
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
PERMIT 

FOR CORRECTIVE ACTION; 
PURSUANT TO THE RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY ACT 

AS AMENDED BY THE HAZARDOUS AND SOLID WASTE 
AMENDMENTS OF 1984 

Permittee: U.S. Department of Energy, Naval Reactors Laboratory Field Office 
Permit Number: P A0890090004 
Facility Location: West Mifflin Borough, Allegheny County, Pennsylvania 

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) under the authority of the 
Solid Waste Disposal Act, as amended by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 
(RCRA) and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984 (HSWA), 42 U.S.C. §§ 6901-
6992k, and regulations promulgated thereunder and set forth at 40 C.F.R. Parts 260-271, has 
prepared this final permit (EPA Permit) for the U.S. Department of Energy, Naval Reactors 
Laboratory Field Office (Permittee) for its facility located on 208 acres in West Mifflin Borough, 
Allegheny County, Pennsylvania (Facility). 

A. CORRECTIVE ACTION FOR CONTINUING RELEASES; PROTECTION OF 
HUMAN HEAL TH AND THE ENVIRONMENT 

Section 3004(u) ofRCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6924(u), and regulations codified at 40 C.F.R. 
§ 264.101, require corrective action for all releases of hazardous waste or constituents from any 
solid waste management unit (SWMU) for all permitted treatment, storage, or disposal facilities, 
regardless of the time the waste was placed in the unit. 

Under Section 3004(v) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6924(v), and 40 C.F.R. § 264.l0l(c), the 
EPA may require that corrective action at a permitted facility be taken beyond the facility 
boundary where necessary to protect human health and the environment, unless the owner or 
operator of the facility concerned demonstrates to the satisfaction of the EPA that, despite the 
owner or operator's best efforts, the owner or operator was unable to obtain the necessary 
permission to undertake such action. 

Section 3005(c)(3) ofRCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6925(c)(3), and 40 C.F.R. § 270.32(b) provide 
that each permit shall contain such terms and conditions as EPA determines necessary to protect 
human health and the environment. 

While the EPA has granted the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania (the Commonwealth) 
authorization to operate a state hazardous waste program in lieu of the federal program pursuant 
to Section 3006(b) ofRCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6926(b), the Commonwealth has not received 
authorization for the Corrective Action Program. EPA is, therefore, issuing this EPA Permit so 
that the Permittee can satisfy its Corrective Action requirements at the Facility. 

B. REMEDY IMPLEMENTATION 
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On November 10, 2011, EPA issued a Final Decision and Response to Comments 
(FDR TC) in which it selected the implementation and maintenance of several remediation 
measures and institutional and engineering controls as the Final Remedy for the Facility. The 
FDRTC is set forth as Attachment A hereto and is made a part hereof. The components of the 
FDRTC have been completed; however, several components of the Final Remedy have continual 
obligations.. Commencing on the Effective Date of this EPA Permit, the Permittee shall comply 
with the following continual obligations: 

1. Restrict and control access to, and subsurface work in, the vicinity of two inactive, 
underground, 40-inch Coke Gas Lines (Inactive Gas Lines) to prevent potential exposure of on­
site workers to hazardous wastes and hazardous constituents and to prevent disruptions to the 
integrity of the Inactive Gas Lines. 

2. To the extent consistent with its obligations and authorities under law, the Permitee shall 
pursue placement of a notice in the deed prohibiting installation of on-site drinking water wells, 
should the property be transferred from Federal ownership. 

3. Maintain existing vegetative cover and warning signs at the Inactive Waste Site and Bettis 
Landfill. Maintain existing covers at the former Underground Waste Oil Storage Tank 
(UST/WOT) areas. Maintain existing cover and warning signs at the Trash Chute Area. 

4. Notify EPA in writing in advance of any changes to the Facility involving soil disturbances 
(i.e., excavation) for the Inactive Waste Site, Bettis Landfill, UST/WOT areas, Trash Chute area, 
and the Inactive Gas Lines. 

5. Continue to conduct periodic environmental monitoring of the following media to detect 
changes in concentrations of chlorinated volatile organic compounds: 

Material deposited in storm sewer system outfalls 
On-site wells 
Surface water and sediments in Bull Run Stream 

Sampling locations, analysis parameters, and frequency are specified in Attachment C attached 
hereto and made a part hereof. The Permitee will annually provide to EPA results of the periodic 
monitoring and any proposed revisions to specific monitoring locations by the end of the 
following calendar year. 

6. Monitor the use of the Matheson Valley property (Parcel ID: 243-H-155), formerly Valley 
National Gas property, and its successors, on an annual basis to confirm the absence or presence 
of water supply wells and/or plans for installation of such wells. If use ( or plans for such use) of 
groundwater are confirmed, this use will be reported by the Facility to EPA. This requirement 
shall continue for twenty (20) years from the Effective Date of the FDRTC, dated November 10, 
2011, or until EPA informs the Permittee in writing that this requirement is no longer necessary. 

The components of the Final Remedy listed above are being implemented under the 
Facility's RCRA Storage Permit, No. PA0890090004, issued by the Pennsylvania Department of 
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Environmental Protection (P ADEP) to the Permittee (DEP Permit). EPA has determined that 
protection of human health and the environment has been achieved at the Facility and will 
continue to be achieved at the Facility within the meaning of Section 3004(u) ofRCRA as long 
as the Permittee complies with the Facility's DEP Permit and the continual obligations described 
above. 

To satisfy the Permittee's RCRA Section 3004(u) Corrective Action obligations at the 
Facility, this EPA Permit incorporates, and provides for the implementation of, all the provisions 
of the DEP Permit and all attachments thereto. The DEP Permit contains all provisions of 40 
C.F.R. § 270.30 and are enforceable hereunder. The DEP Permit is hereby incorporated into this 
EPA Permit by reference and made a part hereof as Attachment B. 

Any inaccuracies found in the information submitted by the Permittee in connection with 
this EPA Permit may be grounds for the termination, modification, or revocation and reissuance 
of this EPA Permit, and potential enforcement action (see 40 C.F.R. §§ 270.41, 270.42 and 
270.43). The Permittee must inform EPA immediately of any deviation from, or changes in, the 
information which would affect the Permittee's ability to comply with applicable statutes, 
regulations, and/or permit conditions. 

The Permittee shall comply with all terms and conditions set forth in this EPA Permit, 
including the attachments hereto. Nothing in this EPA Permit shall limit EPA's authority to 
undertake,. or require any person to undertake, response action or corrective action under any 
law, including, but not limited to, Sections 104 and 106 of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. §§ 9604 and 
9606, and Section 7003 ofRCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6973. Nor shall any permit condition relieve the 
Permittee of any obligations under any law, including, but not limited to, Section 103 of 
CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. § 9603, to report releases of hazardous wastes, constituents, or substances 
to, at, or from the Facility. 

C. EFFECTIVE DATE 

This EPA Permit is effective as of August 21, 2013, and shall remain in effect through 
August 20, 2023, unless revoked and reissued (per 40 C.F.R. § 270.41), terminated (in 
accordance with 40 C.F.R. § 270.43), or continued (in accordance with 40 C.F.R. § 270.Sl(a)). 

D. SIGNATURE 

J~~£.:~ 
Land and Chemicals Division 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region III t 
Attachment A: Final Decision and Response to Comments 

November 10, 2011 

Attachment B: Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
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Department ofEnvironmental Protection 
Permit for Hazardous and Mixed Waste Facility Storage 
Bettis Atomic Power Laboratory 
P A0890090004 
February 26, 2009 

Attachment C: Environmental Monitoring Schedule 



RESPONSE TO COMMENTS DOCUMENT 
August 13, 2013 

FINAL PERMIT DECISION 

CORRECTIVE ACTION PERMIT 

U.S. Department of Energy 
Naval Reactors Laboratory Field Office 

West Mifflin, Pennsylvania 
P A0890090004 

Draft Permit Comment Period - May 21, 2013 to July 5, 2013 

This Response to Comments is prepared by EPA in accordance with the requirements of 40 CFR 
§ 124.17. 

Written comments regarding the draft permit were received from two parties prior to or during 
the public comment period. Below are the written comments (italicized) followed by EPA's 
response: 

A. Bettis Comments (July 2, 2013) 

l. Paragraph B. 3 ofthe draft Permit includes maintaining existing vegetative cover and warning 
signs at the Inactive Waste Site (IWS) and Bettis Landfill (BL). During a March 28, 2012 
meeting at the Bettis Laboratory with representatives ofthe Pennsylvania Department of 
Environmental Protection (PA DEP) and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, the PA 
DEP questioned whether capping and stabilization was needed for the inactive BL. Attached is a 
copy ofour letter dated August 23, 2012 that was prepared for the PA DEP that summarizes an 
evaluation ofcapping alternatives and stability analyses for the BL which was completed during 
the RCRA RFl The evaluation concluded that no stability issues exist and capping the area 
would have limited effects in reducing vertical infiltration ofwater. Therefore, Bettis 
recommends no additional requirements be imposed beyond those stated in the draft Permit. 

Response to Comment A 1: 

EPA concurs with the comment; no changes to the permit were necessary. 

2. Paragraph B. 5 ofthe draft Permit states in part that "The Permittee will annually provide to 
EPA results ofthe periodic monitoring and any proposed revisions to specific monitoring 
locations in August ofevery year unless EPA agrees to a later submission date. " Bettis 
recommends the following statement to be used in Paragraph B. 5: 

"The Permittee will annually provide to EPA results ofthe periodic monitoring and any 
proposed revisions to specific monitoring locations by the end ofthe following calendar 
year." 



Response to Comment A2: 

EPA concurs with the comment and has amended the sentence as suggested. 

3. Paragraph B.6 ofthe draft Permit states "Monitor the use ofMatheson Valley property 
(Parcel ID: 243-H-155), formerly Valley National Gas property, and its successors, on an 
annual basis to confirm the absence or presence ofwater supply wells and/or plans for 
installation ofsuch wells. Jfuse (or plans for such use) ofgroundwater are confirmed, this use 
will be reported by the Facility to EPA. This requirement shall continue for twenty (20) years 
from the Effective Date ofthis Permit or until EPA informs the Permittee in writing that this 
requirement is no longer necessary. " This requirement was previously identified in the 
November 10, 2011 Final Decision and Response to Comments (FDRTC) document. Bettis 
requests a specific date 20 years from the November 10, 2011 FDRTC requirement for duration 
ofthis task. Bettis recommends the following statement to be used in Paragraph B. 6: 

"Monitor the use ofMatheson Valley property (Parcel ID: 243-H-155), formerly Valley 
National Gas property, and its successors, on an annual basis to confirm the absence or 
presence ofwater supply wells and/or plans for installation ofsuch wells. Jfuse (or plans 
for such use) ofgroundwater are confirmed, this use will be reported by the Facility to 
EPA. This requirement shall continue for twenty (20) years from Effective Date ofthe 
Final Decision and Response to Comments (FDRTC) document which is dated November 
10, 2011, or until the EPA informs the Permittee in writing that this requirement is no 
longer necessary. " 

Response to Comment A3: 

EPA concurs with the comment and has amended the sentence as suggested. 

4. Two editorial errors were noted: 

a. Paragraph 5 ofthe Permit, states in part "Material depositied in storm sewer system 
outfalls. " This should read "Material deposited in storm sewer system outfalls. " 

b. Footnote 1 ofthe Environmental Monitoring Schedule ofAttachment C states in part: 

" ... certified laboratory (or equivalent) will be used for analyses for volatile organic 
compounds using EPA Method 8260B (or subsequent revision). " 

Bettis recommends removing "will be used" such that the statement reads: 

" ... certified laboratory (or equivalent) for analyses for volatile organic compounds using 
EPA Method 8260B (or subsequent revision). " 

Response to Comment A4: 



EPA has corrected the editorial errors as suggested. 

B. PA DEP Comment (May 17, 2013) 

l. [Bettis, EPA, and PA DEPJ had also discussed grading ofthe IWS and landfill areas to 
promote positive stormwater drainage away from these areas to minimize infiltration into the 
waste mass. [PADEP] didn't see this addressed in the draft. [PADEPJ recommends that 
Paragraph B.3 in the draft permit be modified to require Bettis to maintain 2-3% minimum 
grades in these areas to ensure proper drainage and to prevent ponding. 

Response to Comment BI: 

EPA has determined that minimum slope requirements are not necessary in the IWS and landfill 
areas in order for the continuing corrective action obligations included in this permit to remain 
protective ofhuman health and the environment. The vast majority, if not all, of the IWS is 
located on a significant hillside slope that permits adequate stormwater drainage. Grading the 
relatively flat portion of the landfill would likely not reduce stormwater infiltration rates more 
than the proposed capping study referenced in Comment Al above, which was deemed 
unnecessary due to the small volume of stormwater infiltration into the area and the minimal 
reduction that capping would provide. In addition, any amount of infiltration through the 
remaining waste mass would likely discharge through seeps in the steep hillside downgradient of 
the landfill and be collected and treated by the Springwater Intercept System prior to discharge 
into Bull Run Stream. 
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Final Decision and Response to Comments, November 10, 2011 
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I. Introduction 

A. Facility Name 

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has prepared this 

supplemental Statement of Basis (SB) for the Bettis Atomic Power Laboratory facility located at 

West Mifflin, Pennsylvania (hereinafter referred to as the Facility). 

The Facility is subject to the Corrective Action program under the Solid Waste Disposal 

Act, as amended by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976, and the 

Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984, 42 U.S.C. Sections 6901 to 6992k.  

The Corrective Action program is designed to ensure that certain facilities subject to RCRA have 

investigated and cleaned up any releases of hazardous waste and hazardous constituents that have 

occurred at their property. 

Information on the Corrective Action program as well as a fact sheet for the Facility can 

be found by navigating http://www.epa.gov/reg3wcmd/correctiveaction.htm. 

EPA has reviewed data regarding the Facility which has become available since the 

issuance of the FDRTC.  Based on this review, EPA has proposed to revise the final remedy for 

one portion of the Facility and is providing opportunity for public comment and review as 

described in Section VIII, below. 

B. Proposed Decision 

This supplemental SB explains EPA’s proposed decision to amend the selected remedy 
for the Facility as described in the original Statement of Basis of September 29, 1995 and 

outlined in the Final Decision and Response to Comments (FDRTC), issued on August 15, 1997. 

In particular, this SB proposes to revise the remedy for groundwater which has been impacted by 

the Inactive Waste Site (IWS) by both adding and deleting a remedy component. 

The additional proposed remedy component is monitoring of groundwater use on an off-

site property.  This proposed monitoring, combined with Allegheny County Health Department 

Regulations that preclude the use of groundwater as a drinking water supply and West Mifflin 

zoning ordinances that preclude residential construction in the affected area, will provide 

assurance that groundwater use on the subject property does not occur without notification to 

EPA. 

The proposed remedy component to be deleted from the original FDRTC is the 

construction of a system to collect subsurface drainage at the IWS.  With the addition of 

monitoring of groundwater use on an off-site property, the construction of this system should no 

longer be necessary. 

This SB summarizes information which supports this proposed decision.  This 

information can be found in greater detail in documents in the Administrative Record (AR). 
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C. Importance of Public Input 

Before EPA makes a final decision on its proposal for the Facility, the public may 

participate in the remedy selection process by reviewing this SB and documents contained in the 

AR for the Facility.  The AR contains documentation regarding conditions at the Facility and 

offsite properties which supports EPA’s proposed decision.  EPA encourages anyone interested 

to review the AR.  The AR is available for public review at the EPA Region III office, the 

address of which is provided in Section VIII, below. 

EPA will address all significant comments received during the public comment period.  If 

EPA determines that new information or public comments warrant a modification to the 

proposed decision, EPA will modify the proposed decision or select other corrective measures 

based on such new information and/or public comments.  EPA will approve its amended final 

decision in a revised Final Decision and Response to Comments. 

II. Facility Background 

The Facility is located in the Borough of West Mifflin, Allegheny County, Pennsylvania.  

The Facility covers approximately 208 acres and is bordered by commercial, industrial and 

residential areas. 

The Facility is owned by the U.S. Department of Energy and has been dedicated to the 

design and support of reactor plants used in U.S. Naval nuclear-powered vessels since 1949. 

From 1926 to 1948, the Facility was used as an airfield. The IWS covers about 3.5 acres in the 

northern portion of the facility and was reportedly used until 1964 to dispose of household waste 

and excavation materials from construction projects.  The area of the IWS is currently unused 

and covered with vegetation. 

III. Summary of Environmental History 

Initial environmental investigations from 1983 to 1989 found that environmental impacts 

at the Facility included contamination of soils and groundwater with volatile organic compounds 

(VOCs).  In response, on September 28, 1990, the Facility entered into an Administrative Order 

on Consent with the EPA which required the Facility to conduct a RCRA Facility Investigation 

(RFI) and Corrective Measures Study (CMS) to address releases of hazardous wastes and/or 

constituents.  

An RFI report was approved by EPA on August 2, 1994, and described environmental 

conditions at multiple areas at the Facility, including groundwater impacted by the IWS. The 

area immediately downgradient of the IWS includes property currently owned by the U.S. 

Department of Energy that was previously owned by Duquesne Light and Valley National Gases 

[(VNG – previously operated as Valley Welding Supply Company (VWSC)].  Residential and 

commercial properties are located downgradient of the IWS between VNG and Thompson Run, a 

perennial stream.  The RFI investigated groundwater conditions downgradient of the IWS on 

Facility property and, to a lesser extent, VNG and former Duquesne Light property. A CMS was 

approved by EPA on March 16, 1995. EPA issued a Statement of Basis proposing Corrective 

Measures for the Facility on September 29, 1995 and the FDRTC on August 15, 1997.  The 
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FDRTC selected corrective measures for the entire Facility and included the following measures 

for groundwater impacted by the IWS: 

Follow health and safety procedures contained in 29 CFR Sec. 1910.120 for any work 

around the IWS and when handling groundwater during any excavations at the Facility 

Place restrictions on the deed to Facility property to prevent the installation of on-site 

drinking water wells 

Maintain vegetative cover and warning signs at the IWS 

Notify EPA of all designs and/or plans for changes to the Facility involving soil 

disturbances (i.e., excavation) for the IWS 

Conduct periodic environmental monitoring of on-site and offsite wells, and water and 

sediments in runoff from the Facility to VWSC (now U.S. Department of Energy) 

property to detect changes in the concentration of specific contaminants 

Construct a subsurface drainage system at the northern portion of the facility to collect 

groundwater before it discharges to the surface through seeps and natural springs 

On April 11, 2001, the Facility and EPA signed a Consent Order and Agreement (COA) 

which provided for Facility implementation of the corrective measures identified in the FDRTC.  

Since then, the Facility has implemented all but two of the corrective measures selected in the 

FDRTC. First, deed restrictions to prevent the installation of drinking water wells on Facility 

property are not necessary at this time due to other administrative controls which are being 

implemented while the Facility maintains ownership of the impacted property.  Deed restrictions 

will be implemented in the event that the Facility sells the subject property. The second measure 

not implemented to date is the construction of a subsurface drainage system at the IWS. 

At the time of the FDRTC, groundwater impacted by the IWS periodically discharged to 

the ground surface within an area known as the wet-weather ditch.  The wet-weather ditch 

initiated on Facility property, crossed DL property, and dissipated on VWSC property such that 

seepage would, at times, flow onto VWSC property.  The FDRTC found that subsurface drainage 

at the wet-weather ditch should be collected before it discharges to the ground surface because 

VWSC property may be developed as a residential area in the future and that groundwater may 

be used by VWSC or a future owner of the property. 

For this particular corrective measure, the Facility has, per the COA, conducted further 

work to determine if the measure is appropriate under current and anticipated groundwater flow 

conditions in this area. On April 2, 2001, EPA approved a Groundwater Regime Study Plan 

prepared by the Facility to further characterize the subject conditions.  In conjunction with this 

work, in 2002, the Facility purchased parcels of property downgradient of the IWS from both 

Duquesne Light and VNG (formerly VWSC) that encompassed the wet weather ditch and the 

area where the seepage occurred.  On September 25, 2003, the Facility issued a Report of the 

Investigation of Surface Seepage at the IWS which reported the results of this study. This report 

included a characterization of the volume and extent of groundwater seepage in the wet-weather 

ditch and evaluated the sources of this seepage. In response to this report, on December 3, 2004, 

EPA requested the Facility to install an additional monitoring well downgradient of the IWS to 

further monitor groundwater above the Pittsburgh Coal Zone which underlies the IWS.  On 

March 10, 2005, the Facility submitted a plan to install the requested well and subsequently 

submitted monitoring information for this well to EPA on April 14, 2006, and April 13, 2007.  
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Based on the results of the monitoring of this additional well, on June 27, 2008, EPA notified the 

Facility that any groundwater discharges and seeps between VNG property and Thompson Run 

Creek should also be characterized. These discharges and seeps were sampled by PADEP in July 

2008 and further characterized by the Facility as reported to EPA on October 13, 2009. 

Based on the additional investigations summarized above, the following new, pertinent 

information has become available regarding groundwater impacted (or potentially impacted) by 

the IWS since the issuance of the FDRTC: 

While groundwater seepage was observed within the wet-weather ditch on 165 days over 

a monitoring period of 33 months, no migration of seepage onto offsite (i.e., current 

VNG) property was observed during this period.  Groundwater seepage from the wet-

weather ditch is now expected to flow offsite only if it occurs concurrently with runoff 

during a significant storm event. 

Monitoring of a new well installed on Facility property downgradient of the wet-weather 

ditch indicates the IWS has impacted a water-bearing zone within the Pittsburgh 

Sandstone formation.  This information suggests that water-bearing zones within the 

Pittsburgh Sandstone under VNG property may also be impacted by the IWS. 

Monitoring of a well and groundwater seeps/discharges between VNG property and 

Thompson Run indicates that groundwater downgradient of VNG property has not been 

impacted by the IWS. (The RFI had previously found that Thompson Run is not impacted 

by the IWS.) 

Based on predictive modeling, any intrusion of sub-surface VOC vapors into buildings on 

VNG property should not present an unacceptable risk under the current industrial use of 

this property. In addition, VNG property is currently zoned for industrial use only. 

Based on this new information, the following additional corrective measure is proposed 

to ensure that groundwater impacted by the IWS does not present an unacceptable risk: 

The Facility shall monitor the use of VNG property on an annual basis to confirm the absence 

or presence of water supply wells and/or plans for installation of such wells.  If use (or plans 

for such use) of groundwater are confirmed, this use shall be reported by the Facility to the 

EPA. This requirement shall continue for 20 years or until such time as an equally protective 

control is implemented or until EPA determines that it is no longer necessary. 

With the implementation of this additional corrective measure, the construction of a 

subsurface drainage collection system at the base of the IWS should no longer be necessary to 

mitigate groundwater impacted by the IWS. As a result, EPA proposes to delete this remedy 

component.  If the Facility implements its plan to construct a flow separator over the wet-weather 

ditch to prevent both off-site migration of sediment and mixing of groundwater seepage and 

surface water from the affected area, EPA also proposes to delete the requirement to conduct 

periodic environmental monitoring of water and sediments in runoff from the Facility to VNG 

property after the flow separator has been installed. 
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IV. Evaluation of EPA=s Proposed Decision 

This section provides a description of the criteria EPA uses to evaluate a remedy under 

the Corrective Action Program.  The criteria are applied in two phases.  In the first phase, EPA 

evaluates three criteria, known as Threshold Criteria.  In the second phase, EPA sometimes uses 

seven balancing criteria to select among alternative solutions, if more than one is proposed. The 

Facility has demonstrated that the current conditions meet the threshold criteria established by 

EPA. Because EPA is not selecting among alternatives, a complete evaluation of the balancing 

criteria is not necessary. 

The following is a summary of EPA’s evaluation of the Threshold Criteria: 

1. Protect Human Health and the Environment - This proposed revised remedy 

protects human health and the environment from exposure to contamination.  EPA’s proposed 

revised decision meets this standard for current and anticipated land use. Impacted groundwater 

under Facility and VNG property is not currently used.  The proposed revised remedy requires 

that future use of VNG be monitored to identify any known or planned use of groundwater under 

VNG property and that this information be reported to the EPA.  In addition, intrusion of vapors 

from groundwater to existing buildings on VNG property is not expected to present an 

unacceptable risk under the current industrial use. 

2. Achieve Media Cleanup Objectives - EPA’s proposed remedy meets the 
appropriate cleanup objectives based on the current and reasonably anticipated use of Facility and 

VNG property.  Both properties are currently used for industrial purposes and do not use 

groundwater. Use of groundwater on VNG property is not reasonably anticipated. 

3. Remediating the Source of Releases - In all remedy decisions, EPA seeks to 

eliminate or reduce further releases of hazardous wastes or hazardous constituents that may pose 

a threat to human health and the environment.  Sources of the releases at the Facility have been 

addressed by remedy components selected in the FDRTC of August 15, 1997.  This proposed 

amendment addresses the migration of contaminants rather than the source of a release. 

V. Institutional Controls 

Under this proposed decision, some concentrations of contaminants will remain in 

groundwater under both Facility property and adjacent property which is used for industrial 

purposes. These concentrations may present an unacceptable risk if groundwater is used.  In 

response, the proposed revised remedy includes a requirement that the Facility monitor the use 

(and/or potential use) of groundwater on the subject adjacent industrial property.  ICs are 

generally non-engineered instruments such as administrative and/or legal controls that minimize 

the potential for human exposure to contamination by limiting land or resource use. The 

proposed IC is: 

The facility shall monitor the use of VNG property on an annual basis to confirm the 

absence or presence of water supply wells and/or plans for installation of such wells. If 

use (or plans for such use) of groundwater are confirmed, this use will be reported by the 

Facility to the EPA. This requirement shall continue for 20 years or until such time as an 
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equally protective control is implemented or until EPA determines that it is no longer 

necessary. 

This IC is enforceable through an amendment to an Administrative Order on Consent 

between EPA and the Facility dated April 11, 2001. If the Facility fails to meet its obligations 

under the Administrative Order or EPA, in its sole discretion, deems that additional ICs are 

necessary to protect human health or the environment, EPA has the authority to require and 

enforce additional ICs.  

VI. Environmental Indicators 

Under the Government Performance and Results Act (GPRA), EPA has set national goals 

to address RCRA corrective action facilities.  Under GPRA, EPA evaluates two key 

environmental clean-up indicators for each facility: (1) Current Human Exposures Under Control 

and (2) Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control.  The Facility met these 

indicators on September 23, 2002. 

VII. Financial Assurance 

Due to the minimal cost of post-remedial activities (e.g., annual monitoring of an off-site 

property for groundwater use) that must be performed as part of the final remedy of the Facility, 

no financial assurance is required. 

VIII. Public Participation 

Interested persons are invited to comment on EPA’s proposed decision.  The public 

comment period will last thirty (30) calendar days from the date that notice is published in a local 

newspaper. Comments may be submitted by mail, fax, or e-mail to Mr. Griff Miller at the 

address listed below. 

A public meeting will be held upon request.  Requests for a public meeting should be 

made to Mr. Griff Miller at the address listed below.  A meeting will not be scheduled unless one 

is requested. 

The Administrative Record contains all the information considered by EPA for the 

proposed decision at this Facility.  The Administrative Record is available at the following 

location: 

U.S. EPA Region III 

1650 Arch Street 

Philadelphia, PA 19103 

Contact: Mr. Griff Miller (3LC30) 

Phone: (215) 814-3407 

Fax: (215) 814-3113 

Email: miller.griff@epa.gov 
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