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MEETING MINUTES 

Restoration Advisory Board (RAB)  

For the Former Naval Station Roosevelt Roads 

Fajardo, Puerto Rico 

Meeting No. 1 – February 7, 2007 

 

Note: These minutes are a summary based on informal notes taken at the meeting. They are 
not intended as a verbatim transcript and may not have captured everything that was 
discussed. If comments or additional notes are provided by others who were present at the 
meeting, within 30 days of distribution of these minutes, those will be added as an 
attachment to these minutes. 

I. CALL TO ORDER AND WELCOMING REMARKS 

The meeting began at 6:15 p.m. with Susana Struve (CH2M HILL) welcoming everyone and 
introducing the presenters to the audience. The following agency representatives were in 
attendance to address local community members’ questions and concerns: David Criswell, 
Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) Deputy Base Closure Manager, Navy; Mark 
Davidson, Remedial Project Manager for BRAC, Navy; Pedro Ruiz, Environmental Program 
Manager - Naval Activity Puerto Rico (NAPR); Wilmarie Rivera, Puerto Rico Environmental 
Quality Board (EQB); Mark Kimes, Baker Environmental, Inc. (Navy Installation Restoration 
Program Contractor); and Tim Gordon, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). 
Attachment 1 provides a copy of the attendance list.   

II. TOPICS DISCUSSED AND PRESENTATIONS 

IIa. Publicizing RAB Meetings – David Criswell welcomed everyone to the meeting and 
encouraged participation in the RAB to better understand the cleanup and transfer process, 
its legal process, and guidelines. Mark Davidson addressed Action Item #1 from the 
November 28, 2006 public meeting, regarding the need for increased public notification 
about upcoming RAB meetings. 

Discussion Points 

• John Henry (community member) pointed out that the Portal Del Futuro website was 
not updated and did not include any information about this RAB meeting. He also 
voiced concern that the representatives from Portal Del Futuro were not in attendance at 
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the meeting. David Criswell answered that Alfonso Martinez, representative of Portal 
Del Futuro, had indicated prior to the meeting that he would be in attendance. David 
Criswell also encouraged community members to consult the EPA website for 
information concerning the RAB meetings. 

• Debra McWhirter (community member) pointed out that many community members do 
not know what the RAB is and what goes on in the meetings. Mark Davidson answered 
that it is important for the RAB to be the pipeline to the community to bring information 
to everyone about what is happening at Roosevelt Roads. 

IIb. Updated Schedule –Mark Davidson (Navy) presented the revised BRAC property 
transfer schedule, which was Action Item #2 from the November 28, 2006 public meeting. 
He discussed the Covenant Deferral Request (CDR) and the accelerated transfer of Los 
Machos beach and airport areas. He announced that the CDR will be issued some time 
between March 1- 15 and it will be available for a 30-day public comment period. A special 
RAB meeting will be convened around mid-March to discuss the CDR. The CDR will be put 
before the governor to sign in May, after the public has had a chance to comment. See 
Attachment 2 (meeting handouts). 

Discussion Points 

• John Henry (community member) voiced concern about the zoning plan. He asked 
whether Portal Del Futuro had informed the community about it yet. David Criswell 
said that the zoning plan is currently in development. John Henry said that he had 
heard that the plan has already been developed, without input from the community. 

• Jorge Fernandez Porto (community member) asked about the CDR and what it 
entails. David Criswell answered that it is a document that is internally developed 
by the Navy, and has been in development for about two years. It is for the governor 
to sign in approval of the early transfer of lands that may still require cleanup 
actions. The RAB will review it before it goes to the general public. He reiterated that 
a special RAB meeting will be called to go over the document. 

• Lirio Márquez D’Acunti (community member) asked if there would also be a public 
hearing. David Criswell said a public meeting has never been done by the Navy for a 
CDR before in the U.S., but the Navy will present the CDR to the public at the RAB 
meeting in mid-March 2007. 

• Another question was asked about what kinds of actions or events can delay the 
schedule? David Criswell answered that many things can happen related to the 
actual transfer. All are lengthy legal processes. 

• Jorge Fernandez Porto asked for more clarification about the Consent Order (CO). 
Tim Gordon (EPA) answered that that would be discussed during his portion of the 
presentation. Lirio Marquez asked if, when the lands are transferred, the private 
owners will keep the RAB informed of the cleanup process. Tim Gordon answered 
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that the CO signed between the Navy and the EPA makes the Navy ultimately 
responsible for the outcome of the cleanup process. He also explained that there will 
be third party orders between EPA and the new owners for transfer of parcels. 
David Criswell pointed out that as long as there are cleanup actions in place at 
Roosevelt Roads, there will be a RAB. Mark Davidson added that since the cleanup 
work performed by the Local Reuse Authority (LRA) will be under a federal grant, 
there will be funds allocated for public involvement (i.e., RAB). 

• An audience member then voiced concerns about health problems caused by 
exposure to contamination. Susana Struve (CH2M HILL) said that this meeting was 
not the correct forum for that discussion, and directed the person to address his 
concerns with the entity responsible for public health concerns. David Criswell 
directed the discussion back to the cleanup and transfer of the property.  

IIc. Base Closure and Cleanup Decision Process 

Mark Davidson introduced Action Item #3 from the November 28, 2006 meeting regarding 
the decision process to close the base. David Criswell presented information detailing the 
process of base closure and transfer of parcels. See Attachment 3 (meeting presentations). 

IId. RAB Administration 

Susana Struve presented information about the administration of the RAB. A community 
Co-Chair will be elected and each RAB must develop their own mission and operating 
procedures. Examples of charters (operating procedures) from other RABs were handed out 
to meeting participants (see Attachment 2). 

Discussion Points 

• An audience member asked about the applicant from Washington, D.C. (Susana 
Struve asked whether he should be allowed to participate in the RAB, or simply 
serve as an observer). Susana said that this should be a decision that is made and 
incorporated into the charter; the issue of whether someone who is not residing in 
the community should be admitted to the RAB. John Henry said that if the person 
has environmental knowledge than he could serve in an advisory capacity, but not 
as a member. 

• Jorge Fernandez Porto asked why the Vieques RAB charter was not handed out to 
members as an example. Why one from Alaska? Susana Struve pointed out that all 
RABs are administered and operate in a similar manner, and that these other 
examples are also applicable. She added that the Vieques charter had been 
developed to address specific issues for that location and is not entirely typical of 
other RABs’ charters.  In response to the observation that it was the only available 
example in Spanish, the Vieques charter was handed out.  
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IIe. Consent Order/Discussion 

Tim Gordon (EPA) presented an overview of the CO that was signed in January by EPA and 
the Navy. Copies of the press release and the comments/responses from the public meeting 
held to take comments on the CO in September were distributed to the meeting participants 
(see Attachment 2, handouts).  

Discussion Points 

• John Henry asked whether the comment/response document addressed verbal as 
well as written comments (i.e., verbal comments made during the meeting in 
September 2006). Tim Gordon replied that this document is a summary and does not 
address every comment made. Many comments are similar in nature, thus the aim 
was to summarize the principal points made at the meeting as well as in the written 
comments.  

• John Henry voiced concern that some specific comments regarding detailed 
information of contamination were not addressed, and thus not considered. Tim 
Gordon requested that if the public has specific information regarding 
contamination at the site they should submit that information in writing to the 
attention of the EPA Project Manager (Tim Gordon) at 290 Broadway, 22nd floor, 
New York, NY 10007, as well as to the Navy. 

• A meeting participant raised concern about the contamination in the landfill. There 
is concern that it is now being covered, and wondered who will remove the 
contamination? Tim Gordon replied that the EPA has approved the landfill cap 
process, and that it will be strictly regulated and monitored for 30 years. If any 
releases of contamination from the landfill area are found, action to address that 
contamination will be taken. Usage restrictions will be put in place. He added that 
information about the landfill process was made available during the public 
comment period (September 2006) and that the landfill closure plan is available in 
the public information repositories.  

• A meeting participant asked if the Navy had a permit for hazardous waste disposal 
at the landfill. Tim Gordon replied that the Navy does not. Based on the information 
available to EPA, it is EPA’s understanding that since the RCRA laws were passed in 
1976, no hazardous waste has been deposited at the landfill. Any hazardous waste 
removed from the site must be disposed of or treated at an authorized hazardous 
waste disposal or treatment facility. Since no such commercial facility is located in 
Puerto Rico, any hazardous wastes generated by the Navy must be transported to a 
permitted disposal or treatment facility located in the U.S. mainland. 

• A meeting participant asked if the landfill can be transferred and used for other 
purposes. Tim Gordon explained the third party order process, and that if the 
landfill is acceptably “capped” and monitored, it might in the future be approved for 
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certain non-residential purposes, such as for recreational usage (for example, a golf 
course or a ball field, or a park). 

• A meeting participant voiced concern that there are contaminated sites that the Navy 
is not aware of, which community members know of. Tim Gordon encouraged 
community members with this knowledge to formally document it in a letter and 
send it to the EPA at the address given previously, and to the Navy. Once this 
information is verified, it can be addressed (through investigation and monitoring). 

• A meeting participant asked that every time an action is taken by the Navy at the 
base, to please document it in a report and make that information available to the 
public. 

• Jorge Fernandez Porto said that he thought that the type of a decision to close a 
landfill would be discussed with the public. Instead, it was done without informing 
the public and having a public comment period. He was concerned that there were 
high concentrations of heavy metals in the water around the landfill. Tim Gordon 
replied that the meeting in September served as a public review of the landfill 
closure plan. He says there was a discussion about it, but that no written comments 
were received. He added that monitoring for contamination is being performed 
every 6 months, and will continue for 30 years. 

• A meeting participant pointed out that EPA is having difficulty communicating the 
real nature of what is being done. He said that situations of contamination also exist 
outside of the base, and are no different. There are landfills in Fajardo that are 
contaminated, and few local businesses have permits for disposal. He said that the 
EPA should be clearer. 

III. ADJOURNMENT 

The meeting was adjourned at 9:10 p.m. Because other agenda items had run over the 
allotted time, the presentation about status of sites on the base was postponed. Lirio 
Marquez requested that the next meeting begin with that site status report by Mark Kimes. 
Handouts were distributed (see Attachment 2). Attachment 3 provides copies of the 
presentation, (including the portion that was postponed). 

The Navy suggested March 14th, 2007, for the next meeting date so that RAB members can 
be informed about the Covenant Deferral Request (CDR) and will have a chance to ask 
questions, before the formal public comment period begins. 

IV. Action Item:  

Description Status (will be updated in the 
next meeting minutes) 

Comments 

Search for additional applicable 
charter examples for the development 
of the Roosevelt Roads RAB charter. 
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ATTACHMENT 1 – Meeting Attendees 

RAB Meeting No. 1 – February 7, 2007 

 

RAB Community members and Visitors: 

Danny Velazquez Debra McWhirter, RAB member 

Jose E. Diaz Ángel L. de Jesús, RAB member 

Antonio Frontera Jorge Fernandez Porto, RAB member 

Luis A. Burgos Lirio Marquez, RAB member 

Ismael Velacour Luis Velásquez, RAB member 

Jose Diaz Antonia Rodríguez 

Jesus M. Rodriguez Luis E. Mercado 

William Lourido, RAB member Ismael T. Millan 

Ramón Ríos, RAB member Carmen D. Figueroa 

John Henry, RAB member Jimmy Concepción, RAB member 

Pedro L. Torres Dennis Crisal 

Daniel E. González, RAB member Carlos Brown  

Agustin Velásquez, RAB member Rafael Montes, RAB member 

Ramón D. Figueroa, RAB member Samuel Santiago 

Sara Castro Francisco Frontera 

RAB members absent: 

Rogelio Figueroa (excused) 

Antonio Colorado (excused) 

Samuel Caraballo – López 

 

Agency representatives: 

David Criswell, Navy; BRAC Deputy Base 
Closure Manager  

Tim Gordon, U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) 

Mark Davidson, Navy Co-Chair; Remedial 
Project Manager for the former Naval Station 
Roosevelt Roads 

Wilmarie Rivera, Puerto Rico Environmental 
Quality Board (EQB)  

Pedro Ruiz, Environmental Program Manager - 
Naval Activity Puerto Rico (NAPR)  

Mark Kimes, Baker Environmental, Inc. 
(Navy Installation Restoration Program 
contractor) 

Susana Struve, CH2M HILL, Inc.  
(meeting facilitator, Navy contractor) 

Sara Vivas, CH2M HILL, Inc.  
(meeting notes, Navy contractor) 

Neida Pumarejo, Puerto Rico Conservation Trust Alfonso Martínez, Portal del Futuro (LRA) 
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ATTACHMENT 2 – Meeting Handouts 



Anticipated Schedule
Programa Anticipado

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
NSRR Closed (March 2004)/
NSRR Cerrada (marzo del 2004)

Land reuse planning and public involvement/
Planificación de redesarrollo de la propiedad
y participación comunitaria

Reuse plan approved (3/27/05)/
Plan de redesarrollo de la propiedad
aprobado (3/27/05)

Public comment period on EPA/Navy
cleanup agreement/
Periodo de comentario público sobre 
el acuerdo de limpieza de la EPA/Marina

Cleanup agreement signed (1/29/07)/
El acuerdo de limpieza firmado (1/29/07)

Transfer parcels to Federal agencies/
Transferir parcelas a las agencias federales

Public comment period for early transfer/
Periodo de comentario público sobre la 
transferencia temprana

Governor signs Covenant Deferral Request/
El Gobernador firma la Determinación de 
Adaptabilidad para Transferencia Temprana

Transfer clean parcels: recreation to Ceiba 
and conservation to Puerto Rico/
Transferir parcelas  limpias: recreación para 
Ceiba y conservación para Puerto Rico

Public benefit transfers: airport, port, hospital/
Transferencias para el beneficio del público: 
aeropuerto, puerto, hospital

Economic development transfers: science park, university/
Transferencias para el desarrollo económico: parque de 
ciencias, universidad

Sell parcels for private development/
Vender parcelas para desarrollo privado
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ATTACHMENT 3 – Meeting Presentations 

 



Restoration Advisory 
Board (RAB) Meeting

Former Naval Station Roosevelt Roads
Ceiba, Puerto Rico

February 7, 2007

Tonight’s Agenda

Mark Davidson, Navy Co-ChairReview of Action Items

Susana StruveClosing 

Mark Kimes, 
Baker Environmental

Status report - investigations and  
cleanup 

• Public questions and comments

Tim Gordon, EPA
Remedial Project Manager

Final Navy-EPA cleanup agreement
• Public questions and comments

Susana Struve, CH2M HILL
Facilitator

RAB Administration 
• RAB membership so far 
• Electing a Community Co-Chair
• RAB Operating Procedures
• RAB members’ discussion

David Criswell, Navy 
Deputy Base Closure Manager

Welcome



Action Items - last meeting

• Handout tonightRevise anticipated 
schedule

• Provided on the next few slidesInformation about the 
decision to close the 
base and transfer land

• Newspaper advertisements El Vocero 1/18 
and El Horizonte 1/24
• Radio Yunque 93 public service notice
• Ceiba/Fajardo megaphone announcement
• Expanded mailing list
• Called RAB members
• Asked each RAB member to bring a guest

Investigate more ways to 
notify the public of 
meetings

StatusAction Item

Decision to close and transfer 
the base (Public Law 108-87, Sept. 2003)

• SEC. 8132. (a) CLOSURE OF NAVAL STATION 
ROOSEVELT ROADS, PUERTO RICO.
– Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the Secretary of 

the Navy shall close Naval Station Roosevelt Roads, Puerto 
Rico, no later than 6 months after enactment of this Act.

• SEC. 8132. (b) IMPLEMENTATION.
– The closure provided for in subsection (a), and subsequent 

disposal, shall be carried out in accordance with the 
procedures and authorities contained in the Defense Base 
Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (title XXIX of Public 
Law 101–510; 10 U.S.C. 2687).



BRAC Process to close and 
transfer the base 

• Goal: 3 years
• Plan: Overlap Closure and Disposal

1. Move assets; cease operations; close the base
2. Simultaneously with the above:

• Environmental Characterization (cleanup required): ECP
• DOD Screening and Transfer (Guard, Reserves, Active)
• Federal Agency Screening and Transfer (Fed-to-Fed)
• Personal Property Screening
• Homeless Screening
• Local Reuse Authority (LRA) Identification/Plan
• Disposal: All methods, but more reliance on market

Types of BRAC transfers
(Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990)

• Sale
– Sealed bid, on-line auction, live auction
– Examples: Tustin, El Toro, and San Pedro, CA; Charleston, SC; 

Orlando, FL

• Public Benefit Conveyance (PBC)
– To Public Entity for conservation; parks; airports; hospitals; etc.
– No-Cost: “Free”; STRINGS ATTACHED

• Economic Development Conveyance (EDC)
– Minimal housing; job creation is the focus
– Discounted (often no-cost); STRINGS ATTACHED
– Negotiated 
– Cost: Similar rules to No-Cost, but 

$ return to the Government 



Transferring Roosevelt Roads

• Disposal began with Closure
– Closure in six months required

• Fed-to-Fed
– “As is, where is”; receiving agency takes on cleanup

• Environmental
– Characterized early & faster; sell with property

• Homeless
– Realistic and coordinated

• Reuse Plan
– Approved by HUD w/ Navy Concurrence 03/24/05

Transferring Roosevelt Roads

• Public Benefit Conveyances (PBC)
– Airport; hospital; NO schools; realistic

• Economic Development Conveyances
– two small parcels at fair-market cost

• PBC Conservation Transfers: 
– 55% of property

• Public Sales 
– predominate in non-conservation properties

(continued)



Cleanup and transfer authority

• Environmental Cleanup via Public Sale: 
Public Law 101-510, Section 2905(e)

• RCRA Section 7003 Administrative Order: 
Navy and EPA agreement 
– signed 29 January 2007

Former Naval Station Roosevelt Roads
February 2007

Susana Struve
CH2M HILL 

RAB Administration



Summary from last meeting

• Purpose of a RAB: exchanging information 
– Community learns about cleanup progress, discusses 

with the agencies
– Agencies hear constructive community comments and 

suggestions about environmental cleanup activities
– RAB meetings are always open to the public

• Government agencies are legally 
responsible for making cleanup decisions

• Will give respectful consideration to the 
comments of RAB members

RAB Membership guidelines

• Usually about 20-25 community members
– 12 people have applied since November

• Should reflect the different interests and 
concerns of the affected local community
– Local community = Ceiba, Naguabo and Fajardo
– Long-time and new residents, businesses, fishing, 

farming, environmental, medical, educators, people who 
belong to groups, and people who don’t... 



RAB Membership (so far)

• Local government officials and agencies
– 3 municipalities invited to send representatives

• Local residents (Ceiba, Naguabo or Fajardo)
• 8 from Ceiba, 2 from Fajardo, none from Naguabo
• 1 lives in San Juan, but was advisor to Ceiba residents 

on reuse plan
• 1 lives in Washington, DC, but has knowledge relevant to 

environmental cleanup
– make an exception to “local” rule?
– or could participate as invited guest

RAB Membership (so far)

• Different backgrounds:
– Business owners/operators (3)
– School Principal or Teachers (1)
– University (1)
– Youth (1)
– Religious leaders (5)
– Environmental group or interest (4)
– Worked at or knowledge of Roosevelt Roads (6)
– Retirees (3)
– APRODEC members (3 )



RAB members needed

• Naguabo residents
• Fajardo residents
• Women
• Local school teachers
• Local government
• Local health care/knowledge

Electing a Community 
Co-Chair

• RABs have two Co-Chairs
– Navy Co-Chair is appointed
– Community Co-Chair is elected by community members

• We are still accepting new members
– Plan to elect Co-Chair at next meeting

• Process
– Nomination by another community member
– Only community members can vote
– Voting can be “closed door” or in open RAB meeting



RAB Operating Procedures

• 2006 Department of Defense RAB Rule 
– Activities that can be performed by a RAB
– Establishing a RAB
– Responsibilities of RAB members
– Steps to adjourn or dissolve a RAB

• Each RAB must develop its own mission and 
operating procedures, within the RAB Rule
– Mission: what do we plan to accomplish?
– Operating procedures specific to each RAB
– Documented in a RAB Charter and signed by RAB members
– Sample charters for review and 

discussion at our next meeting

Issues to think about

• How can this RAB be productive and efficient?
– Reviewing documents
– Giving comments and responses
– Resolving disputes
– Informing the general community

• Membership rules
– Members should attend each meeting or send an alternate

• What do we do if a member does not attend regularly?
• What do we do if someone disrupts meetings?

– How will we choose new members if some leave?
– How long will the Community Co-Chair serve?



Former Naval Station Roosevelt Roads
February 2007

Tim Gordon
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)

Final Navy-EPA 
Cleanup Agreement

RCRA Consent Order 
(Agreement) Finalized

• Signed by Navy and EPA
– effective as of January 29, 2007 

• EPA carefully considered and has now responded 
to comments from the public
– EPA held a 30-day public comment period from Sept. 12 to Oct. 

12, 2006
– EPA held a public meeting on September 27

• Navy, EQB and Local Reuse Authority participated

• To view Consent Order, comments and responses:
– Online at www.epa.gov/region02/waste/fsroosev.htm
– EPA's and EQB's offices in Santurce and Rio Piedras
– Ceiba public library



RCRA Consent Order 
(Agreement) Provides

• Framework for transfer and cleanup
– Allows Navy to transfer clean parcels
– Ensures that parcels with contamination will be 

remediated 
• according to Federal and Commonwealth standards 
• to protect human health and the environment 

Summary of comments on the 
Draft RCRA agreement 

• Will contaminated soils be disposed of in Ceiba?
– The only permitted hazardous waste disposal facilities are on 

the US mainland
– Non-hazardous soils may be disposed of in Puerto Rico, at 

authorized solid-waste disposal facilities

• Schedule for the clean-up operations?
– Schedules will be part of EPA-approved work plans

• Transferring parcels to Puerto Rico
– Cleanup under “Third Party” agreement if PR Government 

assumes responsibility; otherwise Navy responsible for cleanup



Summary of comments

• Administrative process if a “Third Party”
transfers land to another party
– They would be included in terms applying to the “Third 

Party”

• Contaminated sites on the “Future 
Residential Housing” parcel (website map)
– Website map was wrong; parcel marked as housing will 

go to Army

(continued)

Summary of comments

• Concern with allowing Navy to sell property 
and transfer responsibility for clean-up to 
another entity
– Navy remains legally responsible until cleanup is 

completed by third party

• Concern with the proposed redevelopment 
and reuse plan 
– Consent Order does not address reuse, to whom parcels 

are transferred, or the role of the Local Reuse Authority

(continued)



Former Naval Station Roosevelt Roads
February 2007

Mark Kimes
Baker Environmental

Status Report
Investigations and Cleanup

Overview of Sites

35

6

42

0
5

10
15
20
25
30
35
40
45

Sites without
Controls

Sites with
Controls 

Sites with Work
Remaining



Overview of sites

• 35 sites are suitable for transfer without land use 
controls
– any type of future land use

• 6 sites are suitable for transfer with controls
– future land use limited 

• industrial but not housing or child care

• 42 sites have work remaining
– 20 of these sites are currently being investigated or cleaned up

by the Navy
– can be transferred with contractual agreement for cleanup 

Overview of sites, cont.

• Of the 42 with work remaining, 20 sites are currently 
being investigated or cleaned up by the Navy:
– 16 Solid Waste Management Units (SWMUs)

• Area where contaminants were released into the environment 
• SWMUs are 1, 2, 3, 9, 13, 14, 16, 18, 27, 28, 29, 42, 45, 46, 53, 

and 68

– 4 Areas of Concern (AOCs) 
• Areas that might have contamination, based on previous use, but 

are not clearly linked to waste management activities
• Areas that were under the EQB Underground Storage Tank 

program
• AOCs are A, C, E, F



Investigations: SWMUs 16, 27, 
28, 29, 42, 68, and AOC A

• November 2006 Phase I RCRA Facility 
Investigation (RFI) Investigation has been 
completed
– Data Validation still underway

• sampling data checked by an independent validator

– Development of Draft Phase I RFI Reports underway
– Draft Reports due to EPA 60 days after Data Validation 

Clean-up: SWMUs 9, 13, 46, 
53, and AOC C 

• SWMU 9 and 13: 
– Contaminated soil has been removed
– Additional excavation required
– Awaiting contract modification

• SWMU 46, 53 and AOC C: 
– Excavation is complete
– All confirmation samples are clean
– Awaiting backfill 



Investigations: SWMU 14 

• RCRA Facility Investigation completed
– Draft RFI Report was submitted to EPA on 18 Dec 2006 

Investigations: SWMUs 1, 2 

• Ecological Risk Assessment underway
– Baseline Ecological Risk Assessment (ERA) Work Plan 

submitted to EPA on 10 Jan 2007
– Upon EPA approval, field work (sampling) will be 

scheduled and implemented
– Baseline ERA Report to be developed following Field 

Investigation and submitted to EPA



Investigations: SWMU 45 

• Ecological Risk Assessment underway
– Baseline ERA Field Investigation is underway 
– Baseline ERA Report to be developed following Field 

Investigation and submitted to EPA

Investigations: SWMU 9 

• Additional investigation is needed
– Baseline ERA Report postponed due to finding of stained 

soils during soil removal action
– Conduct investigation to address stained soil
– Resume Baseline ERA Report after addressing stained 

soil investigation and report



Groundwater Monitoring: SWMU 3 
(NAPR Solid Waste Landfill)

• Semi-Annual Groundwater Monitoring 
Program is in place according to RCRA

• September 2006 Semi-Annual Groundwater 
Sampling completed
– Draft Semi-Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report for 

September 2006 submitted to the Navy for review
– Draft Report to be submitted to EPA

• March 2007 Groundwater Sampling Event to 
be scheduled

Investigation/Closure: 
SWMU 18

• Phase II closure report was submitted to 
EPA in September 2006
– Based on conclusions from the initial and Phase II closure 

activities, the Navy recommends a site-specific Risk 
Assessment

– Perform Risk Assessment in accordance with the EPA 
approved Work Plan



Investigation: AOE E

• Completed scan on land and in water for 
potential unexploded ordnance (UXO) 

• Investigating areas identified during UXO 
scan

• Develop report upon completion of 
investigations

Investigation/Monitoring: 
AOC F

• All petroleum sites under EQB’s
Underground Storage Tank (UST) program 
have been moved into the RCRA 7003 Order 
as “AOC F”
– All these sites will be reevaluated to determine new long 

term strategy to address these sites
– New Work Plan to be developed and implemented 



Questions? Comments?

Closing: Action Items

Person(s) ResponsibleAction Item



Closing: next RAB meeting

• RAB meetings every other month
– Next meeting mid-late April
– At Ceiba Multiple Use Center, if available

• “Homework”:
– Read the RAB Rule
– Review example charters
– Come prepared with questions and suggestions for our 

RAB’s charter
– Help recruit new members to fill the gaps

• THANK YOU FOR VOLUNTEERING!

Questions between meetings
Mr. David Criswell or Mr. Mark 
Davidson
Navy BRAC Program 
Management Office Southeast 
4130 Faber Place Dr, Ste 202 
North Charleston, SC 29405 
Teléfono: 

843-743-2130 (Criswell)
843-743-2135 (Davidson)
Fax: 843-743-2142 
Correo electrónico/email: 
david.criswell@navy.mil
mark.e.davidson@navy.mil

Ms. Yarissa Martinez
Junta de Calidad Ambiental
Oficina del Presidente - Piso 5
Ave Ponce de Leon #1308
Carr Estatal 8838, Sector El Cinco
Rio Piedras, PR 00926
Teléfono: 787-365-8573
Fax: 787-767-4861
Correo electrónico/email: 
Yarissa.Martinez@jca.gobierno.pr
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