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Evaluation Vegetation Clearance Alternatives
Criteria Prescribed No Action with Enhanced Site Subsurface Detonation Detonation Chamber
No Action Bursi Mechanical Methods Manual Methods Existing Site Security OE ;e 1 No Action w/Engr & Detonation w/Engr
urning Security Measures Measures mova Controls Controls
Effectiveness Not effective in Very effective in Effective in shert term at Effective in short term Not effective in short Not effective in Very effectivein | Not effective Very effective Detonation Chamber
(Tncludes Overall shortorlong term | short term at clearing clearing vegetation; however, at clearing vegetation; term or long term at short term or long short term and in short term in short term Effective for 20% of OE
Protection af because it takes no vegetation quickly could onlty be used in limited | however, could only be reducing OF hazards | term at reducing OE long term at or long term and long term items that can be safely
Human Health and | action to address the over large areas; areas of 50 acres in size in used in limited areas of ‘because it takes no hazards because it reducing OE because it for 100% of OE | transported to temporary
the Environment, need for vegetation effective as a long CMC habitat reserve due to | 50 acres in size in CMC action beyond takes no action hazards because takes no items in chamber location.
Compliance with clearance if term because it has HMP requirements, and habitat reserve duz fo maintgining existing beyond enbancing | it removes all OE action to reducing OE- Requires additional
ARARs, Shovi- Subsurface beneficial effects on | would not clear vegetationas | HMP requirements, and | site security measures existing site to depths address OF related hazards | handling of OF to place in
Term Effectiveness, Removal of OF is the regrowth and thoroughly as burning. Not would not clear such as fencing, security measures consistent with hagards. through chamber, Would comply
Long-Term selected as the OF |- long term heelth of effective in the long term vepetation as thoroughly warning signs, and such as fencing, planned reuse of | Would not be detonation. with ARARs and be
Effectiveness and Remedial Action CMC vegetation. because it would have as buming. Not security patrols which | waming signs, and 1A site. Would protective of | Would comply protective of human
Permanence, alternative. ‘Would comply with detrimental effects on the ¢ffective in the long have been breached by security patrols comply with haman health with ARARs health and the
Reduction of EffectiveifNo | ARARsarndbe regrowth and long term health | term because it would trespassers in the past. | which could still be ARARs and be or the and be environment, Effective in
Toxicity, Mobility Action w/ Existing | protective of uman of CMC vegetation. Would | have defrimental effects Would not be breached by protective of environment. protectiverof short and long term and
or Volume Through Site Security or health and the not comply with ARARs if on the ragrowth and protective of human. trespassers, Would human health Would not human health would reduce hazards
Treatment) Enhanced Site environment (with used on more than 50 acres in long term health of Lealth or the not be as protective and the reduce and the’ associated with OF.
Security is selected |- mitigation measures CMC habitat reserve, would CMC vegetation, environment if no of human health or environment by toxicity, environment.
as OF Remedial such as smoke 1ot be protective of human Would not comply with action is taken to the environment removing OF mobility, or Would reduce Engineering Controls
Action alternative | * tnaragement and heatth in terms of worker . | ARARs ifused onmore | mitigate OE hazards. since it does not hazards. Would | volume of OE. hazards Very effective for 100%
because vegetation | relocation of affected direct exposure to OF while than 50 acres in CMC ‘Would not reduce reduce toxicity, reduce mobility - . mssociated with | of OF items as preyiously
clearance would not residents during clearing, and would not be habitat reserve, would toxicity, mobility, or | mobility, or volume and volume of OE. described.
be required. burning). Reduction | protective of the environment. not be protective of yolume of OE. of OE. QF.
Reduction of of toxicity, mobility, Reduction of toxieity, human healih in terms
toxicity, mobility, or volume criteria is | mobility, or velume criteria is of worker direct
or volume criteria is not applicable to not applicable to vegetation exposure to OE while
not applicable to vegetation clearance. clearance. clearing, and would not
vegetation be protective of the
clearance. environment,
Reduction of toxicity, ;
mobility, or volume |
criteria is not applicable ‘
to vegetation clearance.
I
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Evaluation
Criteria Detonation |
. No Action with . . l Detonation Chamber and
No Action Prescribed Burning M&chamcal Manual Methods Existing Site Enh.anced Site Subsurface OF No Action ‘.“th | Detonation with Engineering
ethods . Security Measores Removal Engineering !
Security Measures : Controls
Controls
\
Implementability Easy to Easy to implement to clear Difficult to Difficult to implement Easy to implement Moderately easy to Difficult to Easy to implement Easyto . Detonation Chamber
implement vegetation quickly; would implement to clear to clear vegetation because it takes no implement because it | implement over beczuse it takes no implement; ' | Difficult to implement becanse
(Includes State & because it takes take approximately 1 vegetation quickly; quickly; would take additional action takes no additional | large areas, but action to detonate performed it requires additional handling
Comrmunily no action to month to coordinate burn | would take several | several months to clear | beyond maintaining actien beyond equipment and TUXO found during during OF .* | of OF to place in chamber and
| Acceptance) clear and clear vegetation, months to clear vegetation over entire | existing site security |  enhancing existing personnel are | OF Remedial Action. removal || chambers cannot be moved
vegetation. Equipment and personnel vegetation over 1A site and would measures such as site security measures readily Difficult to activities at Fort | over 498 acres of [A site. A
Community readily available. Must be entire IA gite and require close fencing, wamning such as fencing, available. implement from an Ord for many | | chamber could be temporarily
acceptance is conducted in close would require close | coordination with OB signs, and security warning signs, and Performed for administrative years. i1 located at each of five access
addressed in coordination with agencies coordination with remedial workers. patrols for an interim |  security patrols and many years at perspective becanse | Equipment and: gates to the IA site, but OF
Section 3 of the and public to address OF remedial Equipment and period of 5 years maintaining new Fort Ord. detonation of UXO personnel | would still have to carried
ROD.DTSC concerns about smoke and workers. personnel readily while final long term measures for an Community would be required to readily over hundreds of acres and
has reviewed fire danger. Would require Equipment and availeble. However, O&M measures are interim period of 5 acceptance is eliminate OF hazards available, stockpiled at the temporary
and commented prior public notification, personnel readily cannot be used fo clear decided in the years while final long addressed in once found. Community locations to be detonated in
on the Army’s smoke management while available. vegetation over entire | basewide OERLFS. | term O&M measures Section 3 of the Commmunity acceptance is the chamber, increasing the
selected conducting the burn, and | However, cannotbe | IA site (498 acres) dus Equipment and are decided in the ROD. DTSC acceptance is addressed in potential for accidental
remedies, temporary relocation of used to clear to HMP requirements | personnel are readily | basewide OE RI/FS. has reviewed addressed in Section | Section 3 of the: detonation. Based on site-
which are individuals from areas vegetation over that 1imit its vse to 50 aveileble. Equipment and and commented | 3 of the ROD. DTSC | ROD. DTSC : | specific surface OE removal
consistent with affected by smoke to entire IA site (498 acres or less in CMC Community personnel are readily on the Army’s has reviewed and has reviewed : | data, 20% of OE items would
DTSC’s - unaffected areas to acres) due to HMP habitat reserve found acceptance is available. selected commented of the and commented be eligible for detonation in- -
comuments, minimize impacts of requirements that at the 1A site. addressed in Section Community remedies, Army’*s selected on the Army’s the chamber.
smoke and emissions. limit its use to 50 Community 3 of the ROD. DTSC acceptance is which are remedies, which are selected Engineering Controls
Community acceptance is acres or less in acceptance is has reviewed and addressed in Section | consistent with consistent with remedies, | | Canbeused for 100% of OE
addressed in Section 3 of CMC habitat addressed in Section 3 commented on the | 3 of the ROD. DTSC DTSC’s DTSC’s comments. whichare | items and implementable as
the ROD. DTSC has reserve found at the of the ROD. BTSC Army’s selected has reviewed and comments, consistent with previously described.
reviewed and commented | IA site. Community has reviewed and remedies, which are commented on the DTSC’s Community acceptance is
on the Army’s selected acceptance is commented on the consistent with Army’s selected comments. | | addressed in Section 3 of the
remedies, which are addressed in Army’s selected DTSC’s comments. remedies, which are ! | ROD. DTSC has reviewed and
consistent with DTSC's Section 3 of the remedies, which are consistent with ‘ commented on the Army’s
comments. ROD. DTSC has consistent with DTSC’s comments. i | selected remedies, which are
reviewed and DTSC’s comments. | consistent with DTSC’s
commented on the : comments,
Army’s selected :
remedies, which are |
consistent with !
DTSC’s comments. ‘
Capital: Capital: *$10.6 . 1
Cost Capital: $1.7 million $1.4 rillion Capital: $2.5 million Capital: None Capitel: §1.1 million | - 112 milkion Copital: S1.1 | Cooital: SL.1 il
- 0&M: $213,000 O&M: $213,000 O&M: $213,000 O&M: $235,000 O&M: $3.3million | O&M: None monon apitat o1, Mo
o Cost No Cost 0O&M: None ; 0O&M: None
(5 years) (5 years) (5 years) (5 years) (5 years) TOTAL: TOTAL: $1.1 | TOTAL: §1.1 million
TQTAL: $1.9 miliicn TOTAL: §1.6 TOTAL: $2.8 million TOTAL: $235,000 | TOTAL: $4.5 million | *$10.6-11.2 milliém i e
million million .
* Range of Costs for Subsurface OE Removal based on estimated casts for 1 ft. to 4 ft. depth of removal. ,‘
ARAR  Applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements. OE Ordnance and Explosives. ‘
DTSC Department of Toxic Substances Control, 2 part of Cal/EPA. 0&M Operations and Mainterance.
EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency X0 Unexploded Crdnance.
HMP Habitat Management Plan.
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Table 2. Summary and Comparison of Interim Action Alternatives Evaluation - Range 30A
Record of Decision, Interim Action for Ordnance and Explosives
Former Fort Ord, California

Interim Action Alternatives
Evaluation Vegetation Clearance Alternatives OF Remedial Action Alternatives OE Detonation AHernatives
Criteria Prescribed No Action with Enhanced Site Subsurface O Detonation Detonation Chamber
No Action Burni Mechanical Methods Manuaal Methods Existing Site Security No Action w/Engr & Detonation w/Engr
urping . Removal
Security Measures Measures Controls Controls
Effectivencss Not effective in Very effective in Effective in short term at Effective in short term | Not effective in short Not effective it Very effective | Noteffective | Very effective Detonation Chamber
(Tncludes Overall short or long term short term at clearing vegetation; at clearing vegetation; | termorlongtermat | shortterm orlong in short term in short term in shortterm | Effective for 20% of OF
Protection of because it takesno | clearing vegetation however, could only be however, could only reducing OFE hazards term at reducing and longtermat | orlongterm | andlongterm | items that can be safely
Human Healthand | action to address | quickly overlarge | used in limited arcas of 50 be used in limited because it takes no OF hazards reducing OF because it for 100%of | transported to temporary
the Environment, the need for areas; effective asa | acres in size in CMC habitat areas of 50 acres in action beyond because it takes no | hazards because takes no OE items in chamber location.
Compliance with vegetation long term because it reserve due to HMP size in CMC habitat maintaining existing action beyond it removes all action to reducing OF- Requires additional
%Rg};ﬁ?g;ne” clearance if has beneficial requirements, and would reserve dueto HMP | site security measures | enhancing existing OE to depﬂ:!s address OE | related hazards ha.ndling of OF to place
Long-Term i Subsurface ] effects on the not clear chctat@on asg requirements, and such as ijencing, site security consistent with hazards. throug_l} in chamb?r. Would
Effectiveness and Removal of OF is regrowth and long thoroughly as burning, Not would not clear warning signs, and mensures such as | planned reuse of | Would not be detonatién, comply with ARARs
Permanence, selected as the OF | term health of CMC effective in the long term vegetation as security patrols fencing, waming IA site. Would | protective of | Would comply and be protective of
Reduction of Remedial Action vegetation. Would because it would have thoroughly as burning. which have been signs, and security comply with human health | with ARARs Imman health and the
Toxicity, Mobility alternative. comply with detrimental effects on the Not effective in the breached by patrols which ARARs and be or the and be environment. Effective
or Volume Through Effective if No ARARs and be regrowth and long term long term because it trespassers in the could still be protective of enviroament. protective of in short and long term
Trearment) Action w/ Existing | protective of human | health of CMC vegetation. would have past. Would not be breached by human health Would not human health and would reduce
Site Security or health and the ‘Would not comply with detrimental effectson | protective of hurnan frespassers. and the reduce and the hazards asscciated with
Enhanced Site environment (with | ARARsifused onmorethan | the regrowth and long health or the Wouldnotbe as | environment by toxicity, environment. OE.
Security is selected | mitigation measures 50 acres in CMC habitat term health of CMC environment if no protective of removing OF mobility, or | Would reduce
as OF Remedial such as smoke reserve, would not be vegetation. Would not action is taken to human health or bazards. Would volume of hazards Engineering Controls
Action alternative management and protective of human health | comply with ARARsif || mitigate OF hazards. the environment | reduce mobility OE. | associated with | Very effective for 100%
because vegetation relocation of in terms of worker direct used o more than 50 ‘Would not reduce gince it does not and volume of OE. of OE items as
clearance would affected residents exposure to OE while acres in CMC habitat | toxicity, mobility, or | reduce toxicity, OE. ' previously described,
not be required. during burning), clearing, and wouldnotbe | reserve, would not be volume of OE. mobility, or
Reduetion of Reduction of protective of the protective of human volume of OE,
toxicity, mobility, toxicity, mobility, environment, Reduction of health in terms of :
orvolume eriteria | or volume eriteria is toxieity, mobility, or worker direct exposure 5
is not applicable to not applicable to volume criteria is not to OF while clearing, i
vegetation vegetation applicable to vegetation and would not be
clearance. clearance. clearance. protective of the
environment.
Reduction of toxicity,
mobility, or volume
criteria is not
applicable to
vegetation clearance.
i
Interim Action ROD
M$:KB59120-Tables 1-3.doc-FO United States Department of the Army
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Table 2. Summary and Comparison of Interim Action Alternatives Evaluation - Range 30A
Record of Decision, Interim Action for Ordnance and Explosives
Former Fort Ord, California

Interim Action Alternatives
Evaluation Vegetation Clearance Alternatives OE Remedial Action Alternatives OE Detonation Alternatives
Criteria Detonation -
. No Actien with " Detonation Chamber and
No Action Preseribed Burning M;[chamcal Manual Methods Existing Site Enh'anced Site Subsurface OF No Action ?vitll . Detonation with Engincering
ethods . Security Measures Removal Engineering
Security Measures C Controls
ontrols
|
Implementability Easy to Easy to implement to Difficult to Difficult to Easy to implement Moderately easy to Difficult to Easy to Easy to Detonation Chamber
implement clear vegetation implement to clear implement to clear because it takes no implement because it implement over implement implement; Difficult to implement because it
(Includes State d; because it takes | quickly; would take vegetation quickly; vegetation quickly; additional action takes no additional large areas, but || because it takes performed requires additional handling of OF to
Community 1o action to approximately 1 would take several would take several Dbeyond maintaining action beyond equipment and no action o during OE place in chamber and chambers
Acceptance) clear month to coordinate menths to clear menths to clear existing site security | enhencing existing site personnel are detonate UXO removal cannot be moved over the 388 acres
vegetation. bum and clear vegetation over entire | vegetation over entire measures such as security measures such | readily available. found during activities at Fort . 1A site, A chamber could be
Community vegetation. TA site and would IA site and would fencing, warning as fencing, warning Performed for OE Remedial Otd for many temporarily located at each of five
acceptance is Eguipment and require close require close signs, and security signs, and security many years at Action, years. access gates to the IA site, but O
addressed in personnel readily coordination with OF | coordination with OF | patrols for an interim | patrols and maintaining Fort Ord. Difficult to Equipment and would still have to carried over
Section 3 of the available. Must be remedial workers. remedial workers. period of 5 years new measures for an Community implement from persannel hundreds of acres and stockpiled at
ROD. DTSC conducted in close Equipment and Equipment and while final long term | interim pericd of 3 years acceptance is an readily the temporary locations to be
has reviewed coordination with personnel readily personnel readily (O&M measures are while final iong term addressed in administrative available. detonated in the chember, increasing
and commented | agencies and public available. However, available. Howaver, decided in the Q&M measures are Section 3 of the perspective Community ' the potential for accidental
on the Army’s to address concerns cannot be used to cannot be used to basewide OE RI/FS. | decided ir the basewide | ROD. DTSC has because acceptance is detonation. Based on site-specific
selected about smoke and fire | clear vegetation over | clear vegetation over Equipment and OFE RI/FS. Equipment reviewed and detonation of addressed in surface OF removal data, 20% of OE
remedies, danger. Would entire LA site (388 entire IA site (388 personnel are readily and personnel are commented on UXO wouldbe | Section 3 of the items would be eligible for
which are require prior public acres) due to HMP acres) due o HMP available. readily available. the Army’s required to ROD. DTSC . detonation in the chamber.
consistent with notification, smoke requirements that requirements that Community Community acceptance selected gliminate OE has reviewed Engincering Coritrols
DTSC’s management while limit its vse to 50 limit its use to. acceptance is is addressed in Section 3 | remedies, which hazards once and commented Can be used for 100% of OE items
comments. conducting the burn, | acres or less in CMC 50 acres orless in addressed in Section | of the ROD. DTSC has are consistent found. onthe Army's |  and implementable as previously
and temperary habitat reserve found | CMC habitat reserve | 3 of the ROD. DTSC reviewed and with DTSC’s Community selected described.
relocation of at the IA site. found at the 1A site. has reviewed and commented on the comments, acceptance is remedies, Community acceptance is addressed
individuals from Commmunity Community commented on the Army’s selected addressed in which are in Section 3 of the ROD. DTSC has
areas affectad by acceptance is acceptance is Army’s selected remedies, which are Section 3 of the | consistent with reviewed and commented on the
smolee to unaffected | addressedin Section | addressed in Section | remedies, whichare | consistent with DTSC’s ROD. DTSC DTSC’s Army’s selected remedies, which are
areas to minimize 3 of the ROD. DTSC | 3 of the ROD. DTSC consistent with comments. has reviewed comments, consistent with DTSC’s comments.
irnpacts of smoke and has reviewed and has reviewed and DTSC’s comments. and commented :
emissions. commented on the commented on the on the Amy’s :
Community Army’s selected Army’s selected selected '
acceptance is remedies, which are remedies, which are remedies, :
addressed in Section consistent with consistent with which are !
3 of the ROD. DTSC DTSC's comments, DTSC’s comments. consistent with '
has reviewed and DTSC’s
commented on the comments,
Army’s selected
remedies, which are
congistent with
DTSC's comments,
Cost Capital: $1.4 million | Cepital: $1.8 million | Capital: $2.0 million Cepital: None Capital: $1.0 Caé’;‘;l-n’:ﬁiféim $C13131m§éb Capitsl: $136,100
No Cost O&M: $149,000 O&M: $145,000 O&M: $145,000 O&M: $164,000 O&M: §$3.2 million O&M: None No Cost 08M: None | O&M: None
(5 years) (5 years) (5 years) (5 years) (5 years) TOTAL: *$6.8 to TOTAL: TOTAL: $136,000
TOTAL; $1.5 million | TOTAL: §1.9 millien | TOTAL: $2.1 million | TOTAL: 5164,000 TOTAL: $4.2 million A - ! ’ ’
$7.7 million £124.000
* Range of Costs for Subsurface OF Removal based on estimated costs for 1 . to 4 ft. depth of removal.
ARAR  Applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements, HMP Habitat Management Plan, uxo Unexploded Ordnance.
DTSC  Department of Toxic Substances Control, a part of Cal/EPA. OE Ordnance and Explosives. O&M

EPA TU.8. Environmental Protection Agency

Interim Action ROD
MS:KB59120-Tables 1-3.doc-FO

Angust 26, 2002
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Table 3. Summary and Comparison of Interim Action Alternatives Ev

Record of Decision, Interim Action for Ordnance and Explosives
Former Fort Ord, California

aluation - Site OE-16

Interim Action Alternatives
Evaluatjon Vegetation Clearance Alternatives OF Remedial Action Alternatives OF Detonation Alternatives
Criteria Prescribed No Action with Enhanced Site Subsurface OF Detonation Detonation Chamber
No Action Burni Mechanical Methods Manual Methods Existing Site Security No Action w/Engr & Detonation w/Engr
urning S . Removal g
ecurity Measures Measures Controls Controls
Effectiveness Not cffectivein | Very effective in Effective in short term at Effective in short term | Not effective in short Not effective in Very effective | Not effective Very effective Detonation Chamber
{Includes Overall short or long term short term at clearing vegetation; at clearing vegetation; | term or long term at short term or long in short term in short ferm it shortterm | Bffective for 20% of OF
Protection of because it takes no | clearing vegetation however, could only be however, could only | reducing OE hazards term at reducing | andlong termat | orlong term and long term | items that can be safely
Human Heaifliand | action to address | quickly over large | used in limited areas of 50 be used in limited because it takes no OE hazards reducing OF because it for 100% of | tramsported to temporary
the Environment, the need for areas; effective as a | actes in size in CMC habitat areas of 50 acres in action beyond because it takes no | hazards because takes no OE items in chamber location.
i%“g;::"h vegetation long term because it reserve due to HMP gize in CMC habitat tnaintaining existing action beyond it removes ail action to reducing OE- Requires additional
Term Eiﬁ‘eciiv;ness clearance if has beneficial requirements, and would reserve due to HMP site security measures enhancing ex‘isting OE _‘:o depths address OF | related hazards ha.ndling of OF to place
Long-Term ! Subsurface effects on the not clear vegetation as requirements, and sucl} as f:encmg, site security consistent with hazards. ﬂ:roug_h in chambter. Would
Effectivenass and Removal of OEis | regrowthandlong | thoroughly as burning. Not would not ¢lear waming signs, and measures such as | planned rense of | Would not be detonation. comply with AlRARs
Permanence, selected as the OF | term health of CMC effective in the long term vegetation as security patrols fencing, warning 1A site. Would | protective of | Would comply and be protective of
Reduction of Remedial Action | vegetation. Would because it would have thoroughly as burning. which have been signs, and secutity comply with buman health | with ARARs human health and the
Taxicity, Mobility alternative. comply with detrimental effects on the Not effective in the breached by patrols which ARARs and be or the and be environment. Effective
or Volume Through Effective if No ARARs and be regrowth and long term leng term because it trespagsers in the could still be protective of environment. protective of in short and long term
Treatment) Action w/ Existing | protective of human health of CMC vegetation. would have past, Would not be breached by human health ‘Would not human health and would reduce
Site Security or health and the Would not comply with detrimental effects on | protective of human trespassers, and the reduce and the hazards associated with
Fnhanced Site environment (with | ARARs ifused on morethan | the regrowth and long health or the Would notbeas | environment by toxicity, environment. OE.
Security is selected | mitigation measures 50 nores in CMC habitat term health of CMC environment if 20 protective of removing OF mobility, or | Would reduce
as OF Remedial - such as smoke reserve, would not be vegetation, Would not action is taken to human health or | bhazards, Would volume of hazards Engineeting Controls
Action glternative | managementapd | protective of human health | comply with ARARsif | mitigate OF hazards. | the environment reduce mobility OE. asgociated with | Very effective for 100%
because vegetation relecation of in terms of worker direct used on more than 50 Would not reduce since it doesnot | and volume of OFE. of CF items as
¢lesrance would affected residents exposure to OE while acres in CMC habitat | toxicity, mobility, or | reduce toxicity, OE. ' previously described.
not be required. during burning). clearing, and would notbe | reserve, would not be volume of OE. mobility, or
Reduction of Reduction of protective of the protective of human volme of QE.
toxicity, mobility, toxicity, mobility, environment, Reduction of health in terms of :
or volume criteria | or volume criteria is toxicity, mobility, or worker direct exposure
is not applicable to | not applicable to volume criteria is not to OF while clearing, .
vegetation vegetation applicable to vegetation and would not be i
clearance. clearance. clearance. protective of the i
environment, |
Reduction of foxicity, i
mobility, or volume |
criteria is not i
applicable to :
vegetation clearance.
Interim Action ROD
MS:KB59120-Tzbles 1-3.doc-FO United States Department of the Army
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Table 3. Summary and Comparison of Interim Action Alternatives Evaluation - Site OE-16
Record of Decision, Interim Action for Ordnance and Explosives
Former Fort Ord, California

Interim Action Alternatives
Evaluation Vegetation Clearance Alternatives OE Remedial Action Alternatives OE Detonation Alternatives
Criteria -
Mechanical No Action with Enhanced Site Subsurface OF Dﬂ::;;:m“ } Detonation Chamber and
No Action Prescribed Burning M Manual Methods Existing Site P No Action N . Detonation with Engincering
ethods L Security Measures Removal Engineering
Security Measurcs C Controls
ontrols
Implementability Eagy to Easy to implement to clear Difficult to Difficult to implement Easy to implement Moderately easy to Difficult to Easy to implement Easyto | Detonation Chamber
implement vegetation quickly; would | implement to clear to clear vegetation becauss it takes no implement because it | implement over because it takes no implement; + | Difficult to implement because
{Inchides Siate & because it takes take approximately 1 vegetation quickly; quickly; wouid take additional action takes no additional | large areas, but action to detonate performed it requires additional handling
Comumuinity no action 1o month to coordinate burn would take several | several months to clear | beyond maintaining action beyond equipment and UXO found during during OF, of OE to place in chamber and
Acceptance) clear and clear vegetation, months to clear vepetation over entire | existing site security enhancing existing personnel are | OE Remedial Action. removal : | chambers cannot be moved
vegetation. Equipment and persennel vegetation over 1A site and would measures such as site security measures readily Difficult to activities at Fort over 80 acres of JA site, A
State and readily available. Must be entire LA site and require close fencing, warning such as fencing, available, implement from an Ord for many ; | chamber could be temporarily
Community conducted in close would require close | coordination with OE signs, and security waming signs, and Performed for administrative years. : located at each of five access
Acceptance will | coordination with agencies coordination with remedial workers, patrols for an interim |  security patrols and many years at perspective because | Equipment and gates to the IA site, but OF
be addressed in and public to address OE remedial Equipment and period of 5 years maintaining new Fort Crd. detonation of UXO personnel would still have to carried
the IA RI/FS concerns about smoke and workers. personnel readily while final long term measures for an Community would be required to readily over many acres and
ROD once fire danger. Would require Equipment and ayailable. However, Q&M measures are interim period of 5 acceptance is eliminate OF hazards available. stockpiled at the temporary
comments on pticr public notification, personnet readily cannot be used to clear decided in the years while final long addressed in once found. Community locations 1o be detonated in
the TA RI/FS smoke management while available. vegetation over entire basewide OF RI/FS. | term O&M measures | Section 3 of the Commuunity acceptance is ! the chamber, increasing the
report and conducting the burn, and | However, cannotbe | IA site {80 acres) due Equipment and are decided in the ROD. DTSC acceptance is addressed in ‘ potential for accidental
Proposed Plan temporary relocation of used to clear to HMP requirements personnel are readily | basewide OE RI/FS. has reviewed addressed in Section | Section 3 of the detonation. Based on site-
Lave been individuals from areas vegetation over that limit its vse to 30 available. Equipment and and commented | 3 of the ROD. DTSC | ROD., DTSC | | specific surface OF removal
received. affected by smioke to entire TA site (80 acres or less in CMC Community personnel are readily | onthe Army’s bas reviewed and has reviewed data, 20% of OF items would
o unaffected areas to acres) due to HMP | habitat reserve found acceptance i available. selected cominented onthe - | and commented | be eligible for detonationin--
minimize impacts of requirements that at the [A site. addressed in Section Community remedies, Army’s selected on the Army’s the chamber.
smoke and emissions. 1imit its use to 50 Community 3 of the ROD. DTSC acceptance is which are remedies, which are selected | Engineering Controls
Community acceptance is acres or less in acceptance is Thas reviewed and addressed in Section | consistent with consistent with remedies, . | Can beused for 100% of OE
addressed in Section 3 of CMC habitat addressed in Section 3 commented on the 3 of the ROD. DTSC DT8C’s DTSC’s comments. which are items and implementable as
the ROD. DTSC has reserve found at the of the ROD. DTSC Army’s selected has reviewed and comments, consistent with previously described.
reviewed and commented IA site. Community has reviewed and remedies, which are commented on the DTSC’s Community acceptance is
on the Army’s selected acceptance is commented cn the consistent with Army’s selected comments. 4 | addressed in Section 3 of the
remedies, which are addressed in Amy’s selected DTSC’s comments, remedies, which are \ ROD. DTSC has reviewed
consistent with DTSC’s Section 3 of the remedies, which are consistent with i | and commented on the Army’s
’ comments, ROD. DTSC has consistent with DTSC’s comments. ! selected remedies, which are
reviewed and DTSC’s comments. | consistent with DTSC®s
commented on the \ Comments.
Army’s selected ‘
remedies, which are
consistent with 3
DTSC’s comments.
Capital; *$1.29 Canital:
Cost Capital; $288,000 Capital: $228,000 Capital: $411,000 Capital: None Capital: $412,000 - §1.3 millior: $13p 000 Capital: $28,000
N O&M: $30,000 D&M: $30,000 O&M: 530,000 O&M: $35,000 O&M: $1.4 million | O&M: None ; . Ao wess
o Cost No Cost 0O&M: None O&M: None
(5 years) (5 years) (5 vears) (5 vears) (5 years) TOTAL: TOTAL: | TOTAL: $28,000
TOTAL: $318,000 TOTAL: $258,000 TOTAL: $441,000 TOTAL: §35,000 TOTAL: $1.8 million *$1.29 -51.3 $13 000' ' ) !
million ?
* Range of Costs for Subsurface OE Removal based on estimated costs for 1 ft. to 4 ft. depth of removal, !
ARAR  Applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements, OE Ordnance and Explosives. !

DTSC Department of Toxic Substances Control, a part of Cal/EPA.

EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
HMP Habitat Management Plan,

Interim Action ROD
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Q&M Operations and Maintenance.
UXo Unexploded Ordnance.
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