, monitored, and 

reported upon periodically; 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

No opportunities for optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-40. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RA Os used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since completion of remedial action activities and implementation of LUCs that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy selected for the Pill/Warehouse Area of the former SEDA. 

As described in Section 9.3.1 of the main FYR document, there was a change in the NY soil and 

groundwater standards. It was determined that the clean-up levels and RAOs from earlier RODs are 

considered still valid. Since the soil and groundwater cleanup standards for the remedy are equivalent to, 

or more stringent than human-health-based promulgated standards and cleanup criteria, the cleanup 

standards remain protective of human health. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the RODs 

for SEAD-40 and the Pill/Warehousing Areas. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of 

the site that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of 

h\1man health and the environment. 
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5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of UJCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for PID Warehousing Areas is protective of the environment and protects human 

health. Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source 

area contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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Five-Year Review 

November 2017 Page N-7 
P:\PIT\Projects\HunLS villc Con! W9!2DY-08-D-0003\TO#l5 - LTM and LUC\LUC lnspcctions\LUC 5 Year Review 20!5\Final\Texl\r5\Appcndix N - SEAD-40 
F.docx 



PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

SEAD-40 is located within the PIO/Warehouse Area Parcel. 

I - 1 Approximate Site Boundary 
L-- - ....1 

- - - ----
~~~"ffl"'II'"---- "".ml.~--a 

Photo Viewing 
Direction 

Attachment N-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

SEAD-40 Building 319 Boiler Blowdown Leach Pit 

LOCATION: SEAD-40, Seneca Army Depot 
CLIENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

2015 Site Visit Photo 1 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale) 

Bing.com (Microsoft) Aerial of SEAD-40; actual 
date of aerial photo is unknown but based on 
observable features at SEDA it may befrom 
Spring 2010. 

Bing.com (Microsoft) Birds Eye Aerial of SEAD-40; actual date of aerial photo is unknown, but based on 
observable features at SEDA ii may be from Spring 2006. 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEAD -11,{) Date of inspection: June t, 2015 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

' 
_c::-.,__--c, F. v\ eather/temperature: vv Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 

review: Parsons flU1\ 
Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
D Landfill cover/containment 
D Access controls 
)('Institutional controls 
□ Groundwater pump and treatment 
D Surface water collection and treatment 
D Other 

Signature: 

D Groundwater containment J . 
D Monitored natural attenuation ~ 

□v,~vreo,,:b~ ari'~r,,,,IM1:~tlJJ:..~. 

------------------ --------------

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached □ Site map attached f' 
II. INTERVIEWS (Check all tl1at apply) 

Name Title Date 
Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no . _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached _____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff __________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact ____________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact -------------

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ____________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 
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APPENDIXO 

SEAD-67: DUMP SITE EAST OF SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT NO. 4 
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APPENDIX 0: SEAD-67 Dumpsite East of Sewage Treatment Plant No. 4 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

SEAD-67 (Dump Site East of Sewage Treatment Plant No. 4) is located in the central eastern portion of 

SEDA, immediately south of West Romulus Road and east of Sewage Treatment Plant No . 4 (SEAD-20). 

Five waste soil piles and two soil berms were formerly staged at the SEAD-67 site. The origin of the berms 

and waste piles is unknown. 

1.2 Initial Response 

Previous work at SEAD-67 included an ESI in 1993 and a TCRA from 2002 to 2004. Analytical results for 

the samples collected can be found in "Decision Document for Removal Actions at SWMUs SEAD-24, 

SEAD-50, SEAD-54, and SEAD-67" (Parsons, 2002c). The analytical results of the ESI provided the basis 

for conducting the TCRA at SEAD-67. 

A TCRA to remove the waste soil was performed between 2002 and 2004 (Weston, 2005a). The excavated 

soil was classified as non-hazardous soil for treatment and disposal. Subsequently, the TCRA expanded to 

include the removal of surface soil underlying and smTounding the locations of the former piles and berms. 

Surface soils were excavated to a depth of 12 in. At the end of the TCRA, more than 1,300 cubic yards of 

soil was removed from the SEAD-67 site. Due to the shallow nature of the final excavations, backfill was 

not used at SEAD-67; the sidewalls of the excavation were graded to smooth the contour differences 

between the original ground surface and the bottom of the excavation (Parsons, 2002c) . 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-67 to ensure land use remains protective of site users. SEAD-40 is part of 

the Pill/Warehousing Area and the planned future use for this tract of land is for industrial, office 

development, and/or warehouse areas. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

Samples collected as part of the ESI were analyzed for VOCs, SVOCs, pesticides/PCBs, metals, and 

cyanide. Fifty (50) TCL/T AL compounds were detected in the soil samples, and 10 compounds, including 

five cPAHs and five metals, were detected at concentrations that exceeded their respective T AGM cleanup 

objective values. Compounds found at concentrations above applicable TAGM 4046 soil cleanup objectives 

included benzo(a)anthracene, benzo(a)pyrene, benzo(b )fluoranthene, chrysene, dibenz(a,h)anthracene, 

calcium, lead, manganese, mercury, and potassium. Surface water results indicated that the unnamed stream 

near SEAD-67 has not been significantly impacted by contaminants . Available data indicated that the 

groundwater has not been significantly impacted by historic operations at SEAD-67 (Parsons, 2007a). 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-67 the human health cancer risks were within or below the 

CERCLA cancer lisk management range of 1 x 10-4 to 1 x 10-6, and the calculated non-cancer HI for all 

receptors are less than 1.0. 
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SVOC data from the confirmatory sampling performed for the TCRA provided the basis of the risk 

assessment and the 95th UCL of the mean was used as the EPC for each of the SVOC COCs. 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The ROD (Parsons, 2007a) titled, "Seventeen No Action/No Further Action SWMUs Requiring Land Use 

Controls (SEADs 13, 39, 40, 41, 43/56/69, 44A, 44B, 52, 62, 64B, 64C, 64D, 67, 122B, and 122E)" for 

seventeen sites that include LU Cs as part of the remedy. The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a LUC that prohibits residential housing, 

elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds until unrestricted use and 

unlimited exposure criteria are attained within the AOCs; and, 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a second LUC that prohibits access to and 

use of groundwater at the AOCs until its quality allows for unrestricted use and unlimited 

exposures. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") implemented land use controls for the entire 

SEAD Pill/Warehouse Area. Addendum 2 to the SEAD LUC RD added SEAD 39, 40, and 67. 

An Environmental Easement for the PID/Warehousing Area including properties that had been previously 

retained (including SEAD-40) by the Army in 2008 was recorded in the Seneca County Clerk's office on 

June 10, 2011. 

SEAD-67 as part of the "PID Retained Parcels" was transferred to the SCIDA with a Quitclaim Deed 

executed on May 27, 2011. The PID/Warehouse Area property was transferred with the land use 

restrictions, consistent with the LUC Objectives as defined in the LUC RD. The deed for the 

PID/Warehouse Area incorporated by reference the land use restrictions set forth in the Environmental 

Easement. 

As the selected remedies do not allow unrestricted use and unlimited exposures, the Army or its successors 

are required to complete a review of the selected remedies at least once every five years, in accordance with 

Section 12l(c) of the CERCLA. The selected LUC remedy is reviewed in accordance with this inspection 

frequency; the LUCs are inspected as part of the FYR and on an annual basis. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 
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3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-67 reconunendations in the previous FYR, the LUC reconunendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews . Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities . In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 

which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 

functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR Process. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-67 was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by the 

approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No residential housing units , elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities or playgrounds 

were observed. 

• No access to or use of groundwater. 

The selected remedy is sti ll protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Since SEAD-67 is uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during the Five-Year Review 

process for SEAD-67. 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 
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5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RAOs used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. Remedial Actions required by completed RODs for AOCs within the PIO/Warehouse Area have 

been completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required in the PIO/Warehouse Area. 

Based on a review of Closure Reports, LUC RD, Environmental Easements, transfer deeds and the FYR 

site visit conducted between June 1 and June 3, 2015 all remedies are functioning as intended by the 

decisions documents. 

The remedy implemented at the SEAD-67 is currently protective of human health and the environment 

because: 

• a land use control that prevents access to, and use of, groundwater within the identified AOCs, and 

which has been expanded to encompass all land within the Pill/Warehousing Area, Institutional, 

and Airfield Parcel of the former Depot has been implemented and is currently being maintained, 

monitored and reported upon periodically; 

• a second land use control that prevents the use of or the development of the property for residential 

housing, elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities, or playgrounds at the three site, and 

which also has been expanded to include all land within the Pill/Warehousing Area has been 

implemented and is currently being maintained, monitored, and reported upon periodically; 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-67. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RAOs used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of the site since completion of remedial 

action activities and implementation of LUCs that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy selected 

for the PIO/Warehouse Area of the former SEDA. 

As described in Section 9.3.1 of the main FYR document, there was a change in the NY soil and 

groundwater standards. It was determined that the clean-up levels and RAOs from earlier RODs are 

considered still valid. Since the soil and groundwater cleanup standards for the remedy are equivalent to, 

or more stringent than human-health-based promulgated standards and cleanup criteria, the cleanup 

standards remain protective of human health. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the RODs 

for SEAD-67 and the Pill/Warehousing Areas. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of 
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the site that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of 

human health and the environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for Pill/Warehousing Areas is protective of the environment and protects human 

health. Cun-ently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source 

area contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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Attachment 0 -1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

SEAD-67 Dump Site East of Sewage Treatment Plant No. 4 

PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

SEAD-67 is located w ithin the PIDNVarehouseArea Parcel. 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale) 

N ~I 
-.1,-__ 

1 - 1 Approximate 
L.. _ ....J Site Boundary 

~ Photo Viewing 
Direction 

Bing.com (Microsoft) Birds Eye Aeria l of SEAD-67; actual date of aerial photo is 
unknown but based on observable features at SEDA it may be from Spring 2007. 
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LOCATION: SEAD-67, SenecaArmy Depot 
CLI ENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

Status as of: 6/1/15 
Description: SEAD-67 

Status as of: 6/1/15 
Description: SEAD-67 

2015 Site Visit Photo 1 

Photo ID: IMG_6604.JPG 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEAD -C, 
Location and Region: 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
□ Landfill cover/containment 
□ Access controls 

:81 Institutional controls 
□ Groundwater pump and treatment 
D Surface water collection and treatment 

Date of inspection: June {, 2015 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Signature: 

D Monitored natural attenuation 
□ Groundwater containment 
□ Vertical barrier walls 

D Other·-- -------~&all~~~~'JZ..Q~ ~~~~~_-=:: 

Attacl1ments: □Inspection team roster attached □ Site map attached 

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

Name Title Date 
Interviewed □ at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff __________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. ____ _ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ------------Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ___________________ _ 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ___________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no . 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached _______ __________ _ _ _ 

4 . Otl1er interviews (optional) D Report attached. 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

SEADs 43, 56, and 69 are located in the southeastern corner of the Depot on property that currently is 

associated with the New York State Department of Correctional Services' Five Points Correctional Facility. 

These areas are discussed as one AOC because SEAD-43 and SEAD-56 both represent historic uses of 

Building 606; SEAD-69 is a disposal area situated close to Building 606, which was previously suspected 

of receiving wastes from the two other AOCs. 

In the 1960s, Building 606 was used as a missile propellant test laboratory; this use is designated as SEAD-

43, the Old Missile Propellant Test Laboratory, which was used for quality assurance (QA) surveillance 

testing of military ordnance items. After 1976, Building 606 was used as a pesticide and herbicide storage 

and mixing facility; this historic use is designated as SEAD-56, Herbicide/Pesticide Storage. In 1989, the 

pesticide/herbicide storage area was upgraded when a new rinseate building was constructed to the east of 

Building 606, and the historic underground 1inseate storage tank was replaced with a new vaulted tank that 

complied with the then-prevailing environmental regulations. SEAD-69 is a disposal area in an open field 

that is located southeast of Building 606 (Parsons, 2007a). 

1.2 Initial Response 

Field investigations were conducted at SEADs 43, 56, and 69 in February of 1994 as part of the "ESI for 

Eight Moderately Low Priority AOCs" (Parsons, 1995a), and complete analytical results for the soil and 

groundwater samples collected can be found in that document. Test pits revealed the presence of buried 

bricks, concrete blocks, construction debris, and piping. No impacted soil or obvious contamination was 

observed in the three test pits investigated. 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEADs 43/56/69 to ensure land use remains protective of site users. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

Operations performed in SEAD-43 included the operation or functional testing of explosive devices. 

Inhibited Red-Fuming Nitric Acid (IRFNA) was used in, and stored at and near Building 606 prior to its 

disposal at SEAD-13. As SEAD-56, Herbicide/Pesticide Storage, storage of pesticides and herbicides 

occurred at a now-demolished building formerly located west of Building 606. A historic concrete 

underground tank was also used for the intermittent storage of wastewater generated during the rinsing of 

the portable truck-mounted tank that was used for mobile spraying operations at the Depot. It is suspected 

that waste from the IRFNA storage and pesticide/herbicide mixing was disposed at SEAD-69. SEAD-69 

measures approximately 100 ft. by 100 ft. in size, and contained various types of construction debris, 

including bricks and concrete blocks, visible at the surface. 
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1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEADs 43, 56, and 69 there are no human health cancer risks above 

the CERCLA cancer risk management range of 1 x 10-4 to 1 x 10-6, and the calculated non-cancer HI for all 

receptors except for the construction worker are less than 1.0. The risk assessment evaluated risk to 

receptors under the Prison land use scenario. It should be noted that the described property is being used 

and maintained for a correctional facility in perpetuity. Table 7-6 of the ROD (Parsons, 2007a) summarizes 

the calculated cancer and non-cancer risks for all receptors and exposure routes considered in the 1isk 

assessment presented in "Decision Document - Mini Risk Assessment" (Parsons, 2002a). 

An ecological risk assessment was completed and no COCs were identified. 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The ROD titled "Record of Decision for 17 No Action/No Further Action SWMUs Requiring Land Use 

Controls (SEADs 13, 39, 40, 41, 43/56/69, 44A, 44B, 52, 62, 64B , 64C, 64D, 67, 122B and 122E" requires 

the establishment of !Cs. The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Establishing, maintaining, and reporting on an LUC that requires the continued restricted use of the 

property as a state maximum security co1Tectional facility (Parsons, 2007a). 

The Army had previously documented and imposed LUCs within a portion of the former Depot: in the 

southeastern corner of the Depot where the Five Points CoJTectional Facility ("Prison Area") cuITently is 

located. SEAD 43/56/69 are located within land covered by the existing LUCs imposed on land within the 

Prison Area parcel. Within the ROD (Parsons, 2007a), the Army formalized and documented its intention 

to impose the existing LUCs on the AOCs located within the Prison Area parcel under CERCLA. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") (USACE, 2006) implemented land use 

controls for the SEAD Pill/Warehouse Area. Addendum 2 (USACE, 2008a) expanded the LUC RD from 

the Pill/Warehouse Area to include sites that are in the area formerly known as the "P1ison Area". 

SEADs 43/56/69 are located within the "Prison Area" property that the Army transfeITed to the State of 

New York for use as a correction facility. This property was transfeITed prior to the issuance of the ROD 

signed on July 3, 2007 and there was no requirement for an Environmental Easement. 

The "Prison Area" has an existing deed with a reversionary clause. The area consists of eight AOCs that 

were transfened in September 2000 under a public benefit conveyance that conveyed the land in the 

southeastern part of the former Depot to the people of the State of New York for the construction of the 

Five Points CoJTectional Facility. The existing deed provisions ensure the property is used in a manner 

consistent with the above LUC Objectives and require the State of New York to use the property for the 

purpose of adult incarceration. Pursuant to the terms of the deed, the prison use restriction remains in effect 

for these AOCs in perpetuity, or the property legally reverts to the United States (Parsons, 2007a). 
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Hazardous substances may be present at one or more of the listed historic AOCs at concentrations that do 

not allow for unrestricted use and unlimited exposure. However, based on the results of previous 

investigations, risk assessments, and/or removal actions, these AOCs do not pose or represent a risk or 

threat to human health and the environment, given consideration of the area's continuing restricted use as 

a state maximum security correctional facility. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEADs 43/56/69 recommendations in the previous FYR were implemented as intended. The 

LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected on an annual basis since the previous FYR. Annual 

LUC inspections were not conducted; however, LTM and other activities were conducted within Seneca 

during 2012 and 2013. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted 

during these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 

during which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs 

are functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main Five-Year Review report for a summary of the documents, data, 

and information which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR Process. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

An interview of the correctional facility manager was conducted on June 13, 2016 to determine whether 

required LUCs imposed by the approved RODs at SEADs 43/56/69 are being maintained. FYR-site visit 

photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in 

Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No violations of the institutional or land use controls were observed; and 

• Continued restricted use of the property as a state maximum security correctional facility. 
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The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Based on an interview with a representative from Five Points Correctional Facility during the FYR process, 

SEADs 43/56/69 continues to be used as a state maximum security correctional facility. 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCs, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by the completed ROD for SEADs 43/56/69 in the Prison Area have been 

completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required for the Prison Area. Based on a 

review of the LUC RD Addendum 2, transfer deed, and the FYR site visit conducted between June 1 and 

June 3, 2015, the remedy is functioning as intended by the decision documents. 

The remedy implemented at the SEADs 43/56/69 is cmTently protective of human health and the 

environment because: 

• a LUC that prevents access to , and use of, groundwater within the identified AOCs, and which has 

been expanded to encompass all land within the PID/Warehousing Area, Institutional, and Airfield 

Parcel of the former Depot has been implemented and is currently being maintained, monitored and 

reported upon periodically; 

• a second LUC that prevents the use of or the development of the property for residential housing, 

elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities, or playgrounds at the three site, and which 

also has been expanded to include all land within the PID Area has been implemented and is 

currently being maintained, monitored, and reported upon periodically; 

• existing deed provisions require the State of New York to use the property containing SEADs 

43/56/69, as a correction facility for the purpose of adult incarceration. If the State chooses to stop 

that activity, the property reverts back to the United States of America. Should the property revert 

to the Federal Government, the LUC will terminate and a remedy substitution will be agreed to . 

The selected remedy is still protective of public health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-43/56/69. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions , toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RA Os used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since implementation of LUCs that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy at SEADs 

43/56/69. 
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5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 
protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the ROD 

for SEADs 43/56/69. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of the site that would affect 

the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of human health and the 

environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for the Prison Area is protective of the environment and protects human health. 

Cmrently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source area 

contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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Photo Log 

Five-Year Review 
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PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

Attachment P-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

Prison Area Parcel 

LOCATION: Prison Parcel, Seneca Army Depot 

Google.com Aerial of Prison Parcel; actual date of aerial photo is approximately September 2013. 

CLIENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

Prison Parcel contains the following: 
- SEAD-43 Building 606 Old Missile Propellant Test Laboratory 
- SEAD-44A Quality Assurance Test Laboratory 
- SEAD-44B Quality Assurance Test laboratory 
- SEAD-52 Building 608 and 612 Ammunition Breakdown Area 
- SEAD-56 Building 606 Herbicide and Pesticide Storage 
- SEAD-62 Nicotine Sulfate Disposal Area near Building 606 and 612 
- SEAD-64C Garbage Disposal Area 
- SEAD-69 Building 606 Disposal Area 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale) 

Photos within the Correctional Facility are prohibited . 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEAD ~ 1.-{ 
Location and Region: 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
□ Landfill cover/containment 
D Access controls 

}2(institutional controls 
· D Groundwater nm and treatment 
□ Surface 
□ 0th 

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached 

Date of inspection: JuneL, 2015 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

,v ea tiler/temperature: 

Signature: 

D Monitored natural attenuation 
D Groundwater containment 
□ Vertical barrier walls 

D Site map attached 

VIEWS (Check all that apply) 

/ Name 
Interviewed D at site 0 at office □ by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached __ 41(1Jn...R""""--'-"'""-----------------

2. O&M staff ___________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed □ at site □ at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; □ Report. attached ___________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i .e. , State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ------------

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ------------Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ___________________ _ 

4. Other intervie'ws (optional) D Report attached, 



SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Sitename: ~ Date of inspection: {/ Z- '?0/i -
Location and Region: 

review: 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
0 Landfill cover/containment 
□ Access controls 

.Rl'rnstitutional controls 
0 Groundwater pump and treatment 
0 Surface wa collection 1d trea 
0 Other .::,I.~ 

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Weather/temperature: 

Signature: 

□ Momtored natural attenuation 
□ Groundwater containment 
0 Vertical barrier walls 

□ Site map attached 

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that a9ply) 

2. O&M staff __________ _ 
Name Title 

Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Date 

Problems, suggestions; □ Report attached ________________ ____ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact _ __________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached __________________ __ _ 

Agency _____ ______ _ 
Contact ___________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___ _ _________ _______ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) 0 Report attached. 



SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: '5 

Agency, office, o~mpany leading the five-year 
review: \ ~ r.5of\D 
Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
D Landfill cover/containment 
D Access controls 

>E1Institutional controls 
-D Groundwater pump and treatment. 
D Surface w, · collecti and tre tn 
D Other r. 

Attachments: 

/ Name 

Date of inspection: (p 
EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Weather/temperature: 

Signature: 

D Monitored natural attenuation 
D Groundwater containment 
D Vertica l barrier walls 

Interviewed □ at site f!f at office □ by phone Ph~ne no. 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ~...,v-,_,.l:zp,.,.'-r-'...,,,_,.(c_~~--- -------- - --

2. O&M staff ----------- --
Name Title Date 

Interviewed □ at site O at office D by phone Phone no . ______ _ 
Problems, suggestions; □ Report attached _ ___ _________ _ _ _____ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or enviromnental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other ci ty and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ____________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached _ ___ _ _ _ _______ _______ _ 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact -------------

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; 0 Report attached _____ _____ ___ ________ _ 

4. Other in terviews (optional) 0 Report attached. 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

SEAD-44A (Quality Assurance Test Laboratory) is located in the southeastern portion of the Depot, 

approximately 1,000 ft. east of Brady Road and 1,500 ft. north of South Patrol Road on property that is 

currently associated with the New York State Department of Correctional Services' Five Points 

Correctional Facility. Building 416 was located at the AOC and a number of earthen berms that ran parallel 

to an unnamed dirt road at the AOC were present. The earthen berms were historically used for QA testing 

of ordnance items, including various pyrotechnics, filing devices, and 40-millimeter practice and chemical 

smoke grenades. The above-ground testing of landmines also reportedly occurred in SEAD-44A in a 

separate bermed area. 

1.2 Initial Response 

Site investigations at SEAD-44A included a LSP in 1993 and 1994, followed by a TCRA in 2000 and 2002. 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-44A to ensure land use remains protective of site users. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

During the period of its use, it is suspected that the area of SEAD-44A contained high levels of metals, 

cyanide, and other contaminants associated with ordnance testing. A drainage swale runs east to west along 

the middle of the AOC; this feature drains surface water runoff to the west towards Silver Creek. Complete 

analytical results for the samples collected during the LSP can be found in the "Expanded Site Investigation 

- Eight moderately Low Priority AOCs - SEADs 5,9, 12 (A and B), (43, 56, 69), 44 (A and B), 50, 58, and 

59" (Parsons, 1995a). 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-64C there are no human health cancer risks above the 

CERCLA cancer risk management range of 1 x 10-4 to 1 x 10-6, and the calculated non-cancer HI for all 

receptors except for the construction worker are less than 1.0. The risk assessment evaluated risk to 

receptors under the Prison land use scenario. It should be noted that the described property is being used 

and maintained for a correctional facility in perpetuity. The results of total cancer risk and total non-cancer 

HI are summarized in Table 7-7 of the ROD (Parsons , 2007a) and in the "Decision Document- Mini Risk 

Assessment" (Parsons, 2002a). 

An ecological risk assessment was completed and no COCs were identified. 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The ROD titled "Record of Decision for 17 No Action/No Further Action SWMUs Requiring Land Use 

Controls (SEADs 13, 39, 40, 41, 43/56/69 , 44A, 44B, 52, 62, 64B, 64C, 64D, 67, 122B and 122E" requires 

the establishment of !Cs. The elements that composed the remedy included: 
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• Establishing, maintaining, and reporting on an LUC that requires the continued restricted use of the 

property as a state maximum security correctional facility (Parsons, 2007a). 

The Army had previously documented and imposed LUCs within a portion of the former Depot: in the 

southeastern corner of the Depot where the Five Points Correctional Facility ("Prison Area") currently is 

located. SEAD-64C are located within land covered by the existing LUCs imposed on land within the Prison 

Area parcel. Within the ROD (Parsons, 2007a), the Army formalized and documented its intention to 

impose the existing LUCs on the AOCs located within the Prison Area parcel under CERCLA. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") (USA CE, 2006) implemented land use 

controls for the SEAD Pill/Warehouse Area. Addendum 2 (USACE, 2008a) expanded the LUC RD from 

the Pill/Warehouse Area to include sites that are in the area formerly known as the "Prison Area". 

SEAD-64C is located within the "Prison Area" property that the Army transferred to the State of New York 

for use as a correction facility. This property was transfe1Ted prior to the issuance of the ROD signed on 

July 3, 2007 and there was no requirement for an Environmental Easement. 

The "Prison Area" has an existing deed with a reversionary clause. The area consists of eight AOCs that 

were transferred in September 2000 under a public benefit conveyance that conveyed the land in the 

southeastern part of the former Depot to the people of the State of New York for the construction of the 

Five Points Correctional Facility. The existing deed provisions ensure the property is used in a manner 

consistent with the above LUC Objectives and require the State of New York to use the property for the 

purpose of adult incarceration. Pursuant to the terms of the deed, the prison use restriction remains in effect 

for these AOCs in perpetuity, or the property legally reverts to the United States (Parsons, 2007a). 

Hazardous substances may be present at one or more of the listed historic AOCs at concentrations that do 

not allow for unrestricted use and unlimited exposure. However, based on the results of previous 

investigations, risk assessments, and/or removal actions, these AOCs do not pose or represent a risk or 

threat to human health and the environment, given consideration of the area's continuing restricted use as 

a state maximum security correctional facility. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-44A recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 
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year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 

which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed . Therefore the LUCs are 

functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR Process . 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-44A was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by 

approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No violations of the institutional or land use controls were observed; and 

• Continued restricted use of the property as a state maximum security correctional facility. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Based on an interview with a representative from Five Points Correctional Facility during the FYR process, 

SEAD-64C continues to be used as a state maximum security correctional facility 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCs, Environmental Easements, and deed resttictions are in place. The LUC pe1formance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by the completed ROD for SEAD-44A in the Prison Area have been 

completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required for the Prison Area. Based on a 

review of the LUC RD Addendum 2, transfer deed, and the FYR site visit conducted between June 1 and 

June 3, 2015 , the remedy is functioning as intended by the decision documents. 

The remedy implemented at the SEAD-44A is currently protective of human health and the environment 
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because: 

• a LUC that prevents access to, and use of, groundwater within the identified AOCs, and which has 

been expanded to encompass all land within the Pill/Warehousing Area, Institutional, and Airfield 

Parcel of the former Depot has been implemented and is currently being maintained, monitored and 

reported upon periodically; 

• a second LUC that prevents the use of or the development of the property for residential housing, 

elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities, or playgrounds at the three site, and which 

also has been expanded to include all land within the PID Area has been implemented and is 

currently being maintained, monitored, and reported upon periodically; 

• existing deed provisions require the State of New York to use the property containing SEADs 

43/56/69, 44A, 44B, 52, 62, and 64C as a correction facility for the purpose of adult incarceration. 

If the State chooses to stop that activity, the property reverts back to the United States of America. 

Should the property revert to the Federal Government, the LUC will terminate and a remedy 

substitution will be agreed to. 

The selected remedy is still protective of public health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-64C. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 
objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RAOs used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since implementation of LUCs that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy at SEAD-44A. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 
protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the ROD 

for SEAD-44A comprising the area known as the Prison Area. There have been no changes in the physical 

conditions of the site that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain 

protective of human health and the environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for the Prison Area is protective of the environment and protects human health. 

Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source area 

contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT #: 7 48662 

Attachment Q-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visi t Photo Log 

Prison Area Parcel 

LOCATION: Prison Parcel, Seneca Army Depot 
CLIENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

Google.com Aerial of Prison Parcel; actual date of aerial photo is approximately September 2013. Prison Parcel contains the following: 
- SEAD-43 Building 606 Old Missile Propellant Test Laboratory 
- SEAD-44A Quality Assurance Test Laboratory 
- SEAD-44B Quality Assurance Test laboratory 
- SEAD-52 Building 608 and 612 Ammunition Breakdown Area 
- SEAD-56 Building 606 Herbicide and Pesticide Storage 
- SEAD-62 Nicotine Sulfate Disposal Area near Building 606 and 612 
- SEAD-64C Garbage Disposal Area 
- SEAD-69 Building 606 Disposal Area 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale} 

Photos within the Correctional Facility are prohibited . 
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ATTACHMENT 2 

Site Inspection Checklist 

Five-Year Review 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Date of inspection: JuneZ., 2015 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year \Veather/temperature: 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE Signature: 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
D Landfill cover/containment D Monitored natural attenuation 
p ,,Access controls 
.l5'J: Institutional controls 
□ Groundwater um and treatment 
D Surfac 
□ Ot 

Attachments: □ Inspection team roster attached 

D Groundwater containment 
D Vertical barrier walls 

D Site map attached 

Name 
Interviewed □ at site i;:{at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 

Problems, suggestions; D Report attached -➔;,...)..,G'">.,,_tltibl..,t-=~----------------

2. O&M staff -------------
Name Title Date 

Interviewed □ at site D at office D by phone Phone no . 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office ofpublic health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact ____________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Repo1t attached ____________________ _ 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact ____________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no . 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Repo1t attached. 
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APPENDIXR 

SEAD-44B: QUALITY ASSURANCE TEST LABORATORY 
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APPENDIX R: SEAD-44B_Quality Assurance Test Laboratory 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

SEAD-44B (Quality Assurance Test Laboratory) runs along the west side of Brady Road and occupies an 

area that is approximately 350 ft. by 200 ft. on property that is cmTently associated with the New York State 

Department of Correctional Services' Five Points Correctional Facility. Two buildings were originally 

associated with SEAD-44B . The buildings were part of a QA test area for pyrotechnics, chemical smoke 

grenades, and other fire devices. 

1.2 Initial Response 

The investigative work at SEAD-44B included an ESI in 1993 and 1994. A summary of the smface soil, 

groundwater, surface water, and sediment data from the ESI are presented in Tables 6-17 to 6-20 of the 

ROD (Parsons, 2007a), respectively. Complete soil and groundwater analytical results for the samples 

collected can be found in "Decision Document - Mini Risk Assessment SEAD 9, 27, 28, 32, 33, 34, 43, 

44A, 44B, 52, 56, 58, 62, 64A, 64B, 64C, 64D, 66, 68, 69, 70, and 120B," Final (Parsons, 2002a). 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-44B to ensure land use remains protective of site users. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

When SEAD-44B was designated as a AOC in the FFA, the Army indicated that the site might contain high 

levels of metals and possible UXO debris . Subsequent inspections of the AOC by the Army as part of the 

DoDs BRAC Ordnance and Explosives Archive Search Report indicate that ordnance was not found at 

SEAD-44B or in the vicinity of the two berms that were observed near the buildings (Parsons, 2007a) . All 

of the samples were analyzed for TCL VOCs, SYOCs, pesticide/PCBs, T AL metals, and cyanide according 

to NYSDEC CLP SOW, and explosives by USEPA Method 353.2. 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-64C there are no human health cancer risks above the 

CERCLA cancer risk management range of 1 x 10-4 to 1 x 10-6, and the calculated non-cancer HI for all 

receptors except for the construction worker are less than 1.0. The risk assessment evaluated risk to 

receptors under the Prison land use scenario. It should be noted that the described property is being used 

and maintained for a correctional facility in perpetuity. Table 7-8 in the ROD (Parsons, 2007a) summarizes 

the calculated cancer and non-cancer risks for all receptors and exposure routes considered in the risk 

assessment presentation "Decision Document - Mini Risk Assessment" (Parsons, 2002a). 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The ROD titled "Record of Decision for 17 No Action/No Further Action SWMUs Requiring Land Use 

Controls (SEADs 13, 39, 40, 41, 43/56/69, 44A, 44B, 52, 62, 64B, 64C, 64D, 67, 122B and 122E)" requires 

the establishment of ICs . The elements that composed the remedy included: 
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• Establishing, maintaining, and reporting on a LUC that requires the continued restricted use of the 

property as a state maximum security correctional facility (Parsons, 2007a). 

The Army had previously documented and imposed LUCs within a portion of the former Depot: in the 

southeastern corner of the Depot where the Five Points Correctional Facility ("Prison Area") currently is 

located. SEAD-64C are located within land covered by the existing LUCs imposed on land within the Prison 

Area parcel. Within the ROD (Parsons, 2007a), the Army formalized and documented its intention to 

impose the existing LUCs on the AOCs located within the Prison Area parcel under CERCLA. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") (USA CE, 2006) implemented land use 

controls for the SEAD Pill/Warehouse Area. Addendum 2 (USACE, 2008a) expanded the LUC RD from 

the Pill/Warehouse Area to include sites that are in the area formerly known as the "Prison Area"; 

SEAD-64C is located within the "Prison Area" property that the Army transferred to the State of New York 

for use as a correction facility. This property was transferred prior to the issuance of the ROD signed on 

July 3, 2007 and there was no requirement for an Environmental Easement. 

The "Prison Area" has an existing deed with a reversionary clause. The area consists of eight AOCs that 

were transferred in September 2000 under a public benefit conveyance that conveyed the land in the 

southeastern part of the former Depot to the people of the State of New York for the construction of the 

Five Points Correctional Facility. The existing deed provisions ensure the property is used in a manner 

consistent with the above LUC Objectives and require the State of New York to use the property for the 

purpose of adult incarceration. Pursuant to the terms of the deed, the prison use restriction remains in effect 

for these AOCs in perpetuity, or the property legally reverts to the United States (Parsons, 2007a). 

Hazardous substances may be present at one or more of the listed historic AOCs at concentrations that do 

not allow for unrestricted use and unlimited exposure. However, based on the results of previous 

investigations, risk assessments, and/or removal actions, these AOCs do not pose or represent a risk or 

threat to human health and the environment, given consideration of the area's continuing restricted use as 

a state maximum security correctional facility. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-44B recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 
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year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 

which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 

functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR Process. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-44B was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by 

approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No violations of the institutional or land use controls were observed; and 

• Continued restricted use of the property as a state maximum security correctional facility. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Based on an interview with a representative from Five Points Correctional Facility during the FYR process, 

SEAD-44B continues to be used as a state maximum security correctional facility 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LU Cs, Environmental Easements, and deed resttictions are in place. The LUC pe1formance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by the completed ROD for SEAD-44B in the Prison Area have been 

completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required for the Prison Area. Based on a 

review of the LUC RD Addendum 2, transfer deed, and the FYR site visit conducted between June 1 and 

June 3, 2015, the remedy is functioning as intended by the decision documents. 

The remedy implemented at the SEAD-44B is currently protective of human health and the environment 
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because: 

• a LUC that prevents access to, and use of, groundwater within the identified AOCs, and which has 

been expanded to encompass all land within the Pill/Warehousing Area, Institutional, and Airfield 

Parcel of the former Depot has been implemented and is currently being maintained, monitored and 

reported upon periodically; 

• a second LUC that prevents the use of or the development of the property for residential housing, 

elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities, or playgrounds at the three site, and which 

also has been expanded to include all land within the PIO/Warehousing Area has been implemented 

and is currently being maintained, monitored, and reported upon periodically; 

• existing deed provisions require the State of New York to use the property containing SEADs 

43/56/69, 44A, 44B, 52, 62, and 64C as a correction facility for the purpose of adult incarceration. 

If the State chooses to stop that activity, the property reverts back to the United States• of America. 

Should the property revert to the Federal Government, the LUC will terminate and a remedy 

substitution will be agreed to. 

The selected remedy is still protective of public health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-44B. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 
objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RAOs used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since implementation of LUCs that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy at SEAD-44B. 

5.3 · Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 
protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the ROD 

for SEAD-44B . There have been no changes in the physical conditions of the site that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of human health and the 

environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LU Cs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for the Prison Area is protective of the environment and protects human health. 

CmTently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source area 

contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

.... - ~ -- - __ ... . .... 

Attachment R-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

Prison Area Parcel 

LOCATION: Prison Parcel, Seneca Army Depot 
CLIENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

Google.com Aerial of Prison Parcel; actual date of aerial photo is approximately September 2013 . Prison Parcel contains the following: 
- SEAD-43 Building 606 Old Missile Propellant Test Laboratory 
- SEAD-44A Quality Assurance Test Laboratory 
- SEAD-44B Quality Assurance Test laboratory 
- SEAD-52 Building 608 and 612 Ammunition Breakdown Area 
- SEAD-56 Building 606 Herbicide and Pesticide Storage 
- SEAD-62 Nicotine Sulfate Disposal Area near Building 606 and 612 
- SEAD-64C Garbage Disposal Area 
- SEAD-69 Building 606 Disposal Area 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale) 

~ ~I 

Photos within the Correctional Facility are prohibited . 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Location and Region: 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
D Landfill cover/containment 
□ Access controls 
µ('Institutiona l controls 
□ Groundwater pump and treatment 
□ Surfa · · 

Date of inspection: Junel 2015 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Weather/temperature: 

Signature: 

0 Monitored natural attenuation 
0 Groundwater containment 
D Vertical barrier walls 

□ Othe -d-)-_J__L!!~~~~~+~;::!::::::t:::--i9~1#-~~--J!.!-~~ ~::;;::::,;...._:~::::... 

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached 0 Site map attached 

ts-
/ Name 

Interviewed □ at site 0 at office □ by phone Phil: ~o~~ 
Problems, suggestions; D Repmi attached -----+'1-l=.,.~ ......... ~ ~--------------

2. O&M staff -------------
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ____________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ____________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Prob lems; suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

SEAD-52 (Building 608 and 612 Ammunition Breakdown Area) is located in the southeastern portion of 

SEDA on land currently occupied by the Five Points Correctional Facility. The area is characterized by 

developed and undeveloped land. 

SEAD-52 was active from the rnid-1950s to the late 1990s. The area consists of fo ur buildings: Buildings 

608 , 610, 611, and 612. Building 608 was previously used for the storage of ammunition magazines; 

Building 610 was used for ammunition powder collection; Building 611 was used for storage of equipment, 

paints, and solvents; and Building 612 was used for the breakdown and maintenance of ammunition. None 

of these buildings currently are active or used for storage of materials. 

1.2 Initial Response 

The field investigation at SEAD-52 included a LSP that focused on soil sampling that was performed in 

1993. Complete soil and groundwater analytical results from the LSP investigations are presented in 

"Decision Document - Mini Risk Assessment SEAD 9, 27, 28, 32, 33, 34, 43, 44A, 44B, 52, 56, 58, 62, 

64A, 64B , 64C, 64D, 66, 68, 69, 70, and 120B," Final (Parsons, 2002a). 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-52 to ensure land use remains protective of site users . 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

The LSP was performed in 1993 to evaluate the presence of explosives in the soil at SEAD-52 (Parsons, 

2007a). The results of the investigation indicated that three explosive compounds were detected in one or 

more of the collected soi l samples . 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-52 there are no human health cancer risks above the CERCLA 

cancer risk management range of 1 x 10-4 to 1 x 10-6, and the calculated non-cancer (HI for all receptors 

except for the construction worker are less than 1.0. The risk assessment evaluated risk to receptors under 

the Prison land use scenario. It should be noted that the described property is being used and maintained 

for a correctional facility in perpetuity. A summary of the risk assessment results is presented in Table 7-

10 of the ROD (Parsons, 2007a), and a full discussion is presented in the "Decision Document- Mini Risk 

Assessment" (Parsons, 2002a). 

An ecological risk assessment were completed and no COCs were identified. No remedial actions were 

undertaken (Parsons, 2007a). 
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2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The ROD titled "Record of Decision for 17 No Action/No Further Action SWMUs Requiring Land Use 

Controls (SEADs 13, 39, 40, 41, 43/56/69, 44A, 44B, 52, 62, 64B, 64C, 64D, 67, 122B and 122E" requires 

the establishment of ICs. The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Establishing, maintaining, and reporting on an LUC that requires the continued restricted use of the 

property as a state maximum security correctional facility (Parsons, 2007a) . 

The Army had previously documented and imposed LUCs within a portion of the former Depot: in the 

southeastern corner of the Depot where the Five Points Correctional Facility ("Prison Area") currently is 

located. SEAD-52 are located within land covered by the existing LUCs imposed on land within the Prison 

Area parcel. Within the ROD (Parsons, 2007a), the Army formalized and documented its intention to 

impose the existing LUCs on the AOCs located within the Prison Area parcel under CERCLA. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC Rp for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") (USACE, 2006) implemented land use 

controls for the SEAD Pill/Warehousing Area. Addendum 2 (USACE, 2008a) expanded the LUC RD from 

the Pill/Warehouse Area to include sites that are in the area formerly known as the "Prison Area". 

SEAD-52 is located within the "Prison Area" property that the Army transferred to the State of New York 

for use as a correction facility. This property was transferred prior to the issuance of the ROD signed on 

July 3, 2007 and there was no requirement for an Environmental Easement. 

The "Prison Area" has an existing deed with a reversionary clause. The area consists of eight AOCs that 

were transferred in September 2000 under a public benefit conveyance that conveyed the land in the 

southeastern part of the former Depot to the people of the State of New York for the construction of the 

Five Points Correctional Facility. The existing deed provisions ensure the property is used in a manner 

consistent with the above LUC Objectives and require the State of New York to use the property for the 

purpose of adult incarceration. Pursuant to the terms of the deed, the prison use resttiction remains in effect 

for these AOCs in perpetuity, or the property legally reverts to the United States (Parsons, 2007a). 

Hazardous substances may be present at one or more of the listed historic AOCs at concentrations that do 

not allow for unrestricted use and unlimited exposure. However, based on the results of previous 

investigations, risk assessments, and/or removal actions, these AOCs do not pose or represent a risk or 

threat to human health and the environment, given consideration of the area's continuing restricted use as 

a state maximum security correctional facility. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 
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3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-52 recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 

which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 

functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 15.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR Process . 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-52 was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by 

approved RQDs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No violations of the institutional or land use controls were observed; and 

• Continued restricted use of the property as a state maximum security correctional facility. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Based on an interview with a representative from Five Points Correctional Facility during the FYR process, 

SEAD-52 continues to be used as a state maximum security correctional facility 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCs, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0 . 
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5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by the completed ROD for SEAD-52 in the Prison Area have been 

completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required for the Prison Area. Based on a 

review of the LUC RD Addendum 2, transfer deed, and the FYR site visit conducted between June 1 and 

June 3, 2015, the remedy is functioning as intended by the decision documents. 

The remedy implemented at the SEAD-52 currently is protective of human health and the environment 

because: 

• a LUC that prevents access to, and use of, groundwater within the identified AOCs, and which has 

been expanded to encompass all land within the Pill/Warehousing Area, Institutional, and Airfield 

Parcel of the former Depot has been implemented and is currently being maintained, monitored and 

reported upon periodically; 

• a second LUC that prevents the use of or the development of the property for residential housing, 

elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities, or playgrounds at the three site, and which 

also has been expanded to include all land within the PID Area has been implemented and is 

currently being maintained, monitored, and reported upon periodically; 

• existing deed provisions require the State of New York to use the property containing SEADs 

43/56/69, 44A, 44B, 52, 62, and 64C as a correction facility for the purpose of adult incarceration. 

If the State chooses to stop that activity, the property reverts back to the United States of America. 

Should the property revert to the Federal Government, the LUC will terminate and a remedy 

substitution will be agreed to. 

The selected remedy is still protective of public health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-64C. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RAOs used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since implementation of LUCs that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy at SEAD-52. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the ROD 

for SEAD-52 comprising the area known as the Prison Area. There have been no changes in the physical 

conditions of the site that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain 

protective of human health and the environment. 
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5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for the Prison Area is protective of the environment and protects human health. 

The remedy continues to minimize explosive safety hazards. Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures 

to human or environmental receptors from source area contaminants and none are expected to occur during 

the next five years. 
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PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

Attachment S-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

Prison Area Parcel 

LOCATION: Prison Parcel, Seneca Army Depot 
CLIENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

Google.com Aerial of Prison Parcel; actual date of aerial photo is approximately September 2013. Prison Parcel contains the following : 
- SEAD-43 Building 606 Old Missile Propellant Test Laboratory 
- SEAD-44A Quality Assurance Test Laboratory 
- SEAD-44B Quality Assurance Test laboratory 
- SEAD-52 Building 608 and 612 Ammunition Breakdown Area 
- SEAD-56 Building 606 Herbicide and Pesticide Storage 
- SEAD-62 Nicotine Sulfate Disposal Area near Building 606 and 612 
- SEAD-64C Garbage Disposal Area 
- SEAD-69 Building 606 Disposal Area 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale) 

Photos within the Correctional Facility are prohibited. 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: 

Agency, office, Orfompany leading the five-year 
review: \""~('5:)(\J) 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
D Landfill cover/contaimnent 
D Access controls 

)it'institutional controls 
D Groundwater pump and treatment 
D Surface water collectioryapd treat 

Date of inspection: 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Weather/temperature: 

Signature: 

D Monitored natural attenuation 
D Groundwater containment 
D Vertical barrier walls 

D Other-,,4-.,_t:q~~J1~C::r!J~~~~~~'.JtjQ_'7'-_Lj~~t;m~~_;!;~~~ 

Attachments: 

_ /' Name Title Date 
Interviewed D at site []fat office D by phone Phone 1l°1 ~ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached _____ lJL~~v~ •~ v<--____________ _ 

2. O&M staff ------------
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police depa1tment, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ------------Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ------------

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 
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APPENDIX T: SEAD-62 Nicotine Sulfate Disposal Area near Building 606 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

The Nicotine Sulfate Disposal Area (SEAD-62) is located in the southeastern portion of SEDA. It measures 

approximately one-half mile by one-quarter mile in size and is characterized by mostly undeveloped land 

with the exception of bunkers and buildings along the western perimeter. 

1.2 Initial Response 

The field investigation at SEAD-62 included an ESI that was performed in 1994. Complete soil and 

groundwater analytical results from the ESI are presented in "Decision Document - Mini Risk Assessment 

SEAD 9, 27, 28, 32, 33, 34, 43, 44A, 44B, 52, 56, 58, 62, 64A, 64B, 64C, 64D, 66, 68, 69, 70, and 120B," 

Final (Parsons, 2002a). 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-62 to ensure land use remains protective of site users . 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

Colloquial evidence suggests that two drums containing nicotine sulfate were disposed of in the area 

surrounding Buildings 606 and 612 (Parsons, 2002a). Summaries of the soil and groundwater results are 

presented in Table 6-22 and 6-23 of the ROD (Parsons, 2007a), respectively. 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-62 there are no human health cancer risks above the CERCLA 

cancer risk management range of 1 x 104 to 1 x 10-6, and the calculated non-cancer HI for all receptors 

except for the construction worker are less than 1.0. The risk assessment evaluated risk to receptors under 

the Prison land use scenario. It should be noted that the described property is being used and maintained 

for a correctional facility in perpetuity. A summary of the risk assessment results is presented in Table 7-

10 of the ROD (Parsons, 2007 a), and a full discussion is presented in the "Decision Document - Mini Risk 

Assessment" (Parsons, 2002a). 

An ecological risk assessments were completed and no COCs were identified. No remedial actions were 

undertaken (Parsons, 2007a). 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The ROD titled "Record of Decision for 17 No Action/No Further Action SWMUs Requiring Land Use 

Controls (SEADs 13, 39, 40, 41, 43/56/69, 44A, 44B, 52, 62, 64B, 64C, 64D, 67, 122B and 122E" requires 

the establishment of ICs. The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Establishing, maintaining, and reporting on an LUC that requires the continued restricted use of the 

property as a state maximum security correctional facility (Parsons, 2007a). 

The Army had previously documented and imposed LUCs within a portion of the former Depot: in the 

southeastern comer of the Depot where the Five Points Correctional Facility ("Prison Area") currently is 
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located. SEAD-62 are located within land covered by the existing LUCs imposed on land within the P1ison 

Area parcel. Within the ROD (Parsons, 2007a), the Army formalized and documented its intention to 

impose the existing LU Cs on the AOCs located within the Prison Area parcel under CERCLA. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") (US ACE, 2006) implemented land use 

controls for the SEAD Pill/Warehouse Area. Addendum 2 (USACE, 2008a) expanded the LUC RD from 

the PID/Warehouse Area to include sites that are in the area formerly known as the "P1ison Area" . 

SEAD-62 is located within the "P1ison Area" property that the Army transferred to the State of New York 

for use as a correction facility. This property was transferred prior to the issuance of the ROD signed on 

July 3, 2007 and there was no requirement for an Environmental Easement. 

The "Prison Area" has an existing deed with a reversionary clause. The area consists of eight AOCs that 

were transferred in September 2000 under a public benefit conveyance that conveyed the land in the 

southeastern part of the former Depot to the people of the State of New York for the construction of the 

Five Points CmTectional Facility. The existing deed provisions ensure the property is used in a manner 

consistent with the above LUC Objectives and require the State of New York to use the property for the 

purpose of adult incarceration. Pursuant to the terms of the deed, the prison use restriction remains in effect 

for these AOCs in perpetuity, or the property legally reverts to the United States (Parsons, 2007a) . 

Hazardous substances may be present at one or more of the listed historic AOCs at concentrations that do 

not allow for unlimited use and unrestricted exposure. However, based on the results of previous 

investigations, risk assessments, and/or removal actions, these AOCs do not pose or represent a risk or 

threat to human health and the environment, given consideration of the area's continuing rest1icted use as 

a state maximum security correctional facility. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-62 recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended . The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities . In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 
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which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 

functioning as intended .. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR Process. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-62 was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by the 

approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No violations of the institutional or land use controls were observed; and 

• Continued restricted use of the property as a state maximum security correctional facility. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Based on an interview with a representative from Five Points Correctional Facility during the FYR process, 

SEAD-62 continues to be used as a state maximum security correctional facility 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCs, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by the completed ROD for SEAD-62 in the Prison Area have been 

completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required for the Prison Area. Based on a 

review of the LUC RD Addendum 2 transfer deed, and the FYR site visit conducted between June 1 and 3, 

2015, the remedy is functioning as intended by the decision documents. 

The remedy implemented at the SEAD-62 currently is protective of human health and the environment 

because: 

• a LUC that prevents access to, and use of, groundwater within the identified AOCs, and which has 

been expanded to encompass all land within the Pill/Warehousing, Institutional, and Airfield 

Parcel of the former Depot has been implemented and currently is being maintained, monitored and 
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reported upon periodically; 

• a second LUC that prevents the use of or the development of the property for residential housing, 

elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities, or playgrounds at the three site, and which 

also has been expanded to include all land within the PID/Warehousing Area has been implemented 

and currently is being maintained, monitored, and reported upon periodically; 

• existing deed provisions require the State of New York to use the property containing SEADs 

43/56/69, 44A, 44B, 52, 62, and 64C as a correction facility for the purpose of adult incarc~ration. 

If the State chooses to stop that activity, the property reverts back to the United States of America. 

Should the property revert to the Federal Government, the LUC will terminate and a remedy 

substitution will be agreed to. 

The selected remedy is still protective of public health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-62. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions , toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RAOs used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since implementation of LUCs that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy at SEAD-62. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the ROD 

for the eight sites (SEADs 43/56/69, 44A, 44B, 52, 62, and 64C) comprising the area known as the P1ison 

Area. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of the site that would affect the protectiveness 

of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of human health and the environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LU Cs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for the P1ison Area is protective of the environment and protects human health. 

Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source area 

contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

Attachment T-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

Prison Area Parcel 

LOCATION: Prison Parcel, Seneca Army Depot 
CLIENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

Google.com Aerial of Prison Parcel; actual date of aerial photo is approximately September 2013. Prison Parcel contains the following: 
- SEAD-43 Building 606 Old Missile Propellant Test Laboratory 
- SEAD-44A Quality Assurance Test Laboratory 
- SEAD-44B Quality Assurance Test laboratory 
- SEAD-52 Building 608 and 612 Ammunition Breakdown Area 
- SEAD-56 Building 606 Herbicide and Pesticide Storage 
- SEAD-62 Nicotine Sulfate Disposal Area near Building 606 and 612 
- SEAD-64C Garbage Disposal Area 
- SEAD-69 Building 606 Disposal Area 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale) 

Photos within the Correctional Facility are prohibited . 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORl\fATION 

Site name: 

Agency, office, Offompany leading the five-year 
review: \"'~f;:t?f\D 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
D Landfill cover/containment 
D Access controls 

)(Institutional controls 
D Groundwater pump and treatment 
D Surface water collectioryapd treat 

Date of inspection: 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Weather/temperature: 

Signature: 

D Monitored natural attenuation 
D Groundwater containment 
D Vertical barrier walls 

□ Other_~_ll!~~-~1~:!.!_~~J::.~~~2'.U~=!.tJ~~.--l~~¥~~!._.~w.t.~~ 

Attachments: 

TI. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

_/ Name Date 
Interviewed D at site 13'at office D by phone Phone 1l°1 ~ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached -----VL~=v~ •~ ""'--~-----------

2. O&M staff __________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report. attached _ _ __________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offlces, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact - - ----------

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ______ ______________ _ 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ------------Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached _________________ ___ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

The location of the rumored Garbage Disposal Area at SEAD-64C is near the intersection of East Patrol 

Road and South Patrol Road in the southeastern comer of SEDA. This former AOC is located within the 

bounds of the New York State Department of Con-ectional Service's Five Points Co1Tectional Facility. 

1.2 Initial Response 

The field investigation at SEAD-64C included an ESI that was performed in 1994. Complete analytical 

results from the ESI are presented in "Decision Document - Mini Risk Assessment SEAD 9, 27, 28, 32, 

33, 34, 43, 44A, 44B, 52, 56, 58, 62, 64A, 64B, 64C, 64D, 66, 68, 69, 70, and 120B," Final (Parsons, 

2002a). Surface soil samples, subsurface soil samples, and groundwater samples were collected at SEAD-

64C and submitted for chemical analysis. All of the samples were analyzed for TCL VOCs, SVOCs, 

pesticides/PCBs, T AL metals, and cyanide according to the NYSDEC CLP SOW. 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-64C to ensure land use remains protective of site users. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

SEAD-64C is the location of a proposed SEAD landfill. An Army Pollution Abatement report concluded 

that the proposed site could be used for a sanitary landfill; however, no available information indicates that 

a formal landfill was established on-site. Information presented in the SMWU classification report suggests 

limited dumping may have occurred at the site and that transmission power lines may be buried throughout 

the site; however, the Army notified the NYSDEC that the area designated at SEAD-64C was misidentified 

as a historic landfill site and no waste was ever identified during the Army's investigations (Parsons, 2002a; 

2007a) Summaries of the soil and groundwater results obtained during the ESI are presented in Table 6-28 

and 6-29 of the ROD (Parsons, 2007a), respectively. 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-64C there are no human health cancer risks above the 

CERCLA cancer risk management range of 1 x 10-4 to 1 x 10-6, and the calculated non-cancer HI for all 

receptors except for the construction worker are less than 1.0. The risk assessment evaluated risk to 

receptors under the Prison land use scenario. It should be noted that the described property is being used 

and maintained for a correctional facility in perpetuity. A summary of the risk assessment results is 

presented in Table 7-12 of the ROD (Parsons, 2007a), and a full discussion is included in the "Decision 

Document - Mini Risk Assessment" (Parsons, 2002a). 

An ecological risk assessment was completed and no COCs were identified. 
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2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The ROD titled "Record of Decision for 17 No Action/No Further Action SWMUs Requiring Land Use 

Controls (SEADs 13, 39, 40, 41, 43/56/69, 44A, 44B, 52, 62, 64B, 64C, 64D, 67, 122B and 122E" requires 

the establishment of ICs . The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Establishing, maintaining, and reporting on an LUC that requires the continued restricted use of the 

property as a state maximum security correctional facility (Parsons, 2007a). 

The Army had previously documented and imposed LUCs within a portion of the former Depot: in the 

southeastern corner of the Depot where the Five Points Correctional Facility ("Prison Area") currently is 

located. SEAD-64C are located within land covered by the existing LUCs imposed on land within the Prison 

Area parcel. Within the ROD (Parsons, 2007a), the Army formalized and documented its intention to 

impose the existing LU Cs on the AOCs located within the Prison Area parcel under CERCLA. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") (USACE, 2006) implemented land use 

controls for the SEAD Pill/Warehouse Area. Addendum 2 (USACE, 2008a) expanded the LUC RD from 

the Pill/Warehouse Area to include sites that are in the area formerly known as the "Prison Area". 

SEAD-64C is located within the "Prison Area" property that the Army transfeITed to the State of New York 

for use as a correction facility. This property was transfeITed prior to the issuance of the ROD signed on 

July 3, 2007 and there was no requirement for an Environmental Easement. 

The "Prison Area" has an existing deed with a reversionary clause. The area consists of eight AOCs that 

were transferred in September 2000 under a public benefit conveyance that conveyed the land in the 

southeastern part of the former Depot to the people of the State of New York for the construction of the 

Five Points Correctional Facility. The existing deed provisions ensure the property is used in a manner 

consistent with the above LUC Objectives and require the State of New York to use the property for the 

purpose of adult incarceration. Pursuant to the terms of the deed, the prison use restriction remains in effect 

for these AOCs in perpetuity, or the property legally reverts to the United States (Parsons, 2007a). 

Hazardous substances may be present at one or more of the listed historic AOCs at concentrations that do 

not allow for UU/UE. However, based on the results of previous investigations, risk assessments, and/or 

removal actions, these AOCs do not pose or represent a risk or threat to human health and the environment, 

given consideration of the area's continuing restricted use as a state maximum security coITectional facility. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 
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• Continue the implementation of LU Cs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-64C recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes . New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 

which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 

functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR Process. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-64C was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by 

the approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No violations of the institutional or land use controls were observed; and 

• Continued restricted use of the property as a state maximum security correctional facility. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Based on an interview with a representative from Five Points Correctional Facility during the FYR process, 

SEAD-64C continues to be used as a state maximum security correctional facility 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCs, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 
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5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by the completed ROD for SEAD-64C in the Prison Area have been 

completed and documented. No continuing active remediation is required for the Prison Area. Based on a 

review of the LUC RD Addendum 2 transfer deed, and the FYR site visit conducted between June 1 and 3, 

2015, the remedy is functioning as intended by the decision documents. 

The remedy implemented at the SEAD-64C cuITently is protective of human health and the environment 

because: 

• a LUC that prevents access to, and use of, groundwater within the identified AOCs, and which has 

been expanded to encompass all land within the PID/Warehousing (Area, Institutional, and Airfield 

Parcel of the former Depot has been implemented and cuITently is being maintained, monitored and 

reported upon periodically; 

• a second LUC that prevents the use of or the development of the property for residential housing, 

elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities, or playgrounds at the three site, and which 

also has been expanded to include all land within the PID/Warehousing Area has been implemented 

and currently is being maintained, monitored, and reported upon periodically; 

• existing deed provisions require the State of New York to use the property containing SEADs 

43/56/69, 44A, 44B, 52, 62, and 64C as a correction facility for the purpose of adult incarceration . 

If the State chooses to stop that activity, the property reverts back to the United States of America. 

Should the property revert to the Federal Government, the LUC will terminate and a remedy 

substitution will be agreed to. 

The selected remedy is still protective of public health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-64C. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RA Os used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since implementation of LU Cs that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy at SEAD-64C. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the ROD 

for SEAD-64C. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of the site that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of human health and the 

environment. 
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5.4 Issues, Rec()mmendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for the Prison Area is protective of the environment and protects human health. 

Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source area 

contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

Attachment U-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

Prison Area Parcel 

LOCATION: Prison Parcel, Seneca Army Depot 
CLIENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

Google.com Aerial of Prison Parcel; actual date of aerial photo is approximately September 2013. Prison Parcel contains the following: 
- SEAD-43 Building 606 Old Missile Propellant Test Laboratory 
- SEAD-44A Quality Assurance Test Laboratory 
- SEAD-44B Quality Assurance Test laboratory 
- SEAD-52 Building 608 and 612 Ammunition Breakdown Area 
- SEAD-56 Building 606 Herbicide and Pesticide Storage 
- SEAD-62 Nicotine Sulfate Disposal Area near Building 606 and 612 
- SEAD-64C Garbage Disposal Area 
- SEAD-69 Building 606 Disposal Area 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale} 

N~I 

Photos within the Correctional Facility are prohibited . 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year Weather/temperature: 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE Signature: 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
D Landfil l cover/containment D Monitored natural attenuation 
□ Access controls 
h(Institutional controls 
□ Groundv,,ater um and treatment 
D Surfac 
□ Ot 

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached 

D Groundwater contaimnent 
D Vertical banier walls 

D Site map attached 

Name 
Interviewed □ at site Bat office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 

Problems, suggestions; D Report attached - ..... ,l ... ~Jo'"",,,<t1'-lalf-----1E--c.,..------------------

2. O&M staff ___________ _ 

Name Title Date 
Interviewed D at site D at office □ by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact ____________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Repo1t attached ____________________ _ 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact ____________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached _ _ __________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Rep01t attached. 
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APPENDIX V - SEAD-13 Inhibited Red Fuming Nitric Acid (IRFNA) 

Disposal Site 
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5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial 
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5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

SEAD-13 is located in the northeast portion of the former Depot and includes two historic disposal areas, 

SEAD-13-East and SEAD-13-West, which are located on the eastern and western sides of the Duck Pond's 

southern end, respectively. Historically, SEAD-13 was used during the early 1960s to dispose of quantities 

of unserviceable Inhibited Red-Fuming Nitric Acid (IRFNA), an oxidizer used in missile liquid propellant 

systems. SEAD-13 East contains disposal pits at the surface while the SEAD-13-West area exhibited no 

visible evidence of disposal pits. Dming the operation of the IRFNA Disposal Site, the pits were utilized as 

a neutralization area for IRFNA. Barrels of unserviceable IRFNA were brought to the site from other 

locations within the Depot, and were temporarily staged on pallets near the disposal pits. Each barrel of 

unserviceable IRFNA was emptied and mixed with water in an ejector. The mixture was then discharged 

to the disposal pit through a long polyethylene hose that discharged beneath the surface of the water in the 

pit being used. The disposed IRFNA/water solution mixed with the limestone in the pit to facilitate the 

neutralization of the acid. Ten barrels were typically discharged into each pit during one day of operation. 

1.2 Initial Response 

Site investigations performed at SEAD-13 included an ESI in 1993 and 1994, followed by a SI performed 

in 2001. The ESI work included geophysical investigations, surface and subsurface soil sampling, 

monitoring well installations, groundwater sampling, surface water/sediment sampling, and chemical 

analyses. The SI included additional soil borings (with surface and subsurface soil sampling), monito1ing 

well installations, groundwater sampling, and chemical analysis. 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-13 to ensure land use remains protective of site users. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

Complete analytical results from both investigations are presented in "Decision Document Mini Risk 

Assessment SEAD-13, Inhibited Red Fuming Nitric Acid (IRFNA) Disposal Area," Final (Parsons, 2004d). 

The presence of nitrate is likely related to past activities conducted in the area. The extent of the nitrate 

plume is defined and restticted to the area located between the historic disposal pits observed in SEAD- 13-

East and the Duck Pond to the west. Groundwater data from monitoling wells in the SEAD-13-West side 

of this AOC does not show evidence of a nitrate plume in this area of the AOC which is hydraulically 

downgradient of SEAD-13-East and the Duck Pond. Chemical analyses of surface water in the Duck Pond 

indicate that the nitrate/nitrite-nitrogen concentrations are below the levels established for drinking water 

sources nationally and within the State of New York. 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The 1isk assessment concluded that at SEAD-13 the human health cancer 1isks were below the CERCLA 

cancer risk management range of l x 10-4 to l x 10·6 if exposure to groundwater were to be limited. The 

calculated non-cancer HI for the construction worker is less than 1.0, but the greater than 1.0 for the ark 
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worker (HI=7) and the recreational visitor (HI=3). The human health risk assessment was conducted using 

the 95% UCL of the mean as the EPC. 

The elevated HI for both receptors was due to ingestion of groundwater, with nitrate/nitrite-nitrogen, 

aluminum, and manganese in groundwater was the largest contributors to risk for both receptors. When the 

groundwater pathway was eliminated, the total Hls for these receptors were less than 1. The cancer risk for 

the park worker, recreational visitor, and the construction worker were at acceptable limits. 

Risks to a future resident were also calculated, which serves to evaluate receptors under the 

Resort/Residential land use scenario. The cancer risk for the resident (adult), 2 x 10-4 was greater than the 

USEP A acceptable limit of 1 x 10-4; and the cancer risk for resident ( child), 1 x 10-4, was at the acceptable 

limit. The cancer risk was due to ingestion of groundwater. If the groundwater pathway were eliminated, 

the cancer risk value for future residents would be within acceptable limits. 

The maximum detected concentration was used as the EPC for the ecological risk assessment. An ecological 

risk assessment was completed and no COCs were identified (Parsons, 2004d). 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

No action was performed at SEAD-13. A groundwater use/access restriction was selected in the ROD 

(Parsons, 2007a) for SEAD-13 and is intended to eliminate human contact with groundwater, thereby 

reducing risk to within acceptable levels for potential human receptors. There is risk associated with the 

use of the groundwater at SEAD-13, driven by the concentrations of nitrate, aluminum, and manganese 

identified. The risk from the presence of metals is associated with the suspended solids contained in the 

collected groundwater samples and not from the groundwater itself. 

The ROD titled "Seventeen SWMU Requiring Land Use Controls (SEADs 13, 39, 40, 41, 43/56/69, 44A, 

44B, 52, 62, 64B, 64C, 64D, 67, 122B, and 122E)" signed on July 3, 2007 requires the establishment of 

ICs: The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a LUC that prohibits access to and use of 

groundwater at the AOCs until its quality allows for unrestricted use and unlimited exposures. 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a LUC that maintains the integrity of any 

current or future remedial or monitoring system. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

A LUC was implemented over the geographic area of SEAD-13 which prohibits access to or use of the 

groundwater. This restriction will remain in effect until the concentrations of hazardous substances in 

groundwater beneath the AOC have been reduced to levels that allow for UU/UE. Once groundwater 

cleanup standards are achieved, the groundwater use/access restriction may be eliminated, with USEPA 

approval (Parsons, 2007a) . 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") dated December 2006 implements LUCs for 

the SEAD "Pill/Warehouse Area". Addendum 2 expanded the LUC RD from the PID area to include sites 
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that an in the area formerly known as the Conservation Area and the Airfield parcels. SEAD-13 is located 

on the property known as the Conservation Area Parcel and are still under the control of the Army. 

Addendum 2 applied the SEAD LUC RD enforcement, modification, and termination provisions to SEAD-

13. The designated reuse of land within the Depot was revised in 2005 by SCIDA, and the new future land 

use for SEAD-13 is Residential/Resort. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-13 recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 

which no new constrnction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 

functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See References 14.0 in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents , data, and information which 

were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR Process. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-13 was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by the 

approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• no prohibited facilities were present or had been constructed at the site and no access to, or use of, 

groundwater was evident. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 
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4.4 Interviews 

Since SEAD-13 is uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during the Five-Year Review 

process for SEAD-13 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by the ROD for SEAD-13 have been completed and documented. No 

continuing active remediation is required for SEAD-13. Based on a review of the LUC RD Addendum 2 

and the FYR site visit conducted between June I and June 3, 2015, the remedy is functioning as intended 

by the decision documents . 

The remedy implemented at the SEAD-13 currently is protective of human health and the environment 

because: 

• · a LUC that prevents access to, and use of, groundwater within the identified AOCs, and which has 

been expanded to encompass all land within the Pill/Warehousing Area, Institutional, and Airfield 

Parcel of the former Depot has been implemented and currently is being maintained, monitored and 

reported upon periodically; 

• a second LUC that maintains the integrity of any current or future remedial or monitoring system. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-13. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RAOs used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the AOC since implementation of LUCs that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy selected for 

SEAD-13. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the ROD 

for SEAD-13 . There have been no changes in the physical conditions of the site that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of human health and the 

environment. 
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5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for SEAD-13 is protective of the environment and protects human health. 

Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source area 

contaminants and none are expected to occm during the next five years. 
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ATTACHMENT 1 

Photo Log 

Five-Year Review 
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Attachment V-1 
5 Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

SEAD-13 Inhibited Red Fuming Nitric Acid (IRFNA) Disposal Site 

PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT #: 748662 

Bing .com (Microsoft) Aerial of SEAD-13 West; actual date of aerial photo is unknown, but based 
on observable features at SEDA it may be from Spring 2007. ··- . ' .:....·~ ... ~--- - . 

LOCATION: SEAD-13, Seneca Army Depot 
CLIENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

SEAD-13 is located within the 
Conservation Area Parcel. 

I - l Approximate Site 
L- - ...J Boundary 

Photo Viewing 
Direction 

Bing.com (Microsoft) Birds Eye Aerial of SEAD-13 East; actual date of aerial photo 

Status as of: 6/1/15 Photo ID: IMG_6609.JPG 
Description: S EAD-13 

. ' ' ' '' , __ . --~~-- -· ' ~. 2007. 

Status as of: 6/1/15 Photo ID: IMG_6608.JPG 
Description: SEAD-13 

2015 S ite 
Visit Photo 2 
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Site Inspection Checklist 

Five-Year Review 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEAD ..- ( d Date of inspection: June/, 2015 

Location and Region: 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: _Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
□ Landfill cover/containment 
□ Access controls 

}(Institutional controls 
□ Groundwater pump and treatment 
□ Surface water collection and treatment 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Weather/te 

Signature: 

D Monitored natural attenuation 
□ Groundwater containment 
D Vertical barrier walls 

~ 

□ Other __________ -nif;1f.~:a~~7J,..~"7)1~'1/b.~~~~0 

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached 

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

Name Title Date 
Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; □ Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff __________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; □ Report attached ___________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ___________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ___________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ___________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Repo1t attached. 



SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checldist 

I. SITE INFORlvIATION 

Location and Region: 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
D Landfill cover/containment 
□ Access controls 

~Institutional controls 
'1] Groundwater pump and treatment 
D Surface water collection and treatment 

Date of inspection: June'f , 2015 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

\Veather/temperature: 

Signature: 

D Monitored natural attenuation 
D Groundwater containment 

□ Vertical barrier alls ,fOZ- ~ I 

~.)Ir 
D Other _____________ .,,,__....,"',~ ,;..q,~r--v-"---t~---- ----

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached D Site map attached 

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

1. O&M site manager ____________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed □ at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached _____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff ___________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed □ at site □ at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and T1ibal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact --- ----------Name Title Date Phone no . 
Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ____________________ _ 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact - ------------

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________ _________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 
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APPENDIX W: SEAD-41_Building 718 Boiler Blowdown Leaching Pit 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

SEAD-41 is the blowdown leaching area suspected to have existed in the drainage ditch located 

approximately 40 ft. west of Building 718, an abandoned boiler plant located in the northern end of the 

Depot, on property currently occupied by the Hillside Children's Center. 

1.2 Initial Response 

Work performed at SEAD-41 included a LSP conducted in 1993/1994, followed by a TCRA conducted in 

2000. During the 1993/1994 sampling program, petroleum hydrocarbons were detected in all of the soil 

samples collected from SEAD-41. The smface samples collected nearest the point where the blowdown 

liquids were suspected of being discharged contained the greatest concentration of petroleum hydrocarbons. 

The sampling program delineated the extent of petroleum-impacted soil to an area approximately 40 ft. 

long by 3 ft. wide. The TCRA was conducted to remove the petroleum-contaminated soils identified during 

the LSP, and approximately 5 cy of petroleum contaminated soils were removed. 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-41 to ensure land use remains protective of site users . 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

Prior to connecting the boiler blowdown points to the sewer in 1979-1980, blowdown was reportedly 

released three times a day, and the discharged liquid was allowed to flow onto the ground at the blowdown 

point where it either infiltrated into the ground or flowed into the nearby drainage ditch. Each boiler is 

reported to have discharged between 400 and 800 gallons of blowdown liquids per day. The boiler 

blowdown is suspected to have contained water, tannins, caustic soda (sodium hydroxide), and sodium 

phosphate (Parsons, 2007a). 

SVOCs were found in the soil samples collected at SEAD-41 , with concentrations of benzo(a)pyrene, 

benzo(a)anthracene, benzo(b)fluoranthene, chrysene, and dibenzo(a,h)anthracene exceeding their 

NYSDEC T AGM #4046 cleanup objective level values. Table 6-8 in the ROD (Parsons, 2007a) 

summarizes the TCRA soil analytical results. The excavated soil was transported to another location within 

the Depot for use in a LTTD study at the SEDA. 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-41 the human health cancer risks are within or below the 

CERCLA cancer risk management range of 1 x 10-4 to 1 x 10-6, and the calculated non-cancer HI for all 

receptors are less than 1.0. Maximum concentrations of analytes found at the AOC were used as the EPCs 

for the area evaluated under the risk approach. 
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2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

A ROD titled "Seventeen SWMU Requiring Land Use Controls ( SEADs 13, 39, 40, 41, 43/56/69, 44A, 

44B, 52, 62, 64B, 64C, 64D, 67, 122B, and 122E)" signed on July 3, 2007 required the establishment of 

ICs at the site (SEAD-41). The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Notification of future land owners of contaminated groundwater and requirement to meet all 

applicable laws and regulations should the owner decide to access and use the groundwater. 

The selected remedy was based on the results of historic groundwater sampling data that was collected 

during the investigation of SEAD-41, which indicated that total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH, 690 ppb) 

were present in the upper aquifer of the groundwater. The LUC selected for SEAD-41 was already in place 

at the time the ROD was issued, and had been documented in the deed used to transfer the North End 

Barracks areas of the Depot. Part of the purpose of the ROD was to formalize and document the Army's 

intention to impose the existing LUC on the North End Barracks Area- SEAD-41 under CERCLA. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") dated December 2006 implemented land use 

controls for the SEAD PIO/Warehousing Area. Addendum 2 expanded the LUC RD from the 

PIO/Warehouse Area to include sites that are in the area formerly known as the North Barracks Area, and 

applied the SEAD LUC RD enforcement, modification, and termination provisions to SEAD-41. 

SEAD-41 and the North Barracks Area was transferred to the SCIOA prior to the issuance of the ROD 

signed on July 3, 2007 and an Environmental Easement was not required. A deed was used to document 

the transfer of land to SCIOA, and the existing deed provisions ensure the property is used in a manner 

consistent with the above LUC Objectives. 

In the deed, the Army notified SCIOA that groundwater contamination had been identified in the vicinity 

of the former Building 718. The reported level ofTPH (690 ppb) exceeds the New York State Public Water 

System standards for unspecified organic contamination of 100 ppb. Under New York regulations, future 

owners or occupants of the area would need to confirm the quality and acceptability of the groundwater as 

a source of potable water before it could be used for such a purpose. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LU Cs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 
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3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-41 recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 

which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 

functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data was reviewed as part of the FYR Process . 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-41 was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by the 

approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made dming the site inspection: 

• no prohibited facilities were present or had been constructed at the site and no access to, or use of, 

groundwater was evident. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

During the site inspection, the Hillside Children 's Center maintenance manager confirmed that the facility 

was using the public water supply. 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by the completed ROD for SEAD-41 have been completed and 

documented. No continuing active remediation is required for SEAD-41. Based on a review of the LUC 

RD Addendum 2, transfer deed and the FYR site visit conducted between June 1 and June 3, 2015 , the 
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remedy is functioning as intended by the decision documents. 

The remedy implemented at the SEAD-41 currently is protective of human health and the environment 

because: 

• a LUC that notifies future land owners of contaminated groundwater and requirement to meet all 

applicable laws and regulations should the owner decide to access and use the groundwater. In 

addition, SEAD-41 has a groundwater use deed restriction that is more stringent than the land use 

control. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-41. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 
objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RAOs used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since completion of remedial action activities and implementation of ICs/LUCs that would affect 

the protectiveness of the remedy selected for SEAD-41 . 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 
protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the RODs 

for SEAD-41. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of the site that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of human health and the 

environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LU Cs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for SEAD-41 is protective of the environment and protects human health. 

Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source area 

contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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Attachment W-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

SEAD-41 Building 718 Boiler Plant Slowdown Leaching Pit 
PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

2015 Site Visit Photo 1 

Status as of: 6/1/15 Photo ID: IMG_6619.JPG 
Description: SEAD-41 

__ -:::;::::::-
~~ 

1 - 7 Approximate Site 
L- _ ...J Boundary 

Photo Viewing 
Direction 

SEAD-41 is located within the 
Institutional /Tra ining Are~ Parq:I _. 

Status as of: 6/1/15 Photo ID: IMG_6616.JPG 
Description: SEAD-41 

/ 

LOCATION: SEAD--41 , Seneca Army Depot 
CLIENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers - - - . - - -

ICPSJ.H4iiijf~. Jtf, .. ,._,,,._tji<,_·. C_,:Y:IJ 

Bing.com (Microsoft) Aerial of SEAD-41; actual 
date of aerial photo is unknown, but based on 
observable features at SEDA it may be from 
Spring 2010. 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale) 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checldist 

I. SITE INFOR.lVIATION 

Site name: SEAD - J../ 

Location and Region: 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
D Landfill cover/containment 
D Access controls 
Ill(rnstitutional controls 
D Groundwater pump and treahnent 
D Surface water collection and treatment 

Date of inspection: June 2015 

EPA ID: NY021382083 0 

Weather/temperature: 

Signature: 

D Monitored natural attenuation 
D Groundwater containment 
D Vertical barrier walls 

~ 

D Other ___________ --ft::--'--:,il~-:-:-1t.i,rl-=---=-=~?17'r-1m'l''=i-F1'1A'r.~<"'.'.;':h' .-?<rrr.;~;r.c:.., 

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached 

Name Title 
Interviewed D at site □ at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached _____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff -------------
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office □ by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact ____________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact ____________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ____________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

The Garbage Disposal Area at SEAD-64B is located immediately north of Ovid Road near Building 2086 

in the southern end of SEDA. SEAD-64B was used for garbage disposal from 1974 to 1979, which 

con-esponds to a period when the Depot's solid waste incinerator was not in operation. It appears that one 

or two truckloads of household waste were disposed at SEAD-64B based on the size of the fill area and 

amount of debris observed. 

1.2 Initial Response 

SEAD-64B is a historic landfill that is subject to regulation under the State of New York's Solid Waste 

Management Regulations (see 6 NYCRR Pa.rt 360). As a historic solid waste landfill, the site was subject 

to final closure in accordance with requirements of 6 NYCRR Part 360 in effect as of August 28, 1977. 

Once solid waste disposal ceased at SEAD-64B in the late 1970s, the Army applied a permanent soil cover 

over the disposed waste and allowed the area to revegetate naturally. The field investigation at SEAD-64B 

included an ESI performed in 1994. The former landfill continues to be covered and has an established 

vegetative covering. The Army requested formal closure of this histmic landfill from the NYSDEC in letters 

dated May 24, 2005 and August 14, 2006. In a letter dated September 11 , 2006, the NYSDEC agreed that 

SEAD-64B and SEAD-64D are closed under the New York Solid Waste Regulations. 

No action subsequent to the installation of the landfill cap has been performed at SEAD-64B. 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-64B to ensure land use remains protective of site users. The training area 

classification for SEAD-64B suggests that the area will be used in a manner consistent with light industrial 

areas. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

Complete analytical results from the ESI investigation are presented in "Decision Document - Mini Risk 

Assessment SEAD 9, 27, 28, 32, 33, 34, 43, 44A, 44B , 52, 56, 58, 62, 64A, 64B, 64C, 64D, 66, 68, 69, 70, 

and 120B," Final (Parsons, 2002a). 

No COCs were identified for SEAD-64B . 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-64B there a.re no human health cancer risks above the 

CERCLA cancer risk management range of 1 x 10-4 to 1 x 10-6, and the calculated non-cancer HI for all 

receptors are less than 1.0. The cancer and non-cancer risks for all future potential receptors under the 

Conservation/Recreation land use scenario and exposure routes for SEAD-64B were evaluated during the 

risk assessment. A summary of the risk assessment results is presented in Table 7-11 of the ROD (Parsons, 

2007a), and a full discussion is included in the "Decision Document - Mini Risk Assessment" (Parsons, 

2002a). 

An ecological risk assessments were completed and no COCs were identified. 
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2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

A ROD titled "Seventeen SWMU Requiring Land Use Controls (SEADs 13, 39, 40, 41, 43/56/69, 44A, 

44B, 52, 62, 64B, 64C, 64D, 67, 122B, and122E)" signed on July 3, 2007 requires the establishment of ICs. 

The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a LUC that prohibits unauthorized 

excavation and maintenance of the existing soil cover 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") dated December 2006 implements LU Cs for 

the SEAD "Pill/Warehouse Area". Addendum 2 expanded the LUC RD from the PID area to include sites 

that are in the area formerly known as the Conservation Area and the Airfield parcels. SEAD-64B is located 

on the property formerly known as the Conservation Area Parcel. 

An Environmental Easement for SEAD-64B was recorded prior to the transfer of SEAD-64B from the 

federal government and was recorded in the Seneca County Clerk's office on June 10, 2011. 

SEAD-64B as transferred to the SCIDA with a Quitclaim Deed executed on May 27, 2011. The 

Conversation Area parcel property was transferred with the land use restrictions, consistent with the LUC 

Objectives as defined in the LUC RD. The deed for the Pill/Warehouse Area incorporated by reference the 

land use restrictions set forth in the Environmental Easement. 

As the selected remedies do not allow unrestricted use and unlimited exposures, the Army or its successors 

are required to complete a review of the selected remedies at least once every five years, in accordance with 

Section 121(c) of the CERCLA. The selected LUC remedy is reviewed in accordance with this inspection 

frequency; the LUCs are inspected as part of the FYR and on an annual basis. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-64B recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 
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which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 

functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents , data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR Process. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-64B was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by 

the approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• no prohibited facilities were present or had been constructed at the site and no unauthorized 

excavations or digging were evident. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Since SEAD-64B is uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during the Five-Year 

Review process for SEAD-64B. 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by the completed ROD for SEAD-64B have been completed and 

documented. No continuing active remediation is required for SEAD-64B . Based on a review of the LUC 

RD Addendum 2, Environmental Easements, transfer deeds, and the FYR site visit conducted between June 

1 and June 3, 2015, the remedy is functioning as intended by the decision documents . 

The remedy implemented at SEAD-64B currently is protective of human health and the environment 

because: 

• a LUC that prevents unauthorized excavation, and preserves the maintenance of the existing soil 

cover. 
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The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-64B. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 
objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RA Os used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since implementation of LUCs that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 
protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the ROD 

for SEAD-64B. On-going remedial monitoring activities include periodic evaluations of the effectiveness 

of the remedy. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of the site that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of human health and the 

environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for SEAD-64B is protective of the environment and protects human health. 

Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source area 

contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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Attachment X-1 
5 Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 
SEAD-64B Garbage Disposal Area 

PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection LOCATION: SEAD-64B, Seneca Army Depot 
CLIENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers PROJECT#: 748662 

I - 1 Approximate Site Boundary 
L--...J 

Status as of: 6/1 /15 
Description: SEAD-64B 

Photo Viewing 
Direction 

Photo ID: IM_6576.JPG 

·, 

·---- ......... 

Status as of: 6/1/15 Photo ID: IM_6577.JPG ·-~ 
Photo ID: IM_6581.JPG Description: SEAD-64B 

N~I 
l 

SEDA Overall Map 
(no scale) 

SEAD-64B is located within the 
Training Area Parcel. 

Bing.com (Microsoft) Birds Eye Aerial of 
SEAD-64B; actual date of aerial photo is 
unknown, but based on observable features 
at SEDA it may be from Spring 2007. 

~~~-! ~~~-::.:=:=:--~~~~ -,·· .1-, ... ~ ~ .t . ... ~ "t.,\ , , 

~=~it~~~~~ . · - >-~~~ 



Final 
Seneca Army Depot Activity 

ATTACHMENT 2 

Site Inspection Checklist 

Five-Year Review 

November 2017 Page X-7 
P:\PlliProjccts\Huntsville Cont W912DY-08-D-0003\TO# 15 - L TM and LUC\LUC Jnspections\LUC 5 Year Review 20 I 5\Final\Text\r5\Appendix X - SEAD-64B 
F.docx 

• 



SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEAD - {, L{J:, 
Location and Region: aAA 
Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
D Landfill cover/containment 
D Access controls 

krnstitutional controls 
D Groundwater pump and treatment 
D Surface water collection and treatment 

Date of inspection: June F, 2015 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Weather/temperature: ~ 

Signature: 

D Monitored natural attenuation 
0 Grow1dwater containment 
0 Vertical ban · r 1alls 

D Other·---- -----------1U2....Jlt.l!'.QJ~ ~~~~~ ~'::J-)~~~ ~--.,,t<,' 

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached 0 Site map attached 

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

Name Title Date 
Interviewed D at site D at office O by phone Phone no. 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached _____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff -------------
Name Title Date 

Interviewed □ at site □ at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; 0 Report attached ____________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact ____________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached _ ___________________ _ 

Agency _________ ___ _ 
Contact ____________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ____________________ _ 

4 . Other interviews (optional) □ Report attached. 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

SEAD-64D covers an area located between West Patrol Road and the railroad tracks located to the west 

along North-South Baseline Road in the southwestern portion of SEDA. Portions of SEAD-64D were used 

for garbage disposal from 1974 to 1979 when the SEDA solid waste incinerator was not in operation. The 

type of waste disposed at SEAD-64D was primarily household waste, although according to information 

contained in the "SWMU Classification Report, Final" (Parsons, 1994a) and conditions observed during 

test pitting, construction debris was also disposed of at SEAD-64D. 

1.2 Initial Response 

SEAD-64D is a historic solid waste management unit (historic landfill) that is subject to regulation under 

the State of New York's Solid Waste Management Regulations (see 6 NYCRR Part 360). The Army ceased 

use of this unit in the late 1970s. As a historic solid waste landfill, the site was subject to final closure in 

accordance with requirements of 6 NYCRR Part 360 in effect as of August 28, 1977. 

Once solid waste disposal ceased at SEAD-64D in the late 1970s, the Army applied a permanent soil cover 

over the disposed waste and allowed the area to revegetate naturally. The former landfill continues to be 

covered and has an established vegetative covering. The Army requested formal closure of the historic 

landfill from the NYSDEC in letters dated May 24, 2005 and August 14, 2006. In a letter dated September 

11, 2006, the NYSDEC agreed that SEAD-64B and SEAD-64D are closed under the New York Solid Waste 

Regul ations. 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-64D to ensure land use remains protective of site users . The training area 

classification for SEAD-64D suggests that the area will be used in a manner consistent with light industrial 

areas. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

The field investigation at SEAD-64D included an ESI that was pe1formed in 1994. During the ESI, soil, 

and groundwater samples were collected at SEAD-64D and submitted for chemical analysis. All samples 

were analyzed for TCL VOCs, SVOCs, pesticides/PCBs, T AL metals , and cyanide according to the 

NYSDEC CLP SOW. Complete analytical results from the ESI are presented in "Decision Document -

Mini Risk Assessment SEAD 9, 27, 28, 32, 33, 34, 43, 44A, 44B, 52, 56, 58, 62, 64A, 64B , 64C, 64D, 66, 

68, 69, 70, and 120B," Final (Parsons, 2002a). Summaries of the soil and groundwater results were 

presented in Table 6-30 and 6-31 of the ROD (Parsons, 2007a), respectively. 

No COCs were identified for SEAD-64D. 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-64D there are no human health cancer 1isks above the 

CERCLA cancer 1isk management range of 1 x 10-4 to 1 x 10-6, and the calculated non-cancer HI for the 

construction worker is less than 1.0. Table 7-13 in the ROD (Parsons, 2007a) summarizes the calculated 
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cancer and non-cancer Iisks for all future potential receptors under the Conservation/Recreation land use 

scenario and exposure routes considered in the risk assessment conducted at SEAD-64D in 2001 and 2002. 

The HI is equal to or greater than 1 for the park worker (Hl=3) and the recreational child visitor (Hl=l). 

The elevated HI for both receptors was due solely to ingestion of groundwater, and the elevated 

concentrations of metals in the groundwater samples associated with observed elevated turbidity levels. If 

the groundwater pathway was eliminated, the non-cancer risk would be reduced to within acceptable levels. 

An ecological Iisk assessments was completed and no COCs were identified. 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

A ROD titled "Seventeen SWMU Requiring Land Use Controls ( SEADs 13, 39, 40, 41, 43/56/69, 44A, 

44B, 52, 62, 64B, 64C, 64D, 67, 122B, andl22E)" signed on July 3, 2007 requires the establishment ofICs. 

The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a LUC that prohibits access to and use of 

groundwater at the AOCs until its quality allows for unrestlicted use and unlimited exposures ; 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoling, and reporting on a LUC that prohibits unautholized 

excavation; and 

• Maintain the integrity of any current or future remedial or monitoring system and maintain the 

existing soil cover 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") dated December 2006 implements LUCs for 

the SEAD "Pill/Warehouse Area". Addendum 2 expanded the LUC RD from the Pill area to include sites 

that are in the area formerly known as the Conservation Area and the Airfield parcels, and applies the SEAD 

LUC RD enforcement, modification, and termination provisions to SEAD-64D. SEAD 64D is located on 

the property formerly known as the Conservation Area Parcel. 

An Environmental Easement for SEAD-64D was recorded prior to the transfer of SEAD-64D from the 

federal government and was recorded in the Seneca County Clerk's office on June 10, 2011. 

SEAD-64D as transferred to the SCillA with a Quitclaim Deed executed on May 27, 2011. The 

Conversation Area parcel property was transferred with the land use restlictions, consistent with the LUC 

Objectives as defined in the LUC RD. The deed for the Pill/Warehouse Area incorporated by reference the 

land use restrictions set forth in the Environmental Easement. 

As the selected remedies do not allow unrestricted use and unlimited exposures, the Army or its successors 

are required to complete a review of the selected remedies at least once every five years, in accordance with 

Section 12l(c) of the CERCLA. The selected LUC remedy is reviewed in accordance with this inspection 

frequency; the LUCs are inspected as part of the FYR and on an annual basis. 
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2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-64D recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 dming 

which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 

functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data were reviewed as part of the FYR Process. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-64D was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by 

the approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• no prohibited facilities were present or had been constructed at the site and no access to, or use of, 

groundwater was evident. 

• no unauthorized excavations or evidence of digging were observed. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Since SEAD-64D is uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during the Five-Year 

Review process for SEAD-64D. 
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4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC pe1formance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by the completed ROD for SEAD-64B have been completed and 

documented. No continuing active remediation is required for SEAD-64B. Based on a review of the LUC 

RD Addendum 2 Environmental Easements, transfer deeds, and the FYR site visit conducted between June 

1 and June 3, 2015, the remedy is functioning as intended by the decision documents . 

The remedy implemented at SEAD-64D currently is protective of human health and the environment 

because: 

• a LUC that prevents access to, and use of, groundwater within the identified AOCs has been 

implemented and currently is being maintained, monitored and reported upon periodically; 

• a second LUC that prevents unauthorized excavation, and preserves the maintenance of the existing 

soil cover. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-64D 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RAOs used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since implementation of LUCs that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy for SEAD-64D. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 
protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the ROD 

for SEAD-64D. On-going remedial monitoring activities include periodic evaluations of the effectiveness 

of the remedy. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of the site that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of human health and the 

environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LU Cs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 
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5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for SEAD-64D is protective of the environment and protects human health. 

Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source area 

contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

Bing.com (Microsoft) Birds Eye Aerial of SEAD-64D; actual date of aerial photo is 
unknown, but based on observable features at SEDA it may be from Spring 2007. 

2015 Site Visit Photo 1 

Attachment Y-1 
5 Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 
SEAD-64D Garbage Disposal Area 

--

--·-

LOCATION: SEAD-64D, Seneca Army Depot 
CLIENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

SEAD-64D is located within the 
Training Area Parcel. 

---. 
Status as of 6/1/15 Photo ID: IMG 6581 .JPG 
Description: SEAD-64D -

'- 2015 Site Visit Photo 3 
'-

'-
'-

'-
. '-

'-
'-

' ' ·, 
'-

Status as of: 6/1/15 Photo ID: IMG_6583.JPG 
Description: SEAD-64D 

I - l Approximate Site Boundary .___ .... 

~ Photo Viewing 
Direction 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Location and Region: 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Inc.ludcs: (Check all that apply) 
D Landfill cover/containment 
□ Access controls 
):i('Institutional controls 
D Groundwater pump and treatment 
CJ Surface water col,l~tion(and trea 1en 
~Other A,btl,.. 

Attachments: 

Date of inspection: .June £ 2015 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Signature: 

D Monitored natural attenuation 
D Groundwater containment 
D Vertical barrier walls 

D Site map attached 

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

1. O&M site manager ___________ _ 
Name Title 

Interviewed □ at site □ at office □ by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Date 

Problems, suggestions; □ Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff __________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; □ Report attached ___________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police departmeµt, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ___________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

Agency ___________ _ 

Contact ------------
Name Title Date Phone no. 

Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ___________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 

UtJZ. 

~ 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

The Ash Landfill site is located along the western boundary of SEDA. The site is bounded on the north by 

Cemetery Road, on the east by a SEDA railroad line, on the south by open grassland and brush, and on the 

west by the Depot's boundary. The Ash Landfill site was initially estimated to encompass an area of 

approximately 130 acres. This larger area was investigated to ensure that no previously unknown waste 

disposal areas were overlooked. Following the remedial investigation, the area of the Ash Landfill site was 

refocused to an area of approximately 23 acres. This area is comprised of five AOCs including: Incinerator 

Cooling Water Pond (SEAD-3), the Ash Landfill (SEAD-6), the Non-Combustible Fill Landfill (NCFL) 

(SEAD-8), the Refuse Burning Pits (SEAD-14), and the Abandoned Solid Waste Incinerator Building · 

(SEAD-15). The Debris Piles are located near SEAD-14. The Ash Landfill (SEAD-6) also includes a 

groundwater plume that emanates from the northern western side of the landfill area (Parsons, 2005c). 

From 1941 to 1974, household trash and depot refuse was burned in a series of Refuse Burning Pits near 

the Abandoned Incinerator Building (Building 2207) . During approximately this same period (1941 until 

the late 1950s or early 1960s) the ash from the Refuse Burning Pits was buried in the Ash Landfill. The 

Incinerator Building was built in 1974. Between 1974 and 1979, materials intended for disposal were 

transported to the incinerator. The source for the refuse was domestic waste from Depot activities and 

family housing. Large items that could not be burned were disposed of at the NCFL. The NCFL is located 

southeast of the Incinerator Building (immediately south of the SEDA railroad line). The NCFL was used 

as a disposal site for non-combustible materials, including construction debris, from 1969 until 1977. Ash 

and other residues from the incinerator were temporarily disposed of in the Incinerator Cooling Water Pond 

immediately north of the Incinerator Building. Approximately every 18 months, when the pond filled, the 

fly ash and residues were removed, transported, and buried in the adjacent Ash Landfill, east of the Cooling 

Pond. A fire destroyed the incinerator in May 1979, and the landfill was subsequently closed. A vegetative 

cover, comprised of native soils and grasses, was observed over the Ash Landfill during the 1994 RI 

(Parsons ES, 1994c). 

1.2 Initial Response 

Prior to the listing of SEDA on the NPL, two removal actions were performed at the Ash Landfill. The first 

action was the removal of a former 1000-gallon underground storage tank (UST) that was used to store 

heating oil and was located on the east side of the abandoned Incinerntor Building. The second, a Non-Time 

Critical Removal Action (NTCRA), was conducted by the Army in 1994/1995 and consisted of the 

excavation and thermal treatment of soil impacted with VOCs (Parsons, 2005c). 

As part of a demonstration study, a 650-foot long permeable reactive iron wall (zero valent iron [ZVI]) was 

installed near the western property line of the Ash Landfill AOC (ETI, 2001). A pilot study was performed 

by Parsons and the Army from July 2005 to February 2006 to show that the use of mulch as the selected 

wall medium (i.e. biowalls) would effectively control migration of groundwater contaminants at the site. 

The components and findings of the mulch biowall pilot study, which serve as the basis of design for the 

biowalls is presented in the "Evaluation Report for the Mulch Biowalls at the Ash Landfill" submitted as 
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an appendix of the "Draft Remedial Design Work Plan for the Ash Landfill Operable Unit" (Parsons, 2006a, 

b). 

Since a wall material other than iron was selected, the Army conducted a review of the remedy's 

effectiveness one year after the walls are installed. Subsequent annual reviews were performed until the 

first FYR. The typical FYR schedule followed thereafter. 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

The ptimary COCs at the Ash Landfill site are VOCs, including chlorinated and aromatic compounds, 

SVOCs (mainly PAHs), and, to a lesser degree, metals. The COCs are believed to have been released to the 

environment during former activities conducted at the Ash Landfill OU. The source of the VOCs was most 

likely the three alleged solvent dump areas located at the "Bend in the Road" area northwest of the Ash 

Landfill site. The source of the VQCs that were allegedly disposed in this area is unknown. 

The primary media investigated at the Ash Landfill site included soil (from soil borings and test pits) , 

groundwater, and surface water and sediment (from Kendaia Creek and on-site wetlands and drainage 

swales). Based on these investigations, soil and groundwater were found to be the media that were the most 

significantly impacted by a release of chemicals on-site. 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The ri sk assessment concluded that at Ash Landfill there are no human health cancer risks above the 

CERCLA cancer risk management range of I x 10-4 to 1 x 10·6, and the calculated non-cancer HI for all 

receptors are less than 1.0 under the cmTent and expected receptor scenaiios. 

The carcinogenic risks for potential future residents using groundwater for d1inking at SEDA is 1.4 x 10-3, 

and the HI is 3 .2. Although risks exist for potential future residents using groundwater for drinking at 

SEDA, the LRA does not intend to use this land for residential purposes. The future intended use for the 

site has been determined by the LRA as a conservation/recreation area. 

An ecological risk assessment performed based on the site soils, surface water, and sediment suggested a 

slightly elevated ecological risk due to the presence of heavy metals. However, the criteria for these media 

are not considered ARARs since none of the crite1ia are promulgated standards. NYSDEC and federal 

A WQSs, which are promulgated standards for Kendaia Creek, are considered ARARs . No exceedances of 

the A WQSs were observed for downstream samples from Kendaia Creek, which is classified by NYSDEC 

as a Class C stream. 

Metal exceedances were identified for ecological guidelines and reported literature values for on-site soil, 

sediment, and smface water. The actual ecological risk caused by these exceedances is not readily 

observable. Phase I and Phase II field evaluations for the RI included fish trapping and counting, benthic 

macroinvertebrate sampling and counting, and small mammal species sampling and counting. The results 

of the Phase I data collection did not indicate stressed biological or plant communities. 
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2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The ROD titled "Record of Decision for the Ash Landfill Operable Unit" (Parsons, 2004) requires the 

establishment of ICs. The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Excavation and off-site disposal of debris piles and establishment and maintenance of a vegetative 

soil cover for the Ash Landfill and the NCFL for source control; 

• Installation of three in-situ permeable reactive barrier walls, and maintenance of the proposed walls 

and the existing wall for migration control of the groundwater plume; 

• A Contingency Plan would be developed to include one of the following options; 

provision of an alternative water supply for potential downgradient receptors (farmhouse) or 

air sparging of the plume in the event that groundwater conditions downgradient of the 

recommended remedial action described above exceed trigger values. 

• LUCs to attain the RAOs; and, 

• Completion of a review of the selected remedy every five-years (at minimum), in accordance with 

Section 121 ( c) of the CERCLA. If a wall material other than iron is selected, the Army would 

conduct a review of the remedy's effectiveness one year after the walls are installed. Subsequent 

annual reviews will be performed until the first FYR. The typical FYR schedule will be followed 

thereafter. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") dated December 2006 implements land use 

controls for the SEAD Pill/Warehouse Area. Addendum 3 (USACE, 2008b) expanded the LUC RD from 

the Pill/Warehousing area to include sites that are in the area known as the Ash Landfill (SEADs-3, 6, 8, 

14, and 15). The Ash Landfill is located on the property formerly known as the Conservation Area Parcel. 

The RA was completed in October and November 2006 in accordance with the ROD for the Ash Landfill 

OU (Parsons, 2004c), the Remedial Design Work Plan (Parsons, 2006b), and the RDR (Parsons, 2006c). 

The RA involved the following: 

• Installation of three dual biowall systems, Al/ A2, B 1/B2, and Cl/C2, to address VOCs in 

groundwater that exceed NYSDEC's Class GA groundwater standards; 

• Construction and establishment of a 12-inch vegetative cover over the Ash Landfill and the NCFL 

to prevent ecological receptors from coming into direct contact with the underlying soils that are 

contaminated with metals and PAHs; 

• Excavation and disposal of Debris Piles A, B, and C; and 

• Re-grading of the Incinerator Cooling Water Pond to promote positive drainage. 
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The LUC performance objectives for SEADs 3/6/8/14/15 are to: 

• Prevent access to or use of the groundwater until cleanup levels are met; 

• Maintain the integrity of any current or future remedial or monitoring system such as monitoring 

wells and impermeable reactive barriers; 

• Prohibit excavation of the soil or construction of inhabitable structures (temporary or permanent) 

above the area of the existing groundwater plume; and 

• Maintain the vegetative soil layer over the ash fill areas and the NCFL to limit ecological contact 

(Parsons, 2005c). 

An Environmental Easement for the Ash Landfill was recorded in the Seneca County Clerk's office on June 

10, 2011. 

The Ash Landfill as part of the "PID Retained Parcels" was transfened to the SCIDA with a Quitclaim 

Deed executed on May 27, 20 I 1. The Ash Landfill was transferred with the land use restrictions, consistent 

with the LUC Objectives as defined in the LUC RD. The deed for the Pill/Warehousing Area incorporated 

by reference the land use restiictions set forth in the Environmental Easement. 

As the selected remedies do not allow unrestricted use and unlimited exposures, the Army or its successors 

are required to complete a review of the selected remedies at least once every five years, in accordance with 

Section 12 l(c) of the CERCLA. The selected LUC remedy is reviewed in accordance with this inspection 

frequency; the LUCs are inspected as part of the FYR and on an annual basis. 

As part of the RA at the Ash Landfill OU, post-closure operations include LTM. Groundwater monitoring 

is required as part of the remedial design, which was formulated to comply with the ROD. The groundwater 

LUCs are to continue until such time that the concentration of hazardous substances in the groundwater 

have been reduced to levels that allow for unlimited exposure and unrestricted use. Intrusive restrictions 

for those areas requiring a vegetative soil cover will continue indefinitely. These land use controls will be 

implemented over the area of the groundwater plume, NCFL, and the Ash Landfill, as shown on Figure 1-

1 of the ROD (Parsons, 2004c). 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Biowall process monitoring wells (MWT-26, MWT-27, MWT-28 , MWT-29, and MWT-23) will 

be monitored on a semi-annual basis. Each year a recharge evaluation will be completed. As stated 

in the RDR (Parsons, 2006b), if a recharge is conducted, MWT-26, MWT-27, and MWT-29 would 

be excluded from the LTM program, as detailed in Figure 12 (Parsons, 2011e). MWT-28 and 

MWT-23 will continue to be monitored as part of the performance monitoring wells to supplement 
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data that will be used to determine whether additional biowall recharge is required. The recharge 

evaluation(s) conducted each year after the first biowall recharge would review the chemical and 

geochemical data at MWT-28 and MWT-23, and determine if the contaminant increase is a result 

of poor biowall performance or due to other issues such as seasonal variations in groundwater 

levels, unusual precipitation events, or desorption and back diffusion. 

• Performance monitoring wells (PT-17, PT-18A, PT-22, PT-24, MWT-7, MWT-22, MWT-24, and 

MWT-25) will continue to be monitored on a semi-annual basis in a manner consistent with the 

Year 3 LTM program. In the three years of LTM events at the Ash Landfill OU, the concentrations 

of COCs, specifically Trichloroethylene (TCE), in the wells downgradient of the source area (near 

PT-l 8A) have decreased. 

• The off-site performance monitoring well (MW-56) will continue to be monitored on a semiannual 

basis. 

• The vegetative covers at the Ash Landfill and the NCFL will be inspected annually to ensure that 

they remain intact and protective of ecological receptors. 

• The frequency of monitoring and the need to recharge the biowalls will be reviewed in the annual 

report submitted after the completion of the fourth year of LTM, based on the process outlined in 

Figure 7-3 of the RDR (Parsons, 2006a). 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-3/6/8/14/15 recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 

which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LUCs are 

functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

There have been eighteen rounds of groundwater monitoring conducted at the Ash Landfill which have 

been documented in eight LTM reports. 

These Annual Reports review the results of the LTM program as part of the ongoing evaluation of the 

remedy and provide conclusions and recommendations about the effectiveness of the remedial action, 

including the groundwater remedy and the vegetative landfill covers. 
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Based on the results of the long-term monitoring at the Ash Landfill since the installation of the full-scale 

biowalls , the Army has made the following conclusions: 

• Trichloroethylene (TCE) within the biowalls remains below or close to detection limits; 

• TCE, cis-Dichloroethylene (cis-DCE), and Vinyl Chloride (VC) are present in the groundwater at 

the site at concentrations above respective Class GA groundwater standards; 

• Chemical results indicate that the concentrations of chlorinated ethenes are decreasing as they pass 

through the biowall systems; 

• Geochemical parameters indicate that groundwater redox conditions are conducive for reductive 

dechlorination to occur within the biowalls; 

• Concentrations of chlorinated ethenes at off-site well MW-56 are below Class GA groundwater 

standards; 

• Continued monitoring is required to determine trends in concentrations of COCs at MWT-22, PT-

22, PT-17, and MWT-7; 

• Recharge of the biowalls is not necessary at this time; 

• The remedial action continues to meets the requirements of the USEPA's "operating properly and 

successfully" designation; and 

• The Army will continue to monitor the performance of the biowall system, including semi-annual 

periodic evaluations of the potential need to recharge the biowalls. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

The five SEADs (SEADs 3, 6, 8, 14, and 15) comprise the Ash Landfill OU were inspected between June 

1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by the approved RODs are being maintained. 

FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and completed FYR site inspection checklists are 

contained in Attachment 2. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No prohibited facilities were present or had been constructed at the site and no access to, or use of, 

groundwater was evident. 

• The integrity of the current remedial and monitoring system, including permeable reactive baniers 

and monitoring wells, was found to be intact; and 

• Landfill covers/containment features were in place and operating as designed and no damage to the 

cover/containment was observed. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• Recent inspection of the vegetative covers at the Ash Landfill and the NCFL continue to indicate 

that the covers are preventing ecological receptors from contacting the underlying soil; therefore, 

there is no risk to the environment. 
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The site inspection confirmed that no prohibited excavation has occun-ed, no prohibited facilities have been 

constructeq, and no access to or use of groundwater was evident. Maintenance of the vegetative soil layer 

over the ash fill areas and the NCFL appears to be adequate to limit ecological contact. The integrity of the 

impermeable reactive barriers appears to be adequate. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Since the Ash Landfill is uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during the FYR 

process for the Ash Landfill 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, environmental easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by completed RODs for AOCs within the Ash Landfill OU have been 

completed and documented. Long Term Remedy Maintenance and Monitoring activities are being 

conducted as required in the Ash Landfill OU. Based on a review of the RDR (Parsons, 2006c), LTM 

Reports, LUCs RD, environmental easement, transfer deed, and the FYR site visit conducted between June 

1 and 3, 2015, all remedies are functioning as intended by the decisions documents. 

The remedy implemented at Ash Landfill AOCs (SEADs 3, 6, 8, 14, and 15) currently is protecting human 

health and the environment because: 

• The remedy action required by the ROD has been conducted and completed, and the results of the 

implemented remedial action has been reported to, and accepted by the USEPA and the NYSDEC. 

• the permeable reactive barrier walls installed to intercept and treat the contaminated groundwater 

plume identified within the OU have been shown to be operating properly and successfully and are 

promoting the reduction of the primary plume contaminant's (trichloroethene) concentrations in 

groundwater without allowing breakdown-product contaminants (vinyl chloride, dichloroethene, 

etc.) to spread beyond the bounds of the OU at levels that threaten groundwater supplies; 

• the integrity of the existing monitoring wells and permeable reactive barrier walls is being 

monitored and maintained; 

• soil covers installed over the Ash Landfill and the NCFL have re-vegetated and have been observed 

to be in good repair with only minor indications of small animal burrow at limited locations; 

• the former abandoned incinerator (Building 2207, SEAD-15) has been demolished and the 

associated demolition debris has been removed from the OU and disposed at an off-site landfill; 

• new construction of temporary or permanent inhabitable buildings or structures has not occurred. 
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The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for Ash Landfill. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes . The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RA Os used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid (Attachment 3) . There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical 

conditions of the site since completion of remedial action activities and implementation of LU Cs that would 

affect the protectiveness of the remedy selected for the Pill/Warehouse Area of the former SEDA. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the RODs 

for SEAD-3/6/8/14/15 and the Pill/Warehousing Areas. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup 

levels, and RAOs used at the time of the remedy are still valid . There have been no changes in the physical 

conditions of the site that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain 

protective of human health and the environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. 

Based on this FYR and the first nine years of long-term monitoring at the Ash Landfill OU, the Army 

recommends continuing the semi-annual frequency of monitoring. The recommendations for LTM dming 

year nine of monitoring are as follows: 

• Biowall process monitoring wells (MWT-26, MWT-27, MWT-28, MWT-29, and MWT-23) will 

be monitored on a semi-annual basis. Each year a recharge evaluation will be completed. As stated 

in the RDR (Parsons, 2006b), if a recharge is conducted, MWT-26, MWT-27, and MWT-29 would 

be excluded from the LTM program, as detailed in Figure 12. MWT-28 and MWT-23 will continue 

to be monitored as part of the performance monitoring wells to supplement data that will be used 

to determine whether additional biowall recharge is required. The recharge evaluation(s) conducted 

each year after the first biowall recharge would review the chemical and geochemical data at MWT-

28 and MWT-23, and determine if the contaminant increase is a result of poor biowall performance 

or due to other issues such as seasonal variations in groundwater levels, unusual precipitation 

events, or desorption and back diffusion; 

• Performance monitoring wells (PT-17, PT-18A, PT-22, PT-24, MWT-7, MWT-22, MWT-24, and 

MWT-25) will continue to be monitored on a semi-annual basis in a manner consistent with the 

Year 3 LTM program. In the eight years of LTM events at the Ash Landfil l OU, the concentrations 

of COCs in the wells downgraclient of the source area (near PT-18A) have decreased; 

• The off-site performance monitoring well (MW-56) will continue to be monitored on a semi-annual 

basis; 
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• The vegetative covers at the Ash Landfill and the NCFL will be inspected annually to ensure that 

they remain intact and protective of ecological receptors; and 

• The frequency of monitoring and the need to recharge the biowalls will be reviewed in the annual 

report submitted after the completion of the tenth year of LTM. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for Ash Landfill and Pill/Warehousing Areas is protective of the environment 

and protects human health. Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental 

receptors from source area contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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Attachment Z-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

Ash Landfill Operable Unit including SEADs 3, 6, 8, 14, & 15 
2015 Site Visit Photo 3 

PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 7478662 

Ash Landfill is located within the Development Reserve/Training Area Parcel. 

r- - -, . . I, Photo Viewing L _ J Approximate Site Boundary ~ Direction 

2015 Site Visit Photo 1 

' 

Description: View of Biowall C. 

·, 
\, 

'\ 

\ 

Bing .-com (Microsoft) Aerial of Ash Landfill ; actual date of 
aerial photo is unknown, but based on observable features 
at SEDA it may be from Spring 2010. 

--- --- ---- --------------

LOCATION: Ash Landfill, Seneca Army Depot 
CLIENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

Ash Landfill Operable Unit consists of: 
- SEAD-3 Incinerator Cooling Water Pond 
- SEAD-6 Abandoned Ash Landfill 
- SEAD-8 Non-Combustible Fil l Area 
- SEAD-14 Refuse Burning Pits (2 units) 
- SEAD-15 Abandoned Solid Waste 
Incinerator Building 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale) 
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ATTACHMENT 2 

Site Inspection Checklist 

Five-Year Review 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Location and Region: 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
D Landfill cover/contaimnent 
□ Access controls 

)!it"Institutional controls 
D Groundwater pump and treatment 
D Surface wateJ fOllection and eatme 

)l( Other /Vo V 

Attachments: 

Date of inspection: June ~ 2015 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Weather/temperature: 

Signature: 

/''!&Monitored natural attenuation 
D Groundwater containment 
D Vertical barrier walls 

II. INTERVIBWS (Check all that apply) 

1. O&M site manager ____________ _ 
Name Title 

Interviewed D at site □ at office D by phone Phone no. 
Date 

Problems, suggestions; D Report attached _____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff -------------
Name Title Date 

Interviewed □ at site □ at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; □ Report attached ____________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ____________ _ 

Contact -------------
Name Title Date Phone no. 

Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact -------------

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ____________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 



SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEAD ,.. 

Location and Region: 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
D Landfill cover/containment 
_ □,.Access controls 
~nstitutional controls 
□ Groundwater pump and treatment 

Date of inspection: June , 2015 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Weather/temperature: C) 

Signature: 

,BLMonitored natural attenuation 
D Groundwater containment 
D Vertical barrier walls 

□ Surface water c rection and treatment so A,D-3 
.9@ther ___ -:::;;::j~~7l3~~~~~~-_____;£..-.'"-----' I_, _ __;____;__ 

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached 

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

I. O&M site manager ___________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed □ at site □ at office □ by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; □ Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff __________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site □ at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ___________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact --- ---------Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached __________________ _ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 



SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEAD - Date of inspection: June , 2015 

Location and Region: EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Weather/temperature:S'7"F; [~ ~ 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check ail that apply) 
□ Landfill cover/containment 
p b,ecess controls 

· ~nstitutional controls 
□ Groundwater pump and treatment 

Signature: 

B1vlonitored natural attenuation 
D Groundwater containment 
D Vertical barrier walls 

D Surface water coJJ,ection and treatment 
)rother ___ ~_),~~~!.d:~~e:;.-"..3~-=---;;:_~___::~=-..'....l!:~:,::::__~J....:_~q,,,tv'tC...A!.~'CJ-) 

Attachments: 

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

1. O&M site manager ___________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site □ at office □ by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached _____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff __________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed □ at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact ____________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

Agency ____________ _ 

Contact -------------
Name Title Date Phone no. 

Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) □ Report attached. 



SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEAD .-( 

Location and Region: 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
□ Landfill cover/containment 
□ Access controls 

}!('Institutional controls 
D Groundwater pump and treatment 
D Surface wate ollection and treatm 

Date of inspection: June\ , 2015 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Signature: 

5Monitored natural attenuation 
D Groundwater containment 
D Vertical barrier walls 

,.t8I'other __ __...."'-=--'---':1!!::::::c-""=-<--'--":-=--"----_;_-::;-----~------""--'-'::...._---t-

Attachments: 

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

I. O&M site manager ___________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed □ at site □ at office □ by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&Mstaff __________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed □ at site □ at office □ by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ------------

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

Agency ___________ _ 

Contact ------------
Name Title Date Phone no. 

Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ___________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 



SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection ·checklist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEAD 

Location and Region: 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
D Landfill cover/containment 
□ Access controls 

.Qlc:(nstitutional controls 
□ Groundwater pump and treatment 
D Surface water collection and tre trnent 

)(Other (7--.f) 

Attachments: 

Date of inspection: June j, 2015 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Signature: 

.;B(Monitored natural attenuation 
□ Groundwater containment 
D Vertical barrier walls 

0--3. 

D Site map attached 

Il. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

1. O&M site manager ___________ _ 
Name Title 

Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 

~ 

Date 

Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff ------------
Name Title Date 

Interviewed □ at site D at office □ by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ___________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

Agency ___________ _ 

Contact ------------
Name Title Date Phone no . 

Problems; suggestions; □ Report attached ___________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached, 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

SEAD- l 22B - Small Arms Range (SAR) located on the Airfield Parcel along Route 96A was previously 

used by the Air Force, Navy, and Army as a small arms qualification ground. The Airfield SAR is located 

in the southwest corner of SEDA adjacent to the SEDA Airfield. The SAR consists of two contiguous 

bermed small arms ranges: one previously used for small arms training, and the second previously used for 

machine gun targeting (Parsons, 2007a). The firing line areas were suspected to contain UXO, high lead 

concentrations, and possibly other high metal concentrations. 

SEAD-122E is associated with the deicing of planes at three separate aircraft refueling areas at the former 

SEDA Airfield. The property was active from 1942 until it was officially closed in 2000, but is currently 

utilized by the New York State Police for training and special events. All three of the historic 

deicing/refueling pads that comprise SEAD-122E are located along the western side of the northwest­

southeast runway. Two of the deicing/refueling pads are located near either end of the runway, while the 

third is located at the end of a short taxiway, west of the central portion of the runway. 

1.2 Initial Response 

The investigative work at SEAD- l 22B included an EBS in 1998, an initial site investigation in 2002, and 

a treatability study in 2004. As part of the 2004 treatability study, approximately 500 cubic yards of soil 

was excavated from locations where high concentrations of total lead were found during the 2002 

investigation in the larger of the two SARs. Other metals detected at levels above their respective NYSDEC 

cleanup objective levels were collocated within the areas where high lead concentrations were found. The 

excavation area was delineated by elevated lead concentrations greater than 400 ppm and included the 

western face of the backstop berm and a drainage swale that carried surface water runoff away from the 

firing range area. The top tlu·ee inches of soil on the surface of the firing range's floor were also excavated. 

The final results reported confirm that all excavated locations exhibited lead concentrations at levels less 

than 400 ppm. 

The investigative work at SEAD-122E included an EBS that was performed in 1998 and 1999 (Parsons ES, 

1999b). 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-l 22B and SEAD-122E to ensure land use remains protective of site users. 

SEAD-122B and SEAD-122E is part of the Pill/Warehouse Area and the planned future use for this tract 

of land is for industrial, office development, and/or warehouse areas. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

At SEAD-l 22B, TAL metals analysis indicated lead concentrations well above the TAGM SCO. In 

addition, antimony, arsenic, copper, silver, sodium, thallium, and zinc were detected at concentrations 

slightly over the SCOs. One TCLP lead concentration was above the RCRA limit of 5,000 µg/L. The 

Synthetic Precipitation Leaching Procedure (SPLP) metals results indicated that there were levels of 

antimony, iron, and thallium above the NYSDEC Class GA groundwater standards. The maximum detected 
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concentrations ofiron and thallium were consistent with SEDA background levels. Groundwater was found 

to not be impacted by contact with or contaminant migration from the SAR soil (Parsons, 2004e). 

For SEAD-122E, the Final EBS Report was issued to USEPA and NYSDEC in May 1999 (Parsons, 1999b). 

The constituents of concern are SVOCs and principal components of deicing fluids (alcohols/glycols, i.e., 

ethylene glycol, propylene glycol, total unknown alkanes) in soil and groundwater. No deicing chemicals 

(e.g., glycols) were detected in any of the six soil samples characterized during this event. None of the 

compounds detected in the four groundwater samples exceeded groundwater standards. 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

A risk assessment was not performed for SEAD-122B, where the results of the treatability study indicated 

that the cleanup objectives established for the treatability study had been achieved and all lead 

concentrations remaining at the AOC were below the USEPA's guidance value for residential soils. 

For SEAD-122E, the risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-122E the human health cancer risks were the 

CERCLA cancer risk management range of 1 x 10-4 to 1 x 1 o-6 for the industrial worker and the construction 

worker. The cancer risk values for the day care center worker and day care center child, 2 x 10-4 and 1 x 1 o-
4, respectively, are above or at the acceptable level. The unacceptable cancer risk is due to dermal contact 

to soil and ingestion of soil. The contributing CO Cs are cPAHs in soils. A summary of the risk assessment . 

results is presented in Table 7-15 of the ROD (Parsons, 2007a). The calculated non-cancer HI for all 

receptors are less than 1.0. 

For comparison purposes, risk to residential receptors was evaluated. The non-cancer His were less than 

1.0. Cancer risk values were above USEPA acceptable limits due to the presence of cPAHs in the soil. 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The ROD titled "Seventeen SWMU Requiring Land Use Controls (SEADs 13, 39, 40, 41, 43/56/69, 44A, 

44B, 52, 62, 64B, 64C, 64D, 67, 122B, andl22E) "signed on July 3, 2007 required the establishment of 

ICs at the two sites (SEADs 122B and 122E) comprising the area known as the Airfield Parcel required the 

establishment of an IC. The elements that composed the remedy included: 

• Establishing, maintaining, monitoring, and reporting on a LUC that prohibits residential housing, 

elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds until unrestricted use and 

unlimited exposure criteria are attained within the AOCs; and, 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD LUC RD") implemented land use controls for the entire 

SEAD PID/Warehouse Area. Addendum 2 expanded the LUC RD from the PID area to include sites that 

are in the area formerly known as the Conservation Area and the Airfield parcels, and applied the SEAD 

LUC RD enforcement provisions to SEADs 122B and 122E. 

An Environmental Easement for the PID/Warehouse Area (expanded to include the Airfield parcel) was 

recorded in the Seneca County Clerk's office on July 9, 2009. 

November 2017 Page AA-2 
P:\PlnProj ects\Huntsville Cont W912DY-08-D-0003\TO# I 5 - L TM and LUCILUC Inspections\LUC 5 Year Review 20 15\Final\Text\r5\Appendix AA - SEAD-
122B and - 122E F.docx 



Final 
Seneca Army Depot Activity Five-Year Review 

SEAD-122B and SEAD- l 22E were transferred to the SCIDA with a Quitclaim Deed executed on June 8, 

2009. The PID/Warehouse Area prope1ty was transferred with the land use restrictions, consistent with the 

LUC Objectives as defined in the LUC RD. The deed for the PID/Warehouse Area incorporated by 

reference the land use restrictions set forth in the Environmental Easement. 

As the selected remedies do not allow umestricted use and unlimited exposures, the Army or its successors 

are required to complete a review of the selected remedies at least once every five years, in accordance with 

Section 121 ( c) of the CERCLA. The selected LUC remedy is reviewed in accordance with this inspection 

frequency; the LUCs are inspected as part of the Five-Year Review and on an amrnal basis. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous Five-Year Review, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-122B and SEAD- l 22E recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC 

recommendations were implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were 

inspected between the five year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; 

however, L TM and other activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were 

consistent with previous inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely 

have been noted during these other activities. In addition, amrnal LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 

2015 and 2016 during which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were 

observed. Therefore the LUCs are functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR repo1t for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data was reviewed as pait of the FYR Process. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-122B and SEAD-122E was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required 

LUCs imposed by the approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in 

Attachment 1 and completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 

The fo llowing observations were made during the site inspection: 
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• no prohibited facilities were present or had been constructed at the site and no access to, or use of, 

groundwater was evident. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Since SEADs 122B and l 22E are uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during the 

FYR process for SEAD-64B. 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance objectives 

are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by the completed ROD for the Airfield Parcel have been completed and 

documented. Based on a review of the LUCs RD Addendum 2, Environmental Easement, transfer deed, 

and the FYR site visit conducted between June 1 and 3, 2015, the remedy is functioning as intended by the 

decision documents . 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment because: 

• the LUC that prevents the use of or the development of the property for residential housing, 

elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities, or playgrounds ,and which also has been 

expanded to include land within the PID Area and Airfield parcel has been implemented and is 

currently being maintained, monitored, and reported upon periodically. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-122B and SEAD-122E. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RA Os used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions of 

the site since implementation of LU Cs that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy selected for the 

Airfield Parcel. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the ROD 

for SEADs 122B and 122E. On-going remedial monitoring activities include periodic evaluations of the 

effectiveness of the remedy. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of the site that would 
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affect the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of human health and 

the environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

One issue was identified during this FYR. The Army has the fo llowing recommendations: 

• Continue the implementation ofLUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews; 

• Based on EPA request, the Army has agreed to sample for perfluroalkyl substances [PF AS] at sites 

where Aqueous Film Forming Foams (AFFF) (e.g., firefighting foams) may have been used. As 

part of this program, future sampling for PFAS at SEAD-122E is expected. A sampling plan for 

SEAD-122E will be documented in a future report. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for Airfield Parcel is protective of the environment and protects human health. 

Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source area 

contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

AttachmentAA-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

SEAD-122B Small Arms Range, Airfield Parcel 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale) SEAD-122B is located within 
the Airfield Parcel. 

r-, 
L--...J 

~ 

Approximate Site 
Boundary 

Photo Viewing 
Direction 

Bing.com (Microsoft) Birds Eye Aerial of SEAD-122B; actual date of ,· 
aerial photo is unknown, but based on observable features at SEDA it 
may be from Spring 2007. 

I 

LOCATION: SEAD-122B, Seneca Army Depot 
CLIENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

2015 Site Visit Photo 3 

Description: SEAD-1228 



PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

Bing.com (Microsoft) Birds Eye Aerial of SEAD-122E; actual date of 
aerial photo is unknown, but based on observable features at SEDA it 
may be from Spring 2007. 

Attachment AA-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

SEAD-122E Plane Deicing Area 
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2015 Site Visit Photo 1 

Status as of: 6/1/15 Photo ID: IMG 6626JPG 
Description: SEAD-122E -

2015 Site Visit Photo 2 

'· pr-· c;>:,...,.. 

Status as of: 6/1/15 Photo ID: IMG_6628JPG 
Description: SEAD-122E 

LOCATION: SEAD-122E, Seneca Army Depot 
CLIENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

s 

SEAD-122E is located 
within the Airfield Parcel. 

I - l Approximate Site 
'- - .J Boundary 

Photo Viewing 
Direction 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale) 
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Five-Year Review 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

I . SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEA]) - · 

Location and Region: 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 
D Landfili cover/containment 
D Access controls 
D Institutional controls 
D Groundwater pump and treatment 
D Surface water collection and treatment 

Date of inspection: June/ , 2015 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Weather/temperature: 

Signature: 

D Monitored natural attenuation 
D Groundwater containment 
D Vertical barrier walls 

~o Vl.5 -""-"--

D Other _____________ =-::::_...:_c~---1>-------------

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached 

Name Title Date 
Interviewed □ at site O at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; 0 Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff -------------
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office □ by phone Phone no. _ ____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Repo1t attached ____________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact ____________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Repo1t attached ____________________ _ 

Agency ____________ _ 
Contact ____________ _ 

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; 0 Report attached ____________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Repo1t attached. 



SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checklist 

Site name: SEAD - / Z,,z,E' 

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 

N 

nspection: June f , 2015 

Weather/temperature: 

Signature: 

□ Landfill cover/containment □ Monitored natural attenuation 
□ Access controls □ Groundwater containment . 

.;l!f.Institutional controls □ Ve/l.);?rtical ba;;;{r wall~ ~...,A /;~Y/1 , 
□ Grow1dwater pump and treatment ~ 1 ~ ~~l-
□ Surface water collection and treatment _ ' vV" _ ~ 

0 Other ~ -------------~~~--~~~~~~-----f-j-

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached D Site map attached 

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

I. O&M site manager ___________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed O at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff __________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed □ at site □ at office □ by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; □ Report attached ___________________ _ 

3. Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health,_zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ___________ _ 

Nan1e Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

Agency ___________ _ 

Contact ------------Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

The Radioactive Waste Burial Site (SEAD-12) is located in the north-central portion of the former Seneca 

Army Depot also known as the high security area and referred to as the "Q Area". The SEAD-12 remedial 

investigation covered 624 acres of the Q Area including the burial areas noted above. After the ESI, 

Building 715 and the portion of Reeder Creek adjacent to SEAD-12 were also included in the R1 at 

SEAD-12. Building 715 is a wastewater treatment plant that received wastewater from the buildings 

within the Q Area during the period of their Army use. This facility cun-ently receives wastewater from 

the Hillside Children's Center, which is now located in the AOCs former Troop Area to the north and 

west of SEAD-12. Reeder Creek receives the surface water runoff from SEAD-12, and other locations 

within the former Depot, as well as the wastewater discharge from Building 715. 

The contaminant sources at SEAD-12 were the military-related items and other debris associated with the 

historic waste burial activity within the AOC. Prior test pitting operations conducted as part of the SEAD-

12 ESI and the SEAD-12 RI indicated that buried material contained in the burial pits included an 

undefined quantity of military-related debris, other conventional forms of debris ( e.g., construction and 

demolition [C&D] debris, miscellaneous debris, etc.), and fill material, all of which was covered by 

known thicknesses of native, overburden soil. 

1.2 Initial Response 

An ESI was conducted for SEAD-12A and SEAD-12B in 1994, and included the sampling and analyses 

of surface and subsurface soil, groundwater, surface water, and sediment. A RI was started at SEAD-12 in 

1997 and the final RI Report was issued in 2002. The RI consisted of geophysical investigations; 

radiological investigations, including the building surveys mentioned above; a soil gas survey; test 

pitting; sampling and analysis of surface and subsurface soil, groundwater, surface water, and sediment; a 

baseline human health risk assessment (HHRA); an ecological investigation; and a SLERA. 

Analytical data collected during the 1995 ESI and 2002 RI are presented, summarized, and discussed for 

each potential release area in the SEAD-12 RI Report. Based on the investigation data and available 

documentation of activity associated with the former AOC operations, three potential release areas (i.e., 

the Former Dry Waste Disposal Pit, Disposal Pit A/B, and Disposal Pit C) were considered impacted to 

the greatest extent by former activities performed in the AOC. At two of these areas military-related items 

were identified during test pitting operations during the ESI and RI. Analytical data for conventional 

chemical and radiological contaminants identified in soil from each of these three areas were combined 

with AOC-wide analytical results for conventional chemical and radiological contaminants in surface 

water, sediment, and groundwater and used as the basis of the risk assessments for SEAD-12. Based on 

the conclusions in the RI, a supplemental RI (SRI) was conducted in 2006 to further characterize TCE 

found north of Building 813 and conduct additional soil sampling at EM-5. 

The radiological building survey conducted as part of the RI concludes that all buildings in SEAD-12 are 

in compliance with the NYSDEC cleanup guideline (i.e., 10 mrem/yr) identified in the NYSDEC Cleanup 
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Guidelines for Soils Contaminated with Radioactive Materials (DSHM-RAD-05-01). Results of the 

radiological building survey are presented in the Final Radiological Survey Report (Parsons, 2002d). 

A SRI was conducted during 2004 and 2005 to fu1iher investigate the extent of TCE found 111 

groundwater in the Buildings 813/814 area and the level of 2 10Pb present in the area ofEM-5. 

The Army performed a removal action during 2009 in the historic waste burial pits to excavate material 

contained within the pits and allow the Army to examine the contents so that military-related items could 

be identified, removed, and secured, pending any final demilitarization, dismantling, and disposal. 

Recovered military-related items were not found to coexist with conventional chemical hazardous 

substances at concentrations of particular concern, but in many cases the recovered military-related items 

did exhibit levels of residual radiation at levels in excess of regional background. 5433 tons of soil and 

comingled debris were disposed of at an off-site licensed landfill , 122 ton of material were recycled and 

13.25 tons of military-related items with radiological residuals in excess of background levels were 

secured and disposed of at an off-site licensed low-level radioactive waste disposal site. 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-12 to ensure land use remains protective of site users. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

The contaminant sources at SEAD-12 were the military-related items and other debris associated with the 

historic waste burial activity within the AOC. The source of the TCE was remediated to the limit of the 

building foundation; however, no investigation was conducted under the building structure. The history of 

the previous TCE contamination is noted since the condition under the adjacent building is unknown. The 

areas of concern are where residual TCE-contaminated soil and where contaminated groundwater may 

exist. Table 6-1 of the ROD (Parsons, 2015g) presents a comparison of the ESI and RI soil analytical 

results to the NYSDEC Unrestricted Use SCOs and the USEPA RSLs for Chemical Contaminants at 

Superfund Sites for residential soil. 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-12 for all future receptors under the 

institutional/training/commercial scenario the human health cancer risks were within the CERCLA cancer 

risk management range of 1 x I 0-4 to I x I o·6
, and the calculated non-cancer HI for all receptors except for 

the industrial worker are less than 1.0. Table 7-1 in the ROD summarizes risks calculated for exposures to 

SEAD-12 impacted media (soil, groundwater, surface water, and sediment/ditch soil). 

A potential risk is assumed to exist in the vicinity of the previously noted TCE contamination that was 

identified in the soil and groundwater in the immediate vicinity of Buildings 813/814 and former well 

MW12-37. Residual VOC contamination in soil does not pose a direct-contact hazard but has the 

potential to pose a future vapor intrusion exposure. With no future planned use of Buildings 813/814, a 

risk assessment was not performed to evaluate potential risks via the indoor air exposure pathway. To 

assure that SEAD-12 will not pose a future unacceptable risk if Building 813 or 814 were to be occupied, 

or if any building overlying the current buildings ' footprints or on adjacent land were to be constructed, 
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an investigation of vapor intrusion potential and indoor air quality would be needed to assess and estimate 

potential risks from VOC vapor intrusion. 

As part of the RI, a SLERA was conducted. The results of the SLERA indicate that soil, surface water, or 

sediment at SEAD-12 does not significantly impact ecological receptors in the area (i.e., short-tailed 

shrew, meadow vole, red-tailed hawk, great blue heron, mourning dove, largemouth bass, amphibian, and 

invertebrates). No COCs were identified for SEAD-12 soil, sediment, or surface water, and SEAD-12 

does not pose significant risks to ecological receptors. 

Results of the CERCLA risk assessment for SEAD-12 indicate that soil in the three most impacted areas 

(Disposal Pit A/B; Disposal Pit C; and the Former Dry Waste Disposal Pit) and other environmental 

media (groundwater, sediment, surface water) do not pose unacceptable risks to human health or the 

ecological receptors based on the unrestricted use scenario. Therefore, no further CERCLA action is 

warranted at any location within SEAD-12, exclusive of the area where Buildings 813/814 are located. 

The Army and the USEPA have determined that no further CERCLA action is warranted at any locations 

in SEAD-12 and SEAD-72, exclusive of the area underlying and surrounding Buildings 813/814 where a 

future vapor intrusion risk analysis would be warranted prior to occupation. 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The ROD titled "The Radioactive Waste Burial Sites (SEAD-12) and The Mixed Waste Storage Facility 

(SEAD-72)" (Parsons, 2015 g) require the establishment of I Cs. The elements that composed the remedy 

included: 

• Implementation, monitoring, and maintenance of an environmental LUC restricting access to and 

use of the existing vacant Buildings 813/814 and the construction of inhabitable structures 

(temporary or permanent) above the area and within a fifty foot perimeter of Buildings 813/814 

and fifty foot radius from MW12-37 where TCE-contaminated soil was previously identified, and 

where contaminated groundwater may exist; and 

• Implementation, monitoring, and maintenance of a LUC that prohibits access to and use of 

groundwater in the vicinity of Buildings 813/814. 

• Prohibit the development and use of the property for residential housing, elementary and 

secondary schools, child care facilities and playgrounds until soil and groundwater standards for 

unrestricted use and unlimited exposure are achieved. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The LUC RD for SEAD-12 implemented the LUCs. The LUC RD for SEAD 27, 66, and 64A ("SEAD 

LUC RD") implemented land use controls for the entire SEAD PIO/Warehouse Area. Addendum 5 to the 

SEAD LUC RD added SEAD 12 in accordance with the SEAD LUC RD Supplementation provision. 

The Army will maintain and enforce the LUCs until the concentration of hazardous substances in soil and 

groundwater are at such levels to allow for unrestricted use and exposure or until the property is 
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transferred. The LUC will be implemented through an Environmental Easement which documents and 

transfers the LUC objectives and responsibilities to the future owners. The Environmental Easement will 

be recorded and identified in the Deed when the prope1ty is transferred. 

The Environmental Easement, the implementing document granted upon prope1ty transfer out of federal 

ownership, will state that the future property owner will perform an investigation of vapor intrusion 

potential and indoor air quality with the results of the surveys reviewed and approved by the Army, 

USEPA, and NYSDEC before the buildings, or any newly constructed buildings in the designated area 

may be occupied. The groundwater access and use restriction, established by the Environmental 

Easement, will be maintained and in effect until a future property owner demonstrates with new analytical 

data provided to, and approved by the Army, USEPA, and NYSDEC to indicate that groundwater in the 

LUC-zone (e.g., vicinity of Building 813 and 814, and former well MW12-37) meets GA groundwater 

standards. 

As the selected remedies do not allow unrestricted use and unlimited exposures, the Army or its 

successors are required to complete a review of the selected remedies at least once every five years, in 

accordance with Section 12l(c) of the CERCLA. The selected LUC remedy is reviewed in accordance 

with this inspection frequency; the LUCs are inspected as part of the FYR and on an annual basis. 

2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

Not applicable, the ROD for SEAD-12 was executed in March 2015, and this AOC was not inspected as 

part of the first FYR. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

Not Applicable. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References m the main FYR repo1t for a summary of the documents, data, and 

information which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

No data was reviewed as part of the FYR Process. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-12 was inspected between June 1 and June 3, 2015 to assess whether required LUCs imposed by 

the approved RODs are being maintained. FYR-site visit photo logs are contained in Attachment 1 and 

completed FYR site inspection checklists are contained in Attachment 2. 
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The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• Buildings 813/814 were not occupied 

• No residential housing units, elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities or playgrounds 

were observed at SEAD-12. 

• No access to or use of groundwater. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Since SEAD-12 is uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during the FYR process for 

SEAD-12. 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

The LUCS, Environmental Easements, and deed restrictions are in place. The LUC performance 

objectives are listed in Section 2.0. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by completed ROD for SEAD-12 have been completed and documented. 

No continuing active remediation is required at SEAD-12. Based on a review of Closure Reports, LUC 

RD, Environmental Easement, transfer deeds and FYR site visit conducted between June 1 and 3, 2015 all 

remedies are functioning as intended by the decisions documents. 

The remedy implemented at the SEAD-12 is currently protective of human health and the environment 

because: 

• a LUC that prevents access to, and use of, groundwater at the SEAD-12 LUC-zone has been 

implemented and is currently being maintained, monitored and reported upon periodically The 

LUC-zone includes a small portion of SEAD-12 being the area equal to i) fifty feet from the 

perimeter of Building 813/814 and ii) fifty feet from monitoring well MW12-37 where 

contamination by VOCs, primarily TCE, is at levels exceeding federal and state groundwater 

drinking water standards and state SCO levels. VOCs remain at sufficient concentrations to pose 

a potential risk via vapor intrusion to future users or occupants of the buildings or land; 

• a second LUC that prevents the use of existing Buildings 813 and 814 and/or the construction of 

new inhabitable structures (temporary or permanent) above the area where there is the potential 

for TCE contaminated groundwater and/or soil, until a vapor intrusion study is conducted in the 

building(s) or in the restricted area and shows that potential risks from VOC intrusion does not 

pose unacceptable risk or hazard levels to future users or occupants of the structures or the land; 

and 

• a third LUC that prevents the use of or the development of the property for residential housing, 

elementary or secondary schools, childcare facilities, or playgrounds at SEAD-12 has been 
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implemented and is currently being maintained, monitored, and reported upon periodically. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-12. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial 

action objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RAOs used at the time of the remedy 

are still valid. There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical conditions 

of the site since completion of remedial action activ ities and implementation of LU Cs that would affect 

the protectiveness of the remedy selected for SEAD-12 of the former SEDA. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the ROD 

for SEAD-12. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of the site that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of human health and the 

environment. 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. The Army has the following recommendations; 

• Continue the implementation of LUCs and the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for SEAD-12 is protective of the environment and protects human health. 

Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to human or environmental receptors from source area 

contaminants and none are expected to occur during the next five years. 
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Photo Log 

Five-Year Review 
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PROJECT: Seneca Army Depot LUC Inspection 
PROJECT#: 748662 

Status as of: 6/1 /15 
Description: SEAD-12 

Photo ID: IMG_6614.JPG 

Bing.com (Microsoft) Birds Eye Aerial of SEAD-12; actual 
date of aerial photo is unknown. 

Attachment AB-1 
Five Year Review - Site Visit Photo Log 

SEAD-12 Radioactive Waste Burial Sites 

SEDA Overall Map (no scale 

, ..... _...J 

✓-

Photo Viewing 
Direction 

/ 

-
-

LOCATION: SEAD-12, Seneca Army Depot 
CLIENT: U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 

2015 Site Visit Photo 2 

Status as of: 6/1 /15 
Description: SEAD-12 

2015 Site Visit Photo 3 

Status as of: 6/1 /15 
Description: SEAD-12 

Photo ID: IMG_6613.JPG 

Photo ID: IMG_6612.JPG 
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Site Inspection Checklist 

Five-Year Rev iew 
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SEDA LUC Inspections Site Inspection Checldist 

I. SITE INFORMATION 

Site name: SEAD - \ 

Location and Region: 

Agency, office, 01· company leading the five-year 
review: Parsons 

Inspector: Dave Babcock, PE 

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply) 

Date of inspection: June /, 2015 

EPA ID: NY0213820830 

Weather/temperature: 

Signature: 

□ Landfill cover/containment □ Monitored natural attenuation 
__Dj,.ccess controls □ Groundwater containment 

.){Institutional controls D Vertical barrier 
□ Groundwater pump and treatment 
□ Surface water collection and treatment a 
□ Other ___________ __,><------=----------'J=-------

Attachments: □Inspection team roster attached D Site map attached 

IT. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply) 

1. O&M site manager----<---""'"'-~__;__::.....::==-------
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. ------
Problems, suggestions; □ Report attached ____________________ _ 

2. O&M staff __________ _ 
Name Title Date 

Interviewed D at site D at office D by phone Phone no. _____ _ 
Problems, suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

3. . Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency response 
office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office, recorder of 
deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply. 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ------------Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

Agency ___________ _ 
Contact ------------

Name Title Date Phone no. 
Problems; suggestions; D Report attached ___________________ _ 

4. Other interviews (optional) D Report attached. 

1 
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1.0 AREA SPECIFIC BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

1.1 History of Contamination 

The OB Grounds (SEAD-23) site occupies approximately 30 acres on gently sloping terrain in the northwest 

corner of SEDA as shown in Figure 3-1. The OB Grounds is bounded on the east by Reeder Creek, which 

is a perennial creek that is generally less than 1 foot deep and eventually flows into Seneca Lake. The 

quality of surface water in Reeder Creek has been designated by the State of New York as a Class C water 

body. Seneca Lake is located approximately 10,000 feet west of the site and is used as a source of drinking 

water for SEDA and surrounding communities. 

The land at the OB Grounds had been used for demilitarization of munitions for approximately forty years . 

The open burning procedure involved the preparation of combustible beds of pallets and wooden boxes on 

the pads followed by the placement of ammunition or the components to be demilitarized on the beds. A 

trail of propellant was placed on the ground leading to the combustible bed. Once ignited the energetic 

material was allowed to burn until only ash and casing residues remained. Items burned included various 

military munitions such as propellants and projectiles . 

The burning of munitions had been performed at designated burning pads, which ranged in size from 

approximately 100 by 100 feet to 300 by 800 feet. Designated munitions waste was open-burned on the 

nine separate burning pads until 1987. After 1987, munitions were destroyed by burning them within an 

aboveground steel tray to minimize the impact of the burning on the environment. 

1.2 Initial Response 

The open burning of waste munitions was identified as a RCRA regulated process. Due to the nature of 

SEDA's former mission, it was necessary for the facility to treat, store, and dispose of hazardous wastes 

including waste munitions. Consequently, a RCRA permit was a regulatory requirement for SEDA to 

perform these operations as a TSD facility . 

SEDA applied for a RCRA Part A and Pait B permit on May 1, 1987 and operated the facility under the 

interim status provisions of RCRA. Interim status allows a facility to operate as a TSD facility during the 

RCRA Part B permit application process. 

Final closure of the OB Grounds under RCRA guidelines was deferred when SEDA was nominated for 

inclusion of the NPL in July 1989; SEDA was li sted on the NPL in Group 14 on the Federal Section. 

Following SEDA's NPL listing, the Army, EPA, and NYSDEC agreed that any corrective actions required 

for any targeted problem sites would be regulated under CERCLA guidelines. RCRA requirements are an 

Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirement (ARAR) pursuant to Section 121 ofCERCLA. 

1.3 Basis for Taking Action 

An action was required at SEAD-23 to ensure land use remains protective of site users. 

1.3.1 Contaminants of Concern 

The primary media investigated at the OB Grounds included soil , surface water and sediment (from Reeder 

Creek, on-site areas and drainage swales), and groundwater. The primary COCs identified included metals, 
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PAHs, explosive compounds, and phthalates. These components were likely released to the environment 

during the historic open burning activities. 

During the 1999 remedial investigation, the burn pads at the OB Grounds were sampled for explosives 

including: HMX; RDX; 1,3,5-trinitrobenzene; 1,3-dinitrobenzene; tetryl; 2,4,6-trinitrotoluene; 4-amino-

2,6-dinitrotoluene; 2-amino-4,6-dinitrotoluene; 2,6-dinitrotoluene; and 2,4-dinitrotoluene. None of the 

detections of explosives within soil were above the current EPA Industrial SCO (no state standards exist 

for these compounds). 

1.3.2 Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment 

The risk assessment concluded that at SEAD-23, the human health cancer risks were within the CERCLA 

cancer risk management range of 1 x 104 to 1 x 1 o-6 and the he calculated non-cancer HI were less than 1.0 

for all receptors. Table 7-3 in the ROD (Parsons, 1999c) summarizes the results for total carcinogenic risks 

and non-carcinogenic hazard. 

The ecological risk assessment for the OB Grounds began by evaluating the COCs found at the site in 

conjunction with the site-specific biological species/habitat information. Soils and sediment, in paiticular 

on-site soils and sediment in the low lying wet areas suggest that site conditions may pose an elevated 

ecological risk due to the presence of heavy metals, especially copper and lead. This risk is increased in the 

low-lying areas where sediment from runoff accumulates. Sediments in Reeder Creek may also pose an 

elevated ecological risk due to the presence of heavy metals, such as copper and lead. 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

2.1 Remedy Selection 

The ROD titled "Final ROD Former Open Burning (OB) Grounds Site" (Parsons, 1999c) outlines the 

elements that composed the remedy: 

• Although OE is not expected to be found at depth at this site, through a combination of geophysics, 

excavation, sifting, removal and soil cover, the Army will nevertheless remediate OE to meet the 

DoD Explosive Safety Board (DDESB) requirements for unrestricted use or put into place land use 

restrictions as may be required by the DDESB. 

• Excavation of soils with lead concentrations above 500 mg/kg and sediments from Reeder Creek 

with concentrations of copper and lead above the NYSDEC criteria of the 16 mg/kg and 31 mg/kg, 

respectively. 

• Treatment of soils exceeding the TCLP, estimated to be approximately 3,800 cy of the excavated 

soil, via solidification /stabilization will be performed to remove the RCRA characteristic of 

toxicity. This will allow the soil to be landfilled, in accordance with the requirements of the LOR 

ofRCRA. 

• Disposal of the excavated and solidified soil in an off-site Subtitle D landfill. The total quantity of 

soil to be disposed of was estimated to be 17,900 cy, including the 3,800 cy of solidified soil. 
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• Construction of a soil cover of at least 9 inches of compacted soils in the areas of the OB Grounds 

with soils remaining on the site with lead concentrations above 60 ppm. The area to be covered is 

estimated to be approximately 27.5 acres, which encompasses most of the area of the OB Grounds. 

The cap will be vegetated with indigenous grasses to prevent erosion and to prevent direct contact 

and incidental soil ingestion by terrestrial wildlife. The monitoring program will ensure that the 9-

inch soil/vegetative cover is maintained after the remedy is complete. 

• Control of surface water runoff, as necessary, to prevent erosion of the vegetative cover and solids 

loading to the creek. This will be accomplished with vegetation, regrading of site topography and 

drainage swales. 

• Conducting a monitoring program for site groundwater and sediment in Reeder Creek. This 

program will monitor metals . For groundwater, the level of detection will be to below 15 µg/L, the 

federal action level for lead in groundwater. For sediment, the detection limit for lead will be to 10 

mg/kg. Should a significant exceedance be noted, the exceedance will be confirmed through 

additional sampl ing and, if confirmed, appropriate corrective measures will be implemented to 

eliminate the threat posed by the exceedance. For groundwater, this action may include metals 

removal via fi ltering. A similar process will apply for a sediment exceedance observed in Reeder 

Creek. First, the source of the exceedance will be identified and confirmed. If the exceedance is 

determined to originate from the OB Grounds site, then maintenance of or improvements to the 

existing erosion control systems will be instituted to reduce the threat due to erosion of on-site soils 

to the Creek. This may include revegetation or the construction of drainage control swales or 

structures . 

• Periodic monitoring of groundwater quality at the OB Grounds for lead and copper content; 

• Periodic monitoring of the vegetated, compacted soil cover placed over the lead contaminated soi l 

remaining at the OB Grounds to assess whether evidence of erosion or protective cover breaching 

were present, which could result in the potential migration of contaminated soil; and, 

• Periodic monitoring of the sediment in Reeder Creek for lead and copper content. 

2.2 Remedy Implementation 

The OB Grounds Soil and Sediment Remediation Completion Report documents the remediation at the OB 

Grounds in accordance with WESTON's Revised Draft Work Plan dated April 1999, Parsons' Section C -

Technical Specifications dated August 1998, and the ROD (Parson ES, 1999c ). The primary activities 

completed by WESTON to achieve the remediation objectives for the Site included excavation and disposal 

of so ils with concentrations of lead greater than 500 mg/kg, removal of sediment from Reeder Creek in 

areas adjacent to the OB Grounds, application of 9 inches of clean soil cover to areas where lead 

concentrations exceed 60 mg/kg, and establishment of a vegetative cover to prevent soil erosion. 

Remediation activities at the site were conducted between June 1999 and May 2004. Work was conducted 

over this five year period in several different mobilizations and included the fo llowing tasks: 

• Mobilization and site preparation, including surveying and excavation area layout. 
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• Decommissioning of 33 groundwater monitoring wells and one ground boring where a monitoring 

well (MW-28) had reportedly been installed but was not found at the time of the fieldwork. 

• Excavation of approximately 88,000 cubic yards of Case I soil (>800 milligrams per kilogram 

(mg/kg) total lead), Case II soil (500 mg/kg- 800 mg/kg total lead), and Case III soil (<500 mg/kg 

total lead). 

• Diversion of Reeder Creek and excavation of approximately 2,300 cubic yards of creek sediments. 

• Post-excavation confirmation sampling and characterization sampling. 

• Stabilization of soils and sediments to meet TCLP hazardous waste disposal criteria. 

• Off-site disposal of approximately 7,000 tons of untreated soil and 50,400 tons of treated 

(stabilized) soils and sediment as non-hazardous material at a licensed disposal facility. 

• Off-site disposal of approximately 283,300 gallons of wastewater generated from site activities. 

• Site restoration including: backfilling, grading, and seeding the site. 

Following a review of the confirmatory soil sample results, it was concluded that the horizontal and vertical 

extents of lead in soil at the burn pad locations has been sufficiently delineated and removed from the OB 

Grounds to below 60 mg/kg (20.6 mg/kg average). In addition, all adjacent surface soils (within the I-ft cut 

and site perimeter) have been reduced to below 500 mg/kg (89.6 mg/kg average). Combined, the bum pad, 

I-ft cut, and site perimeter total lead average is 55.1 mg/kg (based on 274 samples). 

SEAD-23 (OB Grounds) 
Soil Removal Cleanup Goals 

Cleanup Goal 
Analyte (mg/Kg) Goal Met? 

Lead 60 Yes 

A total of approximately 2,300 cy of sediment from Reeder Creek was removed and disposed of off-site, 

32 monitoring wells were decommissioned, approximately 50,426 tons of soil were stabilized on-site prior 

to off-site disposal, and approximately 57,424 tons of soil was disposed of as RCRA Subtitle D Non­

Hazardous soil at an approved facility. 

A total of 25 grids encompassing an area of approximately 7 acres were backfilled to a depth of 9 inches 

using excavated soils containing less than 60 mg/kg total lead. All accessible areas of the OB Grounds were 

fine-graded and seeded. 

L TM is ongoing, and the collection of groundwater quality data is needed to monitor the effectiveness of 

the implemented remedy at the site for preventing future impacts to groundwater at the OB Grounds and to 

sediments in Reeder Creek. Additionally, monitoring of the vegetated compacted soil cover placed over the 

buried soils at the OB Grounds is required to assure its long-term integrity and to prevent direct contact to, 

and incidental ingestion of, soils containing lead at concentrations up to 500 mg/kg by terrestrial wildlife 

at the site. 
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2.3 System Operations/Operation and Maintenance 

Not applicable; no active remedy. 

3.0 PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW 

3.1 Recommendations 

In the previous FYR, the Army made the following recommendations; 

• Continue the annual frequency of periodic reviews. 

3.2 Progress on Recommendations 

In general, the SEAD-23 recommendations in the previous FYR, the LUC recommendations were 

implemented as intended. The LUCs continued to be implemented and were inspected between the five 

year reviews. Annual LUC inspections were not conducted in 2012 and 2013; however, LTM and other 

activities were conducted within Seneca during this time and observations were consistent with previous 

inspection notes. New construction or use of the groundwater would most likely have been noted during 

these other activities. In addition, annual LUC inspections were conducted in 2014, 2015 and 2016 during 

which no new construction or access to, or use, of groundwater were observed. Therefore the LU Cs are 

functioning as intended. 

4.0 FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS 

4.1 Document Review 

See Section 14.0 References in the main FYR report for a summary of the documents, data, and information 

which were reviewed in completing this FYR. 

4.2 Data Review 

LTM is an integral component of the approved remedy implemented at the OB Grounds. The ROD, Former 

Open Burning Grounds Site, Final" (Parsons, 1999c) indicated that monitoring of groundwater and the 

vegetated soil cover at the OB Grounds, and of the sediment within Reeder Creek was required. In 

accordance with the approved remedy as presented in the ROD, the current L TM activities at the Site per 

the LTM Monitoring Plan for the OB Grounds (Parsons, 2007d) include the following three components: 

• The annual collection and analysis of groundwater samples for lead and copper concentrations; 

• The inspection of the vegetated, compacted soil cover that has been constructed over interred lead­

contaminated soil as part of the Site remedial actions in order to assess if erosion or breaching of 

the protective cover has occurred, which could result in the potential migration of contaminated 

soil; and 

• The inspection of Reeder Creek where the Creek abuts the QB Grounds to evaluate the potential 

for inward migration and deposition of soi l from the OB Grounds. 

The collection of groundwater quality data is needed to monitor the effectiveness of the implemented 

remedy at the site for preventing future impacts to groundwater at the OB Grounds and to sediments in 
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Reeder Creek. Additionally, monitoring of the vegetated compacted soil cover placed over the buried soils 

at the OB Grounds is required to assure its long-term integrity and to prevent direct contact to, and incidental 

ingestion of, soils containing lead at concentrations up to 500 mg/kg by terrestrial wildlife at the site. 

LTM began at the OB Grounds site in November 2007. LTM at the OB Grounds site was initially scheduled 

to occur on a quarterly basis. The results of the first four L TM rounds were combined and summarized in 

an annual report, in which, the recommended frequency of monitoring was recommended to change from 

quarterly to annually. Based on comments received from EPA and NYSDEC in 2009, the Army authorized 

the performance of an inspection of Reeder Creek. The monitoring frequency of groundwater was agreed 

upon by EPA and NYSDEC in February 2010 to be conducted annually. Subsequent to Round 5, 

investigations at the OB Grounds have included yearly groundwater sampling and inspection of both the 

soil caps and Reeder Creek. A summary of the groundwater trends based on the RI results, post-remedial 

action to date is summarized in the 2014 Long-Term Monitoring Annual Report for the Open Burning 

Grounds (Parsons, 2015). 

The L TM data supports that groundwater at the Site has not been impacted by residual levels of copper and 

lead that remain in the soils at the Site. Total copper has not been detected above its RL in the groundwater 

during any of the post remedial action sampling rounds. Total lead has not been detected in the groundwater 

above the action level of 15 µg/L during any of the post remedial action sampling rounds. Six of the seven 

lead detections have been estimated concentrations and the maximum concentration of!ead detected in nine 

rounds of sampling was 5.4 µg/L at well MW23-4 during Round 2. Evaluation of the water quality 

parameters measured at Site wells during CUITent (and previous) LTM activities indicate generally mild 

alkaline conditions, which suggest that lead should not be readily mobile in groundwater under current Site 

conditions. 

A visual inspection of the Reeder Creek streambed was conducted on October 14, 2014 at locations 

adjacent, down-gradient, and up-gradient to the OB Grounds. Based on the October 2014 inspection, there 

were no visible signs that OB Grounds site soils are being released via overland flow to Reeder Creek. As 

such, the Army does not see any evidence to suggest that a release of lead or copper above background 

levels is occurring from the OB Grounds site. 

4.3 Site Inspection 

SEAD-23 was inspected during the 2015 LTM event to assess whether the conditions of the approved RODs 

are being maintained. 

The following observations were made during the site inspection: 

• No animal burrowing activity was observed in any of the capped areas. Signs of past minor erosion, 

as noted in the 2014 Annual Report, continue to be observed along the sloped edges of Grid 18 

adjacent to the drainage ditch (between Grids J8 and J9) as a result of surface water run-off from 

the western portion of the Site towards Reeder Creek. However, the erosion area has not grown in 

size or depth. The sloped edges of Grid 18 were also observed to have lower vegetation density than 

the rest of the Grid. Overall , the erosion along the edges of the soil cover in Grid I8 has not changed 

since the October 2014 inspection and no corrective action is warranted at this time. The condition 
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of this location will be reassessed during the next inspection event to determine if corrective 

measures are needed. 

• Signs of minor erosion were observed where the soil cover transitions to the native ground surface 

at the western edge of the soil cover within Grid 17 and at the northern edge of the soil cover within 

Grid 16. These areas where signs of minor erosion had been observed had lower vegetation density 

than the re~t of the respective Grids. The condition of these locations will be reassessed during the 

next inspection event and no corrective action is warranted at this time. 

• The northeast corner of Grid AS and east side of Grid D7 contained areas with sporadic vegetation. 

Each of these grids had areas which were not as densely vegetated as the surrounding area. In each 

case, no disturbances to the soil cap were observed, and no signs of erosion were evident. The 

condition of these locations were similar to conditions observed in October 2014 and previous 

inspections. The condition in these areas will be reassessed during the next inspection event. No 

corrective action is warranted at this time. 

• The shallow tire ruts in Grid C7 which had been regraded and filled with crushed shale following 

the October 2014 inspection were in good condition. No disturbances to this corrective measure or 

the remaining sections of the soil cap in Grid C7 were observed. The condition of the corrective 

measure will be reassessed during the next inspection event. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. 

4.4 Interviews 

Since SEAD-23 is uninhabited and unoccupied, no interviews were conducted during the FYR process for 

SEAD-23. 

4.5 Institutional Controls Verification 

Not applicable. 

5.0 TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Yes. Remedial actions required by the ROD for the OB Grounds have been completed and documented 

(Weston, 2005b). No continuing active remediation is required in OB Grounds. Based on a review of the 

remediation completion report, LTM Reports, and the FYR site visit conducted between June 1 and June 

3, 2015 the remedy is functioning as intended by the decisions documents. 

The remedy implemented at SEAD-23 is currently protective of human health and the environment because: 

• Residual lead and copper concentrations remaining in the soils have not impacted groundwater at, 

or in the immediate vicinity of the Site above the applicable action levels. 

• During ten rounds of groundwater sampling, copper and lead concentrations have not been detected 

above their RL enough times to perform a meaningful statistical analysis of the historical data thus 

indicating little to no migration of these COCs into the groundwater. 
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• The integrity of the vegetated soil cover overlying interred contaminated soils at the OB Grounds 

Site was intact and there was no evidence that terrestrial wildlife are exposed or will be exposed to 

the lead-contaminated soils interred below the 9-inch soil cover. 

• The Army will continue to monitor soil cover erosion and will note any instance of cover erosion 

or exposed native or interred soil. 

• Based on evaluation of the groundwater data and the results of the cover inspection, there is no 

evidence to suggest that the OB Grounds may be contributing to the degradation of sediment quality 

in Reeder Creek. 

• Field observations noted that the erosion control sandbags previously placed at the OB Grounds to 

prevent transported soil material from entering the spillways were still working as intended. 

• The Army will continue to inspect Reeder Creek for evidence of sediment deposition and if it is 

observed, a sediment sampling and analysis program plan will be prepared, submitted for approval, 

and implemented for Reeder Creek at locations adjacent to the OB Grounds. 

The selected remedy is still protective of human health and the environment. No opportunities for 

optimization or early indicators of potential issues have been identified for SEAD-23. Recommendations 

for optimization of the LTM program are discussed further in Section 5.4. 

5.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action 

objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? 

Yes. The exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and RAOs used at the time of the remedy are 

still valid (Attachment 3). There have been no changes in the exposure pathway or changes in the physical 

conditions of the site since implementation of the remedy that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

5.3 Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the 

protectiveness of the remedy? 

There is no new information of significance that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy. 

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by the ROD 

for SEAD-23. On-going remedial monitoring activities include periodic evaluations of the effectiveness of 

the remedy. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of the site that would affect the 

protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs cited in the RODs remain protective of human health and the 

environment 

5.4 Issues, Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions 

No issues were identified for this FYR. Based on the results of the LTM sampling events conducted at the 

OB Grounds, the Army recommends discontinuing L TM of the groundwater. As presented and summarized 

above, available monitoring data shows no evidence of total lead or total copper in the groundwater above 

the cleanup goals subsequent to the completion of the remedial action for the Site. These findings are 

consistent with the groundwater analytical results obtained during the remedial investigation stage (1990s) 

of work at the Site, indicating that there is no evidence of groundwater quality deterioration over 
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approximately 20 years . Further, the annual inspections of the soil cover have shown minimal evidence of 

erosion or animal breaching of the protective soil cover. 

The examination of spillways connecting the OB Grounds to Reeder Creek indicate that measures 

performed to eliminate overland soil transpo1t from the OB Grounds to Reeder Creek continue to exist and 

have been effective, as there is no indication that soil or debris from the OB Grounds is located in the 

spillways downgradient of the control measures. Finally, the inspection of Reeder Creek indicates that the 

bedrock that underlies the watercourse adjacent to the OB Grounds continues to be scoured by the perennial 

flow within the creek. Currently, there is no indication that sediment is being redeposited at locations from 

which it was previously excavated. Therefore, due to the absence of any evidence that suggests 

contaminants of concern have been mobilized from the OB Grounds either via the groundwater or overland 

flow of storm-event waters, and due to the continued scouring of the creek bed by the perennial flow of 

water, there is no reason to develop or implement a sediment monitoring plan for Reeder Creek at this time. 

With mutual agreement of all parties, no further LTM monitoring of the groundwater will occur at the OB 

Grounds. Soil cover inspections will continue and be performed as part of annual LUC inspections. A 

review of the results and conclusions from the OB Grounds LTM program will be provided in the third 

FYR in 2021. 

5.5 Protectiveness Statement 

The remedy implemented for SEAD-23 is protective of the environment and protects human health. The 

remedy continues to minimize explosive safety hazards. Currently, there are no unacceptable exposures to 

human or environmental receptors from source area contaminants and none are expected to occur during 

the next five years. 
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ATTACHMENT 3 

Cleanup Levels, Toxicity and Risk Evaluation 
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A TI ACHMENT THREE 

Cleanup Levels, Toxicity and Risk Evaluation 

The effects of significant changes in standards that were used at the time of remedy selection that may 
impact the protectiveness of the remedy were evaluated as part of the technical assessment of the five-year 
review at Seneca Army Depot Activity. This was done according to USEPA (2016) guidance as explained 
in Section 9.0 of the introductory text and Sections 5 of the individual site appendices within this five-year 
review report. 

The first step in this process is determining which COPCs have new or changed standards since the time of 
the ROD. Cleanup levels for COPCs presented in the ROD were compared to the current potentially 
applicable federal or state standards. For soils, 6 CRR-NY 375-6.8 (b) Restricted Use Soil Cleanup 
Objectives (Industrial) for all soil compounds are applicable. Federal regional screening levels (TR=lE-06, 
HQ=l) (May 2016) for industrial soil were used for comparison or when a state screening level was not 
available. Current groundwater standards presented include state 6 CRR-NY 703 .5 (f) Water Quality 
Standards for Smface Waters and Groundwater, GA Water Class and federal EPA regional screening levels 
(TR=lE-06, HQ=l) (May 2016) Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) values. At sites where sediment was 
not within a freshwater source (e.g., lake, stream) the values were compared to the soil screening criteria. 
For OB Grounds (SEAD-23) Reeder Creek sediment, cleanup goals were compared with 6 CRR-NY 375-
6.8 (b) Restricted Use Soil Cleanup Objectives (Protection of Ecological Resources) and EPA Region III 
Freshwater Sediment Screening Benchmarks as this is a recognized freshwater source by NYSDEC. Table 
A3-1 illustrates the compa1ison between the ROD cleanup goals and current standards. 

The majority of the cleanup goals presented in the site-specific RODs are equal to, or lower, than current 
state and/or federal standards. Where there are differences (i .e., SEAD 16/17), the ROD cleanup goals were 
derived risk-based values for carcinogenic PAHs and metals specific to the site. The future use scenario 
(industrial), receptors, and the exposure pathways have not changed since the ROD was published, therefore 
the derived risk-based cleanup goals are considered protective. 

It should be noted that lead, which was found at elevated levels in soil at both SEAD-16 and SEAD-17, 
was not considered in the quantitative risk assessment because an allowable reference dose (RID) is not 
available. In the absence of a formal quantitative risk assessment for lead, other means were used to 
determine how to evaluate risk posed by lead in the soils. Based on discussions between the Army and the 
USEPA and NYSDEC and review of the publication "Recommendations of the Technical Review 
Workgroup for Lead for an Interim Approach to Assessing Risks Associated with Adult Exposures to Lead 
in Soil" (USEPA, December 1996), a value of 1,250 mg/Kg was selected as a cleanup level for the site for 
future industrial use. It was agreed by all three parties that the 1,250 mg/Kg value would be protective of 
human health under an industrial scenario. At SEAD-121C, the same lead cleanup level was used, but risk 
associated with lead in soil were evaluated for the industrial worker using central tendency exposure factors 
as described in the document above, 2003 revision. 
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AOC 

(matrix and units) 

SEAD 16/17 

(Soil) 

mg/Kg 

Note 2 

SEAD 25 

(Soil) 

mg/Kg 

SEAD 25 

(Groundwater) 

ug/L 

SEAD 25 

(Sediment) 

mg/Kg 

Table A3-1 - Evaluation of Changes in Chemical-Specific Standards 

Five-Year Review 

Seneca Army Depot Activity 

Former 

Standard/Cleanup Current NYSDEC Current Federal 
COPCs Listed in ROD Goal (in ROD) Cleanup Levelt Cleanup Levelt 

PAHs 

Benzo(a)anthracene 20.4 1.1 2.9 

Benzo(a)pyrene 2 1.1 0.29 
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 20.4 11 2.9 

Benzo(k)fluoranthene 50 110 29 

Chrysene 50 110 290 
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 2 1.1 0.29 
lndeno(l,2,3-cd)pyrene 20.4 11 2.9 

Metals 
Antimony 29 -- 470 
Arsenic 20 16 3 
Cadmium 14 60 980 

Copper 331 10,000 47,000 

Lead 1250• 3,900 800 

Mercury 0.54 5.7 46 

Thallium 2.6 -- 12 
Zinc 773 10,000 350,000 

voes 

1,1,1-Trichloroethane 0.8 1,000 36,000 
1, 1-Dichloroetha ne 0.2 480 16 
Benzene 0.1 89 5.1 
Chloroform 0.3 700 1.4 

Ethyl Benzene 5.5 780 25 

Toluene 1.5 1,000 47,000 
Trichloroethene 0.7 400 6 
Xylene (total) 1.2 1,000 2,500 

SVOCs 
2-Methylnaphthalene 36.4 -- 3,000 
Naphthalene 13 1,000 17 
Phenol 0.03 1,000 250,000 

voes 

1, 1,1-Trichloroethane 5 5 200 
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 5 --
1,2-Dichloroethene (total) 5 5 5 
Benzene 1 1 5 
Chloroform 7 7 80 
Ethyl Benzene 5 s 700 

Toluene 5 5 1,000 

Trichloroethene 5 5 5 
Xylene (total) 5 5 10,000 
SVOCs 

2-Methylphenol 1 -- --
2,4-Dimethylphenol 1 50 --
3,3'-Dichlorobenzidlne 5 -- --
4-Methylphenol 1 -- --
Phenol 1 1 --
SVOCs 

Benzo(a)anthracene 0.224 or MDLb 1.10 2.9 

Benzo(a)pyrene 0.061 or MDLb 1.10 0.29 
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 1.1 11.00 2.9 

Is there a newly 

promulgated cleanup 
goal or Is the new 

level more stringent? 

(Y/N} 

Note 2 

Note 2 
No 

No 

No 

Note 2 

Note 2 

No 

Note 2 

No 

No 

No' 

No 

No 
No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 
No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

P:\PIT\Projects\ Huntsvllle Cont W912DY-08·0·0003\TOU15 - LTM and LUC\LUC lnspections\ LUC 5 Year Review 2015\0raft Final\AUachment 3 - Toxicity Assessment\Table A3-1 Cleanup Table vs CurrBa.&)ecl of 4 



AOC 

(m atrix and units) 

SEAD 26 

(Soi l) 

mg/kg 

SEAD 26 

(Groundwater) 

ug/l 

Ash Landfill 

(Soil) 

mg/Kg 

Ash Land fill 

(Groundwater) 

ug/L 

Table A3-1 - Evaluation of Changes in Chemical-Specific Standards 

Five-Year Review 

Seneca Army Depot Activity 

Former 

Standard/Cleanup Current NYSDEC Current Federal 

COPCs Listed in ROD Goal (In ROD) Cleanup Levelt Cleanup Levelt 

Total Carcinogenic PAHs 10' -- --

voes 

Benzene 1 1 5 

Ethyl Benzene 5 5 700 

Xylene (total) 5 5 10000 

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 5 5 --
1,3,5-Trimethyl benzene 5 5 --
n-Propylbenzene 5 5 --

p-lsopropyltoluene 5 5 --
voes 

1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
d 

1,000 36,000 --
Vinyl Chloride 0.2 27 1.7 

1,2-Dichloroethene (total) 0.3 1,000 --
Trichloroethene 0.7 400 6 

SVOCs 

2-Metylnaphthalene 36.4 -- 3,000 

Acenaphthylene 41 1,000 45,000 

Dibenzofuran 6.2 1,000 1,000 

Phenanthrene so 1,000 --
Benzo(a)anthracene 0.22 or MDLb 11 2.9 

bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate so -- 160 

Benzo(b)fluoranthene 1.1 11 1.8 

Benzo(k)fluoranthene 1.1 110 29 

Benzo(a)pyrene 0.061 or MDLb 1.1 0.29 

lndeno(l,2,3-cd )pyrene 3.2 11 2.9 

Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 0.014 or MDLb 1.1 0.29 

Benzo(g, h,i) peryle ne so 1,000 --
Pesticides/PCBs 

Aroclor-1260 1 -- 0.99 

Metals 

Cadmium 1.8" 60 980 

Chromium 26" 6,800 1,800,000 

Copper 25 10,000 47,000 

Lead soo1 
3,900 800 

Zinc 89 .1 10,000 350,000 

voes 

1,1,1-Trichloroethane 5 5 200 

Vinyl Chloride 2 2 2 

1,2-Dichloroethene (total) 5 5 --
Trichloroethene 5 5 5 

Metals 

Cadmium 10 5 5 

Chromium so so 100 

Copper 200 200 1300 

Lead 25 25 15 

Zinc 300 2000 --

Is there a newly 

promulgated cleanup 

goal or is the new 

leve l more stringent? 

(Y/N) 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

Yes1 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

Yesi,k 

Nok 

Nok 

Yesk 

No• 

P:\PIT\Projects\Huntsville Cont W912DY-08-D-0003\TOU15 - LTM and LUC\LUC lnspections\LUC S Year Review 2015\Draft Final\Attachment 3 -Toxicity Assessment\Tab1e A3-1 Cleanup Table vs Curr~gie-:2 of 4 



AOC 

(matrix and units) 

OB Grounds 

[SEAD-23] 

(Soil and Sediment) 

mg/Kg 

OB Grounds 

[SEAD-23] 

Reeder Creek 

(Sediment) 

mg/Kg 

SEAD-121C 

(Soil) 

mg/Kg 

SEAD-1211 

(Soil) 

mg/Kg 

Table A3-1- Evaluation of Changes in Chemical-Specific Standards 

Five-Vear Review 

Seneca Army Depot Activity 

Former 

Standard/Cleanup Current NYSDEC Current Federal 

COPCs Listed in ROD Goal (in ROD) Cleanup Levelt Cleanup Levelt 

Lead 500 3,900 800 

Copper 16 so 31.68 

Lead 31 63 35.88 

Lead' 1,250 3,900 800 

Iron 100,000 -- 820,000 

Manganese 10,QQQh 10,000 26,000 

Note 1: Cleanup goals presented in the table originate from the site-specific ROD 

Is there a newly 

promulgated cleanup 

goal or Is the new 

level more stringent? 

{V/N) 

No 

No 

No 

No' 

No 

No 

Note 2: At SEAD 25/26, soil cleanup goals (CUGs) are derived human health risk-based values. These values are protective of the most conservative 

receptor under an industrial use scenario, a future construction worker (a daycare facility is prohibited), unless otherwise noted. The CUG values for 

metals are normalized according to the post-remediation HQ distribution for a future construction worker. Soil CUGs are for surface, subsurface, and 

ditch so ils. 

t State soil cleanup goals are from 6 CRR-NY 375-6.8 (b) Restricted Use Soil Cleanup Objectives (Industrial) 11/30/16. State groundwater cleanup 

goals are 6 CRR-NY 703.5 (f) Water Quality Standards Surface Waters and Groundwater, 11/30/16. Federal soil standards are EPA Regional Screening 

Levels (RSL) for Industrial Soil. Federal groundwater standards are EPA RSL MCLs. Federal Freshwater standards are EPA Region Ill Freshwater 

Sediment Screening Benchmarks (Reeder Creek only). 

a) This value was derived in accordance with the publication "Recommendations of the Technical Review Workgroup for Lead for an Interim 

Approach to Assessing Risks Associated with Adult Exposures to Lead in Soil" (USEPA, December 1996). This publication suggests a range of lead 

cleanup levels (750 mg/Kg to 1750 mg/Kg) that may result in an acceptable residual risk under an Industrial use scenario. Based on discussions held 

at a BRAC Cleanup Team (BCT) meeting, as well as several correspondences between the Army, NYSDEC, and 

USEPA, the Army has proposed adopting the midpoint of this range (1250 mg/Kg) as the Industrial soil cleanup goal at SEAD-16 and SEAD-17. 

b) For semivolatile organic compounds, the minimum detection limit (MDL) was 0.330 mg/Kg. 

c) Carcinogenic PAH (cPAH) human health risk was evaluated using the method approved in USEPA (1993) Provisional Guidance for Quantitative Risk 

Assessment of Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (USEPA, 2016 https://cfpub.epa.gov/ncea/risk/recordisplay.cfm?deid=49732) in addition to the 

approach accepted by NYSDEC (NVSDEC, 2006). The Benzo(a)pyrene (BAP) Toxicity Equivalence value was calculated by multiplying the concentration 

of the individual cPAHs in each sample by the cPAH toxicity factors in the table below (based on USEPA IRIS Database) and summing the results. All of 

the BAP toxicity equivalence values at SEAD-16 (4 samples) were below one and one sample was 9.01. At SEAD-26 all of the samples (N=45) had a 

BAP toxicity equivalence below 3.6. Based on the guidance provided above, the cleanup goal of lOppm is expected to be protective. 

Benzo(a)pyrene 1 
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 1 
Benzo(a)anthracene 0.1 

Benzo(b)fluoranthene 0.1 
lndeno(l,2,3-cd)pyrene 0.1 

Benzo(k)fluoranthene 0.01 
Chrysene 0.01 
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Table A3-1 • Evaluation of Changes in Chemical-Specific Standards 

Five-Year Review 

Seneca Army Depot Activity 

Former 

AOC Standard/Cleanup Current NYSDEC Current Federal 

(matrix and units) COPCs Listed in ROD Goal (in ROD) Cleanup Levelt Cleanup Levelt 

d) Identified in ROD as a COPC, but no cleanup level was assigned to this chemical. 

e) Site background for soil was used . 

f) Site-specific goa l. 

g) Federal freshwater standards were used. See note t. 

h) Defined as the 95th UCL of the mean of the dataset. No individual sample to have a concentration above 19,500 mg/Kg. 

Is there a newly 

promulgated cleanup 

goal or is the new 

level more stringent? 

(Y/N) 

i) The EPC for indeno(l,2,3-cd)pyrene in soi l was 0.635 mg/Kg and was found to pose no risk to human health or ecological receptors. 

j) The EPC for cadmium in groundwater was 3.09 ug/L and was found to pose no risk to human health . 

k) Elevated turbidty during the RI sampling stage was the cause of the elevated metals concentrations and the reason metals were carried through as 

COPCs in the ROD . Subsequent to the ROD, quaterly groundwater sampl ing using EPA low flow methods at the Ash Landfill indicates that metals 

concentrations are no longer of concern . 

"··" Indicates no criteria/Mel or not applicable 

ug/L - micrograms per liter 

mg/Kg - mi lligrams per kilogram 

AOC - Area of Concern 

MCL - Maximum Contaminant Level 

ROD - Record of Decision 
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NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION 

Division of Environmenta l Remediation , Remedial Bureau A 
625 Broadway, 12th Floor, Albany, NY 12233-7015 

P: (518) 402-962 51 F: (51 8) 402-9627 

www.dec.ny.gov 

Mr. Randy Battaglia 

January 30, 2017 

BRAC Environmental Coordinator/Caretaker 
Seneca Army Depot Activity (SEDA) 
5786 State Route 96 
Romulus, NY 14541-5001 

Re: Seneca Army Depot Activity, NY Site No. 850006 

Dear Mr. Battaglia: 

The New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) has reviewed the 
following documents, has no further comments on the documents, and finds them satisfactory. 

• Draft Final Five Year Review Seneca Army Depot, SEAD 1, 2, 5, 12, 13, 16, 17, 25, 26, 
27, 39,40,41,43,44A,44B, 52, 56, 59, 62, 64A,64B,64C,64D,66,67, 69, 71, 121C, 
211, 122B, 122E, and the Ash Landfill Operable Unit (SEADs 3, 6, 8, 14, and 15) dated 
January 2017 

• Draft Final UFP-QAPP for Long-Term Monitoring at Seneca Army Depot dated January 
2017 

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at melissa .sweet@dec.ny.gov or at 
(518) 402-9614. 

cc: J. Vasquez, USEPA 
B. Badik, Parsons 
M. Sergott, NYSDOH 

Sincerely, 

;lu1~ 1.£:d---
Melissa L. Sweet 
Project Manager 
Bureau A, Section C 
Division of Environmental Remediation 

;,;,'
0
~0RI< I De p,artment of 

oRruwr, Environmental 
Conservation 
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