Department of Environmental
Conservation

DIVISION OF SPILL PREVENTION AND RESPOMSE
Contaminated Sites Program

410 Universify Ave
Foirbonks, AE P910%-3443

Mudn; #07-£51-2180
Fax: P07-451-3103
whann e laTko gav

File: 580.38.002

December 17, 2015

Cernfied Mail Retumn Receipt Requested
Artcle No. 7012 2210 0002 1216 1806

Bruce Loudermilk, Direcror

Bureau of Indian Affairs, Alaska Region
3601 C Sereet, Suire 1100

Anchorage, Alaska 99577

Re: U5 Bureaw of Indian Affairs as a Potentially Responsible Party at White Mountain BIA School,
Alaska

Dear Mt. Louwdermilk,

This letter concemns the responsibility of the U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs (BLA) o address petroleum
and hazardous substance contaminaton associated with improper dispesal of drums containing fuel
used at the BIA boarding school in the village of White Mountain, Alaska. Because BLA is documented
as the past owner and operator of the school, BIA is idenufied to be financially responsible or lable
under AS 46.03.822 (Serict Liability for the Release of Hazardous Substances) for the investgaton and
cleanup of any hazardous substance contamination that might be present.

On September 14, 2004, BLA was noufied that is a potendally responsible party (PRF) with Anancial
liability for contamination caused from improper disposal of drums used ar the White Mounmin former
BLA boarding schoal and was provided with supporting documentation (see attached 2004 notification
to BIA and 1999 Report). In brcf, approximately one-thousand 55-gallon drums were located in a
lightly forested area, approximately four acres in size. The 1999 Preliminary Assessment (PA) report
describes the site and analytical results from eight soil samples. Minor petroleum contamination, up o
550 mg/kg of Total Petroleurn Hydrocarbons (TPH), was found  One water sample was collected from
the city water well and did not contain contaminants of concern. In 2001, Department of
Environmental Conservation (DEC) requested that the U. 5. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) re-
evahuate the site for eligibility under the Formery Used Defense Site (FUDS) progeam. The Corps
provided documentation indicating residents of Whire Mountain reported the drums contained fuel used
at the BIA boarding school between 1948 and 1955 (see attached 2004 Corps FUDS determination).



Bruce Loudermalk 2 Diecember 17, 2015
BIA as a Potentially Responsible Party at White Mountain, Alaska Village Site

Since the last communicadon with BIA, residents of White Mountain have disposed of all drums
remaining at the site. In order for DEC to assign the site with a determination of “cleanup complete™,
Dwo actons [eraln

1. Take confirmatory soil samples from the area with greatest petzoleum contamination, based on
1998 sampling;
2. Evaluate soil samples for remaining contaminants;
a. If no contaminants are detected above applicable cleanup levels, DEC will issue a
designadon of “cleanup complete™.
b. If remaining contaminants are detected, remedial activity wall be required.

DEC has determined that BIA must sndesrake these actions as the PRI for this sive. Under Alaska
Statute (AS) 46.03.822(a), stoct habality artaches jointly and sevenally to entdties that, fefer aba

*  pwned or controlled the hazardous substance at the tme of the release or threatened release;

* owned or operated the faclity from which there is a release, or a threatened release; or

* owned or operated the facility at which the hazardous substance was disposed of and from
which there is a release, or 2 threatened release.”

Alaska Statutes require the State to recover all costs associated with cleanup at contaminated sites. In
the event that the State assumes the lead role in site charactenzagon, containment, or cleanup, AS
46.08.070{a) mandates the commissioner of DEC to seek recovery for the cost of the response actons.
Recoverable costs include contracts to carry out the response acnons; the direct costs to the State, such
as oversight, legal consultaton, and matedals; and the indirect costs to the State, such as administration,
interest, and overhead. Ser AS 46.03.760(d). Because DEC has derermined that BIA is a PRP, DEC will
begin billing you for the State’s expendinures associated with the petroleum contamination at this former
B1A school.

Please respond in wating within thirty days of the date of this letser addressing your responsible party
status and intended actions with respect to this ongoing hazardous matedal release event. Any site
investigation, cleanup acton or a natural resource damage assessment at contaminated site must be
coordinated with DEC and have DEC approval pdor to any feld actviges.

' Pursuant to the same stamte, a responsible parry pays “for damages, or the costs of response, containment,
removal, or remedial acton mcurred by the state, a municipality, or a village . . . resulung from an unpermitted
release of a hazardous substance, or, with respect 1o response costs, the substangal threat of an unpermitted
release of 2 hazardous substance.” AS 46.03.822(3),

Unlike the federal stamte after which it is partermed, our stoct liabiliry statute defines “hazardous
substance™ 1 include petroleum-related products. See AS 46.03.826(5) and (7). The term “facility” includes a
“building, structure, installabon™ and a “site or area at which a hazardous substance has been deposited, stored,
disposed of, placed, or othersase located,"” and thus would encompass a petroleum-contaminated village school
site or tank famm. See 46.03.862(3)(A).

W fa-rrlileyproape SPARNVCS W Conbsmmstal Sie Files (307500 ‘White: hautizm 5830 M2 Whie Mounses A School - Deum Sipege dees\ PRI
Lether_ 122015 docx



Bruce Loudermilk 3 Diecember 17, 2015
BLA 25 a Potennally Responsible Party at White Mounrain, Alsska Village Site

If you have any questons concerning this matter, please coneact me ac (907) 451-2181.

s oo

Fred Vireeman
Environmental Program Manager

Amachmenrs: 2004 lerrer o BLA; RE: White Mountain Doum Area
1999 PA Report
2004 Corps FUDS eligibility determinaton

o Mark Kahklen, BIA Regional Environmental Specialist, via email

W lesvrfile’ groups\ SPARNVCSY Contsmnaied Sie Files {585 % 5800 White Mounmam 580 362 Wheie Mountzn Bid School - Diam Stoags Amat PR
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STATE OF ALASKA frsmmommome

DEPT. OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION /3 Cooe tree o

PHONE: (907} 268-7545
DIVISION OF SPILL PREVENTION AND RESPONSE FAX: (90T265-7643
CONTAMINATED SITES PROGRAM hitp/fwrarw.state sk usidec’

File No. 580.38.002

September 14, 2004
Kristin K'eit
Environmental Scientist
Bureau of Indian Affairs
PO Box 25520
Juneau AK 99802

Subject: White Mountain Drum Area, Section 26, Township 95, Range 24W, Katee] River
Meridian, ADL 412330, DEC database RECEEY #19983201 224081

Dear Ms, K'eil;

This letter is to advise you that the Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC) has
received information that indicates improper disposal of drums has occurred at the above
referenced location near the Village of White Mountain. The Bureau of Indian Affairs (B1A) may
be legally end financially responsible for this matter,

In 1998, Ecology and Environment, under contract to the U, 5. Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA), conducted a Preliminary Assessment (PA) of the site in response to concern over the drums
and potential contamination. Approximately one-thousand 55-gallon drums were located in &
lightly forested area, approximately four acres in size. The PA report (copy attached) describes the
site and analytical results from eight soil samples. Minor petroleum contamination, up to 550
mg'kg of Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPH), was found. One water sample was collected from
the city water well and did not contain contaminants of concem.

The PA report indicated that the Alaska Ammy National Guard (AKANG) White Mountzin Armory
was the likely source of the drums. The AKANG notified DEC in 2000 that it did not believe these
drums were from its" operation and provided supporting documentation.

In 2001, DEC requested that the U. 5. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) re-evaluate the site for
eligibility under the Formerly Used Defense Site (FUDS) program. In 1992, the Corps had
determined the White Mountain National Guard or Federal Scout Armory Site did not contain
hazardous substances, pollulants or contaminants eligible for cleanup under the FUDS program.
Early this year, the Corps completed its’ review and again determined there are no FUDS program
eligible projects at the site. The Corps provided documentation indicating residents of White
Mountain reported the drums contzined fuel used at the BIA boarding school between 1948 and
1955 (see attachment 2).

(L]
3 P



Kristin K'elt ' 2 0 Seplember 14, 2004

Based on all the information available to DEC pertaining to this site, it appears BIA is responsible for
the large number of drums that have been improperly disposed of at the site. The available data does
not indicale any significant contaminant problem exists; however, remaining drums may contain
residunl fuel that could cause future releases. Additionally, the drams are solid waste and may pose &
physical hazard to people and wildlife. Therefore, the department requests BIA inspect the site and
properly cleanup and dispose of the drums.

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please feel free to call me al 269-7545, or Deb

Caillouet at 269-0298.
y) /-

Halverson

Section Manager
Federal Facilities Oversight

Attachments:

* 1998 PA Report by E&E
* 2004 USACE FUDS eligibility determination

cc: Deb Caillouet, DEC
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&] UNITED STATES mmumuf% PROTECTION AGENCY HAR 2 5 1999 s

1200 Sixth Avenus CONTAMINATED
Saeattia, Washington 98101 : BIIES .
FAIRBANKS

February 23, 1999 ﬁ.EUElVE D

Reply To " '

Atm O BCL-115 MAR 1 1999

Roy Ashenfelter, President ' ' DEPARTMENT

White Mountain Native Corporation _ . ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERvATIC:

P.0. Box 81 _

White Mountain, Alagka 99784

Re: White Mountain National Guard Site Preliminary Assessment %
Dear Mr. Ashenfelter:

The 11.5. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), through its contractor, Emlugf&
Environment, Inc., has completed the Preliminary Asssssment of the White Mountain National
Guard site. A copy of the report is enclosed.

Muumwﬁmmnmmmmm EPA
does not anticipate further investigation under the Federal Superfund Program. However, you
mnﬂldhammuummmuﬂhu mhmtnmmpﬂm;wm‘nwappmprmmamaﬂ:
mgulﬂ:l:m

If you have any questions reguﬂiugﬁismﬂ:tﬁr. yOUu can contact me at [zus} 553-1271.

. Sincerely,
C_\%_WLT——
John Meyer
Site Assessment I'-Iamgnr
Enclosure
cc:  Bob Chivvis U.S. Army Corps of Eagineers
Tohn Halverson, ADEC

Bill Janes, ADEC
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TRIP REPORT MR 11999
DATE: October 20, 1998 | mﬁn‘z’rﬁrﬁ“ CONSERVATIC®
TO: Tobn Meyer, Task Monitor, EPA, Mail Stop ECL-115 '
FROM: Len Marcus, Project Manager, E & E, Anchorage, AK
SUBJ: %hﬁugnhhﬂuﬁmdﬁjuﬂﬁil:
REF: TDD 97020010 n
Place Visited:

 Whits Mountain National Guard Sito

White Mountain, Alasks 59784
Latitude/Longimde: 64%41'N 163°24' W
Legal Description: Ssction 26, Township 9 South, Range 24 West, Katee! River Meridian

Purpose of Trip:

The purpose of the trip was to conduct a Preliminary Assessment (FA) of the Whits Mountzin
National Guard site o determine the potentiel threat to public health or the environment posed by
the site, the potential releass of hazardots substances from the site, and potential placement of the
itz on the Mational Priocities List.

Persons Responding:
Lea Marcus, Project Manager

Tim Mayers
E & E, Anchorage, Alaska (907) 257-3000 -

Site Cramers:

White Mouniain Native Corporation
P.O. Box 81

White Mountain, Alatka 99784
(907T) 638-3651

. Persons Contacted:

Roy Ashenfelter, President

White Mountmin Native Corporation
P.O. Box 81

White Mountain, Aleska 99784
(907) 638-3651




Following National Guard use, the armory building reportedly. was used as a school dormitory. There are
mnﬂjntn;mpmumprdmgﬂuhmld:uuvmmlm with some residents believing that the building
was removed and others indicating that it had been renovated and expanded dver time and may be in corrent
use in the city. Hazardous substance usage st the armory likely included hesting oil or fuel for building
heating purposes, but building maintenance or armory activities may have involved the use of other
bazardous materials.

Thlmﬁmﬂmninﬂlﬂﬂnﬂﬂwdﬁuwmidmﬁﬁﬂunmﬂllmﬂmw
Restoration Program (DERP) project through USAED Alaska property holding records (USAED Alaska
1992). "The site was listed because approximately 1,000 empty drams were found in White Mountain (see
Figire 2). USAED Alaskn investigated the White Mountain National Guard site in 1985 and 1986. During
a 1986 site visit, USAED Alaska inspected the estimated 1,000 drums and collected two compasite soil
samples at the drum site (USAED Alacka 1987). The only contirminants detected were polynuclear aromatics .
(PNAs) at 3 pans per million. Approximately 20% of the drums (200) were checked and determined to be
empty. Based on the checked drums and background information, all drums were assumed empty. ©

- The drams, noted to bear military markings, first wers thought to have been used by the military in
White Mountain. However, according to USAED Alaska documents, the drums eventually wers attributad
1o the BIA regional school that operated in White Mountain from 1948 to 1955 (USAED Alaska 1992). A
USAED Alaska document states that fuel in droms for the BIA school and National Guard armory was
d:E‘rﬁedby the United States Department of Defense (DODY) from 1942 to 1950 (USAED Alagks 1987).
" 'While noting that the drums originally may have been produced by or for the militery, the USAED Alaska
documents mention that there is no evidence of military usage of the drums and acknowledge that National
Guard activities could not have produced such & lerge number of drums.  As the drums were used at the BIA
school, they were moved empty to their present location. Because the BIA school was apparently the owner
and generator of the drums, USAED Alaska concluded that there was no harardous or toxic waste, ordnance,
or unsafe debris at the site as 8 result of DOD activities and that the site did not qualify for cleanup or
restoration under DERP (USAED Alaska 1992). Based on USAED file information, all of the drams at the
site are believed o have contained fuel.

START ACTIONS

The START performed a site visit as part of 2 PA on August 12, 1998, Based on USAED Alaska
file information, the PA focused on investigating the drum site. Before the sits visit, the START reviewed
USAED Alaska files and serial photographs of the site. Access to the site was granted by Mr. Roy
Ashenfelter, president of White Mountain Native Corporation (the Iandowner in White Moontain). The
‘START met with city and Native council representatives while in White Mountzin (see Persons Contacted
section). Photo documentation of the START site visit is provided as Attachment A.

Thie START viewed.the drum site. The approximately 1,000 55-gallon drums are located in multiple
groups within an approximately 4-acre, lightly forested area. All of the droms are above ground, and no signs
of buried drums were noted. The drum area is on the northeast edge of the city, approximately 800 feet from
the Fish River (see Figure 2). The terrain of the drum area slopes gently southward toward the eity. Anall- .
terrajn vehicle dict road runs through the drom ares, with approximately 25% of the drums on the west side
of the rond and the rest on the east side (see Figure 3). USAED Alaska file photographs and historic serial
photographs indicate that the dnims originally existed in neat stacks at this location (AeroMap 1972). Over
the years, the stacks have fallen or hove besn distorbed; as o result, the site now consists of smaller stacks
or piles each typically with individual-drums scatiered loosely around. No other signs of hazardoos substance
sources or contamination were noted in the drum site vicinity. '




total coliform bacteria monthly, VOCs annually, lead and copper every three yeurs, and other organic and
inorganic parameters on & varying basis. The same-two VOCs detected in the START sample have been
detected in annual VOC testing of treated water for at least the past two years, and at concentrations very
similar 16 those found by START (Johnson 1998). Upon inquiring further into the water treatrment plant
degign, START learned that backdraining of treated water in the system’s piping could pass to a check valve
of flow restrictor device located before the “pretreatment” valve from which the START obtained a sample,
essentially allowing trested water (or a mixture of treated and untreated water) to occur ot that valve, Ina
follow-up telephone call, the water plant operator noticed an apparent backdrain prevention device in-line
before the valve that the START obtained a sample from, thus making it likely thot the presumed
pretreatmeht sample obteined by the START actually was a treated water sample.

The START discussed the water sampling results with an ADEC Drinking Water and Wastewater
Program representative who is familiar with compiling and reviewing water test data from White Mountain
and other villages. The ADEC representative is aware of these compounds in the White Mountain drinking
water, acknowledged that the detected compounds are known to be generated by the water chlorination
process (or may be an artifact of saltwater presence in the groundwater), and reported that the detected
concentrations are below a level of concern (Johnson 1998). ADEC reported that untrented water sample
results were not available for comparison to the START sample results (Tohnson 1998).

EFA drinking water maximum contaminant levels (MCLs) have not been established for the two
detected VOCs. The twioVOCs are below a guidance threshold for total mrihalomethanes (which includes the
two detected compounds) followsd by ADEC's Drinking Water and Waste Water Program (Johnson 1998).

CONCLUSION

Soil samples collectad from the drum ares revealed TPHs as the only detected contaminant. TFHs
could be expected o be: present if dnum leakeage had occurred, as the drums reportedly held fuels, However,
oo visual signs of spillage or contamination (soil discoloration, stressed vegetation, or evidence of leakage
on the drums) was noted by the START. The detected concentrations are relatively Jow for & petroleum-
wmmmumwumwurmmmmmw
state of any spillage. Although not 8 conclosive indication, the detected TPHs concentrations are low enoiigh
such that the petroleum fractions mﬂﬂh&&mdﬁhh@ﬂlmmduﬂmmmm
range organics) mey not be present at regulated concentrations (TPHs concenirations alope are not
regulated). Certain organic matter (vegetation) can exhibit low concentrations of petroleum compounds
under laboratory enalysis, and this could be the source of the TPHs detections. No other sources of
hazardoars substance contamination or waste were noted in the drum ares. Based on the PA results, EPA-
regulated mgeunﬁummumunﬂmﬂnndnunuwmhmmahhm]hﬁhﬂjﬂﬂmﬂ
petroleum contamination possibly may be present.

Basged on the PA findings, the drums are considered to be nonhazardoos debris. If drum handling
- ar removal ofcurs, however, any residual amounts of fuel in the droms may have to be treated a5 & hazardons
material. Repressntatives of White Mountsain have stated to the START their desire to have the empty drums
removed. As there was no documented release of hazardous constitvents contained in the site files and EPA-
regulated contaminants were not detected under the PA at the drom site, it appears that no forther action for
:hi-munh'ﬂnﬂmupdmmm&nmnmnﬂﬂnﬁpnmwmmhnu warmanted
at this time.

MMHMﬂmﬂmﬂmwmm:anmhhnmdmhuhqmmdm
sampled. Although very limited, information regarding the armory building or property does not indicate




Table 1
ANALYTICAL DATA SUMMARY
WHITE MOUNTAIN NATIONAL GUARD SITE
WHITE MOUNTAIN, ALASEA
Sample Location: 551 5502 5503 == 5505 5506 8507 5508 WALl
Surfacs | Burfecs Sarface Surface Sarince Sarfscs Sarface Surface City's
Soll Near | Soll Mear | Soll Mesr | Soll Mear | Sofl Mear | Sofl Near | Soll Mear | Soll Mear Well
Description: Dirams Diruma Drams Dirurea Drramma Druma Drums Drrmms Water
I AR A A AR AR A A Y
sowruphs | WA | NS | DS | NS | 1S |02 | 20| RS | w-
Total Peircleum Bu Bl E50 69 BIU T2 L] X 0Smgll U
Hydrocarbons (mgg) .
Volatile Organle Compoands [pgkg)
Bromoform Ha HA HA Ma HA Ha Ha BlA T gl
Dibromochloromethane | NA HA. | MA NA NA A NA NA dugl |
Polynoaclesr Aromaic | ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND | - ND
Hydrocarboos (ug/ig)
Polychlorinaied D D HD WD ND HD W B WD
—_—— - —
Mode: The dots hava nid besn vilidabed,
_Bold éntries = the gnalyte was detected.
w -
ppkp = Micrograms per kilogram.
Mgl = Micogmms per liker., .
mpkg = Milliprams per kilogram. . ; ¢
mgll = Ml graem per Bter,
HA = Mol enalyzed.
WD = Mot detected.
85 = Burface sgil
U = The matcrind was snalyzed for but not detecied. The sxsocisted numeanical valiss is the sample quantition Hemi
WA = Waer i
UREENLT BRI, I AR

T WD 10 [
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Figure 2’
CITY MAP

Dwg.No.
CG218GFs

n

Job Mo.

CG215GSATO

Date
10/%/98

Drraarm:
AES

WHITE MOUNTAIN NATIONAL GUARD

" White Mountain, Alaska

(1] 200
Apprmimais Scale o Food

BASE MAF REFERENCE:

Wiito Mountain Communmity Map, [F26

ecology and environment, inc.




e e
Source:  Acromsp U5, Inc., &18-58

1._E,E'l":
5505 Surfac Soil &
I Sampling Location

WHITE MOUNTAIN Figure 3
: MATIOMAL CLARD
ecology and tn:'hlrdunm:ut. im:.l White M in, Alasi SAMPLE LOCATION MAP
AT | Lk ¥ 7
[ &5 130 Drewmc| DATE:| JOBNO. | .
|  Rpprotlmms Soake In Fort AES 10149 CO21S08ATCO2 150




ATTACHMENT A

PHOTO DOCUMENTATION




TDD #: 97-02-0010

EMHlm*ﬂhmHmthathml Guard Sits

B0 £
- -!nnplnﬂsﬂlllnuﬂumhdum Old pump house is in °
beskgroon
LM | Sample S501 location, facing southwest
LM | Sample S502 location, facing south.
LM | Sample 3502 location. facing south.
' - Drum group from whers sampls 5303 was collected (st far left),
[I.I:l_u.:lmllL
LM Dyvums in group from where somple 5503 was collected, facing west.
120 | v | Semplessoa — ' -
8-12-58 1235 LM | Sampie S504 material. |
'8-12.98 1240 LM | Markings on a drui near sample S504 location.
81298 1245 LM __| Sample location SS04 red stake ot canter), facing southwest
2298 | 1246 LM | Drums on east side of all-termain vehicle road, facing north,
81298 | 1247 -] M jecic
8-12-98 1255 LM
8-12.98 1259 LM
15 . 8-12-98 1305 LM __| Sample SS06 location, facing west
16 21298 | 1310 | 1M | Sampis 5507 being collectsd
17 81258 1320 LM _| Various drum groups, facing west. ___
18 8-12-98 1322 LM Drump‘zfmmmmﬁﬁmmmlhlﬂ{m”lﬁ:}
19 3-12.98 323 | s | Sample locasion 5507, Facing east
30 81298 1325 LM | Sample location SS08.
21 a2-12-98 1337 LM Drums scanered to north from sample location ﬂm. h:iggnn:ﬂ'..
. N I mmmmm&mm'mum'smm
px] 8-12.94 1345 LM | Drums scanared w north from sample location SS08, facing nonh. |
4 i 13456 LM | Drums scatiered to west from sample location S508, facing west. it
" - o [pg | Drums on west side of the all-errain vehicle road, facing

l:.M = Len Marcus, Ecology and Environment, Inc., Anchorage, Alnska
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Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs)
Aroclor 1016

Aroclor 1221
- Aroclor 1232
Aroclor 1242
Aroclor 1248
Arocler 1254
Aroclor 1260

Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPHs)

Volatile Orpanic Compounds (VO.Cs)
Dichlorodifivoromethans
Chlaromathang -

Vinyl Chloride
Bromomethane
Chlcrosthane
Trichlorofluoromethans
1, 1-dichloroethens
Methylene chloride
(trans) 1,2 -dichloroethene
1,1dichlomeathana
Z.}llndidﬂmnpmpm

{cis) 1,2-dichloroetheane
Chloreform

1,1, 1-Trichloroethans
Carbon Tetrachloride

I, 1-dichioropropens
Benzene

=0 = e iimics re— Y

YOCs, continued
1.2-dichlorosthame
Trichloroethene
1,2-dichlorcpropans
Dibromomethane
Bromodichloromethans
{cis)1,3-dichloropropene
Toluene

{trans)1,3-dichloropropene
1,1,2-Trichloroethane
Tetmachlorosthens
1,3-dichloropropans
Dibromochloromenthane
1,2-dibromomathans
Chlomabentens -
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane
Ethylbenzene
m,p-Xylene

o-Xylene

Styrens

Bromoform
Isopropylbenzane
Bromobenz=ns
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane
1,2,3-Trichloropropane
n-propylbenzens
Z2-chlorotolusne
d-chlorotoluene

1,3, 5-trimethylbenzens -
tet-butyibenzene

1.2 4-trimethylbenzens
sec-butylbenzene
1,3-dichlorobenzene

' prisopropyltoluene

1, 4-dichlorobenzens
1,2-dichlorobenzene
n-butylbenzene
l.i-dih-nrm-.‘i-:hlumpmpwu
1,2, 4-trichlorobenzens
Hexachlorobutadiens
Mapthalene

1,2, 3=tnichlorobenzens
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ATTACHMENT C
LABORATORY ANALYTICAL DATA




1 WTPH-418.1
_TGTA.L{:_\I’FIELELIH HYDROCARBOMNS ANALYSIS DY |SHEET

Lab Name: ONSITE ENVIRONMENTAL ING.

Project Mo.. KJON03

BAMPLE NO.

Gnﬂnﬂ:iE

Groug: 08-075

Matric (sollivater) SOIL Lab Sampis 0 08-075-1
Sample wifvok 200 (giml) mL N :
Date Recaived: BM4/88 .
% Mokstum: a8 decantad: (YN M Dats Exiractad: 8/M7/58
ﬂmnhﬂﬁﬂiﬂ?ﬂrw 100  (mL) Dais Anslyred: Br18/98
! Dilution Factor: .~ 1.0
Concentraton Units:
Compound {mgfL ar mgig) m aQ
Total Petroluem Hydmcarmhons £ J
F
Page 1 af 1 ‘
FORM | TPH as0




TOTA W Hgmhgﬁms ANALYSIS E-I":I'l. SHEET SRENT
Leb Mame: ONSITE ENVIRONMENTAL INC. Contract: E&E seneoes
Project No.- KJ0103 " Geroup: 08-075
Matrbc: (soilfwater) SOIL Lab Sampie 10z 08-075-3
Sample wivol: __ 200 (gml) mL
Date Recalved: BM458
% Molsture: 50 decantsd: (YN): N Dats Extracted: - BM7SE
Cancentrated Extract Voluma: _ 100 _iml} Date Analyzed: ANMA%8
) ) Dilution Factor: 1.0
Cencentration Unfts:
Compeund {mgiL or mgKg) % a.
[Total Petrodsem Hydrocarbons '

Page 1aof1

FORM I TPH




TOTAL QULEUH HYDROCARBONS ANALY SIS

Lab Name: ONSITE ENVIRONMENTAL INC.

1 WTPH-418.1 SAMPLE NO.
oA sHEET =
i 980B000S
Conirect ERE
Group: O8-078

Froject Mo KJ0103 i
Marrbe (sciliwater) SOlL__

Sampla wiivol: 200 Mﬂﬁi._

Leb Sampis [D: 08-075-5

% Moisture: __ 70 daecanted: (YA): __ N Date Extracted: _&/17/88

Concantrated Exiract Voluma: . _ 100 _(ml)

Date Analyzed: AMASE
Dilution Factor: 1.0

Concentration Units:
(mgiL. ar mgig) % Q

Data Recehvad:  BM4/88

Fage 1 0f1

FORM | TPH

u b e By iy e
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1 WTPH-418.1 SAMPLE NO.

mnq’jnmﬂuﬁmnmsmmnfﬂnm—
. ok §8080007
Lab Mame: ONSITE ENVIRONMENTAL INC. Cantrac: ELE
Projsct Mo.: KJO103 ) oy
Mairbe: (solliwater) SO Lab Sample ID: 08-075-7
> : Date Recelved:  B/14/58
% Moisture: 38 decanted: (YM): N Dale Exiracted: 817198
' Cancaniratad Extract Volume: 100 _(mL) Date Analyzed: _8N&S8
: Dilution Factor: 1.0
Concantration Uinits:
Compound (mg/L or mgKg) a
Tetal Patreluam Hydrecarbons =]
¥
Page 10of1 : .
FORM | TPH 380
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1 WTPH-418.1 SAMPLE ND,

ToTAL[ ROLEUM HYDROCARBONS ANALYSIS DA™ " SHEET
Lab Name: OMWSITE ENVIRONMENTAL INC. Contract  EAE
Project No: KJD103 ) ; Group: 08-075
Matrx: [soilhwaber) SOIL Lab Sampis 1D: 08-075-8
Sampis wiivol: 10000 fgimb) mb__
Date Roceived: _B/14/58
% Mioigture: n'a o decanted- (YW): . N Dete Extracied: 8/18/88
Cancentrated Extract Voiume: 100 _ (mL) Date Analyzed: 8/10/98
Dilutian Factor 1.0
Concantration Linits:
_ Campound (mglL.ormgiKg) _mplL a
[Tolal Petrciuem Hydrocamans 05 | U
Page 10f 1 : ;
FORM | TPH 1m0

000071




= 14 SAMPLE NO,
( VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS D ' SHEET
Bl 88080008V
Lab Masmia: ONSITE ENVIRONMENTAL IMNC. Contract: E&E
Project No.:  KJO103 ) Sita: don: Group: OSEQE-075
Marrix: [(sailveater] WATER ‘Lab Sampls ID: O75-9
Sample wtival: 5.0 IgdmLl ML Lab File [0: 0817014.0
Lavel:  (lowimed) Date Aecelved:  8/10/98
% Molsture: not des. Oate Ansbyzad: B/17/58
GC Column: DB-824 _ ID: __0.32 _imm) Dilution Faetor: __* 1.0
Soil Extract Volurma: fut) Sail Aliguot Valuma: ]
Concentation Linits:
CAS No. Campownd Tugsl or ug/Kgl ugfl a
m,p-Xylene Fi 3 U
[8547-8 arilylena 1 W
100-42-5 Shyrena 1 u
75-25-2 _Bromotorm 7
| 88-82-8 Em 1 U
108-88-1 InmnEum 1 u
75-34-5 1.1.2.2-Tatrachiorosthana ] u
|58~ B4 I.E:ia_jth:h]mpn 1 U
103-85-1 mm 1 7]
85=48-8 Ct 1 ]
106-48-7 4-Chioromoluana U
108-87-8 1.3.5 banzens U
38-08-8 tart-Butyibenzans u
55-83-5 1,24 Trimathyibenzana U
135-88-8 sec-Butylbenzans - 1 u
547-73-1 1. & u
-8 oprog mnn 1 U
108-45-7 1.4-Dichlorabsnzens 1 u
85-50-1 1.2-Dichlorobenzene 1 u
104-51-8 n—hl.'_nrum-u i 1 u
12-8 1,2-Dibroma-3-chigropropans 5 ]
120-82-1 1.2 4=Trichiorobanzans 1 u
§7-868-3 Hexachlormbuiedlens 5 U
91-20-3 Maphthaians g 1
a7-81-8 1,2, 3-Trichlorobenzana 1 %]
r
Page 2 of 2
FORM | VOA 380




SAMPLE ML

' 18
:_ i SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS AH-“«L‘I’Hr_"&TA SHEET
' EERZ080002
Lab Mama: CMNSITE ENVIAOMMENTAL INC. Contract EE
Project No.: 108 ' Sitm: Locarian: Group: O7-07E8
Mabe: (solljwater] SOIL Lab Sample ID: 075028
Sample wifrol: 30.0 ipmL] & Lab Fis 5 ggmg!ge
" Lewel:  [lowimad) MED Date Recalved: BH4/88
% Moisture: 29 decamad: (Y/M): N Dats Extractad: __8/15/88
Concentratad Extract Valume: 1000 (ul) Dats Anslyzed:  8/1/98
Injaction Volume: o 1.0 {ul) Dilurtion Fecton 1.0
GPC Clemnupe [Y/M) N pH:
Concentration Linits: .
CAS No. Compaund {ugi or ugKg] ug/Kg 1]
81-20-3 47 ]
1-57-8 F Ina &7 J
L08-98 47 U
83-32-9  Acsnaohthens a7 u
BB-73-7 Flusrans 4-;-'_ U
BE-01-8 Phananthrena 47 U -
120-12.7 Anthracens 47 U %
208=44-0 Flunranthans -llrz' -y
47 ]
47 U
&7 [
27 U
&7 H
47 U
0 47 U
191-24-2 Benzn [S¢-] 47 U

e ——




SAMPLE MO,

p—

_ 18 '
{ | SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIT™ \TA SHEET

o i . EESE0E0004
Lsb Name: ONSITE ENVIRONMENTAL INC. Contrsct  EAE
Projsct No.:  KJO103 . St Locatiom: ___ ' Group: 07-0758
Matrix: (solliwamer) SOIL ; Lab Sampla 1D: 076048
Sampls wifvol: 300 gl G Lab File ID: 0801012.0
Leval:  (lowimad) MED ; Duts Recaived: __8/14/88
% Moisture: 4 decanted: [Y/Mk N Date Extractad: __8/13/88
Concantrated Extfact Valume: 1000 _ ful) Date Analyzed: __8/1/58
: ' Dilution Factar:___ 3,
pH:
Concamration Linits:
(gl or ugKg) &

Elst_'a 5(s/6(s(5 EISIEE-ELEIEIELE o, [

B3-70-3 a,hanthracens

151-24-2 Berzolp.h,fiperylens

Il EL'EE'EIE'EE'E% Blfsls




. 18
(™) . SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYS'S “ATA SHEET

I
LY

SAMPLE NO

Lab Name: (OMSITE ENVIRONMENTAL INC. Contract: EBE
Project No.: KJ0103 Sita: Location: Group: 070788 |
Matrie: (sollhwanar) SOIL Lab Sampls ID: 075085
Sample wiival: __ 300 il G Lab Flle ID: 0801014.0
Level: (owmed) _ MED Dats Recaived: _ 8/14/58
% Molsture: B8 decanted: [Nl N Dats Extractad: __8/15/98
Concamtrated Extract Vodume: 1000  ful) Data Analyzed:  5/1/98
injection Volume: ~ ~ __ 1.0 fl) _ Dilutien Factors__ 2.0
GPC Cleanug: [Y/N) N © pHe
r Concenmration U'l‘-ﬂI:
CAS No. Compound : lugfL or ug/Kg) a
81-20-3 80 ; UD
91-67-8 hthalena 150 uD
208-86-8 Acenas 180 up
Acenaghthenn 150 uD
88-737 Fiuorens 180 U0
EO L
50 Uo
50 uo
- !_n w
- E .m
L uD
160 UD
180 uD
50 uo
150 D
150 up
191-24-2 Berzalg.hilzerviens 180 o




SAMPLE NO. |

1B
/% SEMIVOLATILE QRGANICS ANALYS'™ ju.m SHEET
e O EESB080008
Lab Name:  ONSITE ENVIRONMENTAL INC. Contrac:  _E&E .
Project No.:  KJO103 Site: Location: Group: 07-0755
Matrtc: (soifwater] SOIL - " Lsb Sampla ID: 075085
Sampla wtival: 30.0  [gimll G Lab File ID: 0901018.0
Leval:  flowimed] MED : _ Dute Received: __ 814/98
% Malsturs: 54 decantad: [Y/M): N Data Extracted: __B/18/88
Concentrated Extract Valums: 1000 ful} Dats Analyred: __§/1/98
Injection Volume: 10 ) . Dilution Fector: ___ 2.0
GPC Cleanup: Y/} M pH:
; Concantration Units:

CAS No. Compound {ugiL or ugiXg) gy a

31-20-3 Hapihalene 140 D

91-87-8 J-Mathyinapmhaians 140 uo

208-96-8 conapkitty 140 uD

H3=-32=9 Arenapht 140 LIE

B8-73-7 _Fiyorans 140 up

86-01-8 Phenanthrens 40 up

120-12-7 . AnIhraCAne . 40 ug

208 : Flugrarthans 140 uo

129-00-0 Pyrane : 140 L)

18-01-8 Chryssne 140 uo
205-89-2 Aenza(b|Hucranthane . 140 up
07-08-2 Berzo(kltiuoranthens &0 ‘E_

E0-32-8 Barizo[ajpyre . 140 UD

183.39-5 Indenol1.2.3-cd]pyre: 140 up

§3-70-3 Dibenz{s.hlanthracans 140 uD

181-24-2 Benzolg.hlperylens 140 uo

-




1 PCH SAMPLE NO.

O PCE ANALYSIS DATA SHEF
_ s SB0E0001
Lab Name:  ONSITE ENVIRONMENTAL INC. : Contract: [ELE
Project No.:  KJO103 - : Group: 08-0758
Mawrb: (aciliwatar) SOIL - : _ Lab Sample ID:  07-075-01
Sampls woivel 20 lp'ml) g Lab Flw ID: 0822 032.0
Lavel:  (low/med| Low Dute Aecebred:  B114/98
% Molstare: 28 . decanted: (Y/Ml: N Date Extracted:  8/19/38
Cancantrared Extract Volume: 20000 (ul) Dats Anshyzed:  B/22/88
Infection Volume: 1.0. Wy Dirtlon Factar: 1.0
GPC Chasnup: [Y/N) "M
Compatnd fug/L or ug/Kgl _ugfkg a
[Arecior 1016 78 7]
Arocior 1221 ] 1]
Aroclor 1932 L] U
Arocior 1242 78 7]
Arocior 1248 78 | U
[{Araclor 1254 2 78 | U
[Aracior 1280 78 1)
|
00uU030
- FORM | PCB

Paga 10f1

‘)




1PCHE SAMPLE NO. |

'S POB ANALYSIS DATA m—mf_“:
J ; 38080003
Lsb Name:  ONSITE ENVIRONMENTAL INC. Contract: E&E
‘Projact No.:  KJOT03 N Group: 08-0755
Matrbe: [sollfwater) SOIL i Lab Sampis ID: _ 07-075-03
Sampla wiivol: 20 ipml g : Lab Fila ID: 0822 038.D
Lavel:  (lowimed] LOW Dats Recsivad:  B/14/88
5% Melstura: EQ dacanrad: (YN N Dets Extracied: BMS/EE
Coneantratad Extract Voluma: 20000 ful)- : Dute Analyzed:  B/22/88
injection Volume: 1.0l * Diution Factor: 1.0
GPC Cleanup: [YM) . N
- Concantration Urses:
Compaund I/l or ug/Ka! a

Aroclor 1018 100 | U

Arocior 1221 - 00 _| U

Arotior 1232 00 | U

[Arocior 1242 - W00 | U |

| Arccior 1248 i 100 u

Arocior 1254 700 m

[Araclar 1260 - 100 [1]

& T L
| ]
. 000092

Page 1 of 1 T FORM | PCB-




1 PCAE g BARMPLE MO,

) PCB ANALYSIS DATA SHEF )
- ‘e S80E0008
Lab Nams: ONSITE ENVIRONMENTAL INC. Contract: E&E :
Project No.:  KJO103 ) Group: OB-0755
Matrix: |sollfwater] BOIL Lab Sampls I0: §7-075-08
Sample wtivol: 20 lgiml) g ' Lab Fis ID: 0822 0380
Laval: [owimed) Low . Date Aecalved: BN4/EE
W Modsmure: 70 decanmad: [Y/M): N Date Exmracted: BNS/50
Coneantrated Extract Voluma: 20000 i) Dats Analyzed:  B/22/98
Injsction Vobema: 1.0 [T ) Diludon Fectos: 1.0
GPC Claanup: [YiN) N !
Concentration Unita:
Compouynd {ug/L or ug/Kg) a
Arcclor 1018 ; 170 1]
[Arocior 1221 170 7]
Arcclor 1234 170 U
 [Arecior 1242 , 70 | U
[Aroclor 1248 : 170 1]
Aroclor 1254 170 7]
Aroclor 12680 170 | U
5
"
q .-l .
00009%

Page 1 of 1 A FORM | PCB

80




1PCH SAMPLE NO.

"N PCB ANALYSIS DATA S
) =@, 88080007
Lab Name:  ONSITE ENVIRONMENTAL INC. . Contract: EAE
Project No.:  KJ0103 = Group: 08-0755
Matrix: {scllwatar] SOIL ) Lab Sarcpls ID:  07-075-07
Sample wrivel: 20 lgimll g Lab Fila ID: 0822 040.0
Lovel: (lowimed) . Low Date Rocalvad:  8/14/98
95 Moistiiras a8 dacangad: [Y/M): [ Data Extracted: BM15/88
Concantrated Extract Volume: 20000 (ul) Date Analyzed: _ 8/22/98
Injsction Volums: 1.0 ifull ' *Dilution Factor: 1.0
GPC Clasnup: [Y/H) . N :
Congantration Units:
) Compound (ugfL or ug/Egl K Q
' [Arocior 1618 ; %_1 U
1221 81 | U
ﬁ 1232 R 0
 [Arocior 1 B1 M)
{Arocior 1248 _ B 7]
Arochor 1254 ] ] a1 7]
Aroclor 12680 N5 7]
L]
000096

Page 1 of 1 FORM | PCB




- 1 PCB ' SAMPLE NO.

i PCB ANALYS!IS DATA SHEET )
' L 2B0BOGOY
Lab Name:  ONSITE ENVIRONMENTAL INC._ Contract:  EAE
Projsct No.: KJO103 . Group: 08-075W
Mambe: (scil'watar] WATER : Lab Sampls ID:  07-075-09
Sampla wrivel: 1000  (gimll mi Lak File ID: 0822 042.0
Level:  Dowimed) LOW Dasts Rscsived:  B/14/58
% Molsturs: 0 decantad: [Y/N: N Dats Extracted:  8/18/88 ' =!
Congentrated Extract Volyme: 1000 ful) . Owste Analyzed:  8/22/98
infaction Volume: 10" ) ; Dilution Factor: 1.0 |
GPC Claanup: 1Y) N
; Concentration Unlts:
Campound fugiL er ug/¥gl a '
[Arocior 1016 0.080 U
Aroclor 1221 .080 | U
Aroclor 1232 0.080 | U
Arocior, 1242 0.080 | U
Aroclor 1248 0.060 | U
Arcclor 1284 . 0.080 U
[Aroclor 1260 0.060 | U
a4
¢
L -
000098 |

Paga 1 of 1 FORM | PCB /80 |




@ oepartment of THe Army (@)
L8, ARNY EMGINEER DISTHICT, ALASKA
PO, BOX 8858
ELMENDORF AFB, ALABKA FS08-8510

Programs and Project Management Division
Special Project Management Branch MAR 2 5 2004

(et of Envimnments! Corsanvation
SPAR Contaminaied Sies - DOD

Mr. John Halverson

Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation [(ADEC)
E55 Cordova Strest

Anchorags, Alaska 55501

Dear Mr. Halverson:

Lagt year, The Alaska Department of Environmental Coneesrvation
requested the Alaska Discrict review the stacus of the White
Mountain NHational Guard Site (F1OAKD2Z70) with regards to the
Formerly Used Defense Sites (FUDS) program. In 1552, an Inventory
Project Report (INPR] was completed, designating the property as
FUDS eligible. However, no projects were identified, resulting in
a Ho Further Action (NOFA) designation with respect to Department
of Defense responsibilities. This status currently is termed ‘No
Department of Defense Action Indicated’ (NDAI).

The District has completed a review of the site information
and recommends retaining the NDAI status. Therefore, a revision to
the INPR has not been prepared. Enclosed is a copy of our internal
memorandum dated February 23, 2004, summarizing review of tha INPR
and associated information.

Please review the enclosed memorandum by April 23,2004. We
want to assure that we have adequately addressed any conoerns
related to your requast for review of this INPR. Should you have
Any guestions or require additional information regarding the site,
please contact me at (507) 753-5606. '

Richard Jaftkson
FUDE Projéct Manager

Enclosura



O
ATTACHMENT 1

PROFPERTY HISTORY: The village of White Mountain granied a use permit for 0.44 acres of
land to be usad 2s a National Guard Site. The permit was approved by the Department of the
Interior, Burean of Indian Affairs (BLA) on 4 May 1959. A National Guard Armory was
consiructed in 1959, consisting of a prefebricated scout armory building. The site was used by
the Alaska Army National Guard (ARNG) s an armory site for the White Mountain detachment
of the 1 Scout Battalion, Alaska ARNG (USACE Alsska, 1992). The sitz was retransferred to
the BIA on 26 January 1968 following relocation of the armory to Nulato, Alaska (letter dated 1
Feb 1968 from Morgan Wheeler, Chief, Real Estale Division) (FDE B Sep 1992). The site was
sithsequently conveyed to the White Mountain Native Corporation pursuant to the Alasks Native
Claims Settlement Act of 18 December 1971. Current owner of the former site remains the
White Mountain Native Corporation.

Conflicting accounts exist regarding the history and use of the armory building and site. The
original INPR reported that the armory building was moved to Nulato in 1968 (USACE Alasks,
1987). Left behind on the armory site were approximately 1,000 55-gallon drums that were
moved by the residents of White Mountain to a new site adjacent to the village so that the armory
land could be developed (USACE Alaska, 1987). Ecology & Environment, Inc. (E&E)
performed a site visit in October 1998 as part of a Preliminary Assessment (USEPA, 1999). The
Trip Report stated that, following Mational Guard use, the armory building was used as & school
dormitory; some residents believed that the building was eventually removed while others
indicaled that it had been renovated and expanded over time and may be in current use in the
village (USEPA, 1599). Meither the National Guard armory building nor its original site could
be located for inspection/investigation during the site visit (USEPA, 1999).

Although the armory building could not be found, the location of drums reportedly associated
with the armory is known. A sile visit to the dram area conducted 1 through 4 October 1985
revealed approximalely 1,000 55-gallon drums, neatly stacked in a 2-acre area lightly forested
with black spruce (USACE Alasks, 1987). The majority of the drums had embossed DOD
ownership markings (1943 Quartermaster Corps [QMC] and Army Air Force 1943). Twenty
percent (200) of the drums were inspected and found 1o be empty; based on this inspection, all
the drums were assumed to be empty (USACE Alaska, 1987). The site visit conducted by E&E
in 1998 found that the once neat drum stacks hed fallen or been disturbed. Consequently, the site
occupied approximately 4 acres and consisted of smaller siacks or piles, each typically with
individual drums scattered loosely around (EPA, 1999).

There are conflicting accounts regarding the origin and use of drums currently located at the site.
The White Mountsin Native Corporation believes that the drums originated with and are the
responsibility of the military. However, there is no evidence that the drums were part of any
military operation and the number of drums is too large to have been used at the National Guard
armory (USACE Alaska, 1992). This is supporied by the ARNG: they claim that the site has not
been used since 1959 (ADEC, 2001). Military records and accounts from residents of While
Mountain indicate that the drums contained fuel used by the BLA regional school that operated in
White Mountain from 1948 1o 1955 (USACE 1987 and 1992). Mr, Howard Lincoln, a resident
of White Mountain who graduated from the BIA boarding school in 1949, was interviewed in
1987 (Knight, 1987). Mr. Lincoln reported that there was no fuel storage tank at White
Mountain, so fuel was brought in by barrels. Mr. Lincoln also reported that there was no DOD
development at White Mountain excepl for the National Guard armory. Mr. Ken Shougukowruk,

1



) oepartment oF e ARnY @)

ULE, ARMY ENGINEER IS TRICT, ALAKKA
P.0. BOK B28
ELMENDORF AFB, ALARA HS08-S608

e “u T DECEMED)

Frograms and Project Management Division
Epecial Project Management Branch MAR 2 3 2004

Deol. of EmiremeTta Gonsenvation
SPAR Contaminaled Stes - D0D

Mr. John Halvarson

Alaska Department of Environmental Conservaticon (ADEC)
555 Cordova Street

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Mr. Halverson:

Last year, The Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation
requested the Alaska District review the status of the White
Mountain Mational Guard Site (F10AK0270) with regards to the
Formerly Used Defense Sites (FUDS) program. In 1552, an Inventory
Project Report (INPR) was completed, designating the property as
FUDS eligible. However, no projects were identified, resulting in
a Mo Purther Action (NOFA) designation with respect to Dapartment
of Defense responeibilities. Thise status currently is termed *Ho
Department of Defense Action Indicated' (NDAI}.

The District has completed a review of the site information
and recommends retaining the NDAI status. Therefore, a revision to
the INFPE has not bean prepared. Enclosed is a copy of our internal
memorandum dated February 23, 2004, summarizing review of the INPR
and associated information.

Please review the enclosed memorandum by April 23,2004. We
wankt to assure that we have adequately addressed any cConcerns
related to your request for review of this INPR. Should you have
any gquestions or require additional information regarding the site,
please contact me at (907) 753-5606. '

Since

Richard Jgfkson
FUDS Proj&ct Manager

—

Enclosure



O
ATTACHMENT 1

PROPERTY HISTORY: The village of White Mountain granted a use permit for 0.44 acres of
land to be used as a National Goard Site. The permit was approved by the Department of the
Interior, Burean of Indian Affairs (BIA) on 4 May 1959. A National Guard Armory was
constructed in 1959, consisting of a prefabricated scout armory building. The site was used by
the Alaska Army National Guard (ARNG) a5 an armory site for the White Mountain detachment
of the 1" Scout Battalion, Alaska ARNG (USACE Alaska, 1992). The site was retransferred to
the BIA on 26 January 1968 following relocation of the armory to Nulato, Alaska (letter dated 1
Feb 1968 from Morgan Wheeler, Chicf, Real Estate Division) (FDE 8 Sep 1992). The site was
subsequently conveyed to the White Mountain Native Corporation pursuant to the Aleska Native
Claims Settlement Act of 1B December 1971. Current owner of the former site remains the
White Mountain Native Corporation.

Conflicting accounts exist regarding the history and use of the armory building and site. The
original INPR. reporied that the armory building was moved to Mulato in 1968 (USACE Alaska,
1987). Lef behind on the armory site were approximately 1,000 55-gallon drums that wers
moved by the residents of White Mountain to & new site adjacent to the village 5o that the armory
land could be developed (USACE Alacka, 1987). Ecology & Environment, Inc. (E&E)
performed a site visit in October 1998 as part of a Preliminary Assessment (USEPA, 1999). The
Trip Report stated that, following National Guard use, the armory building was used as a school
dormitory; some residents believed that the building was eventually removed while others
indicated that it had been renovated and expanded over time and may be in curmrent use in the
village (USEPA, 1999). Neither the National Guard armory building nor its original site could
be located for inspection/investigation during the site visit (USEPA, 1999).

Although the armory building could not be found, the location of drums reporiedly associated
with the armory is known. A sile visit to the drum area conducted 1 through 4 October 1985
revealed approximately 1,000 55-gallon drums, neatly stacked in a 2-acre area lightly forested
with black sproce (USACE Alaska, 1987). The majority of the drums had embossed DOD
ownership markings (1943 Quartermaster Corps [QMC] and Army Air Force 1943). Twenty
pereent (200) of the drums were inspected and found to be empty; based on this inspection, all
the drums were assumed o be empty (USACE Alasks, 1987). The site visit conducted by E&E
in 1998 found that the once neat drum stacks had fallen or been disturbed. Consequently, the site
occupied spproximately 4 acres and consisted of smaller stacks or piles, each typically with
individual drums scatiered loosaly around (EPA, 19599).

There are conflicting accounts regarding the origin and use of drums currently located at the site.
The White Mountain Native Corporaticn believes that the drums originated with and are the
respansibility of the military. However, there is no evidence thal the drums were part of any
military operation and the number of drums is 100 large 1o have been used at the National Goard
armory (USACE Alaska, 1992). This is supported by the ARNG: they claim that the gite has not
been used since 1959 (ADEC, 2001). Military records and accounts from residents of White
Mountain indicate that the drums contained fiel used by the BLA regional school thet operated in
White Mountain from 1948 to 1955 (USACE 1987 and 1992). Mr. Howard Lincoln, a resident
of White Mountsin who graduated from the BIA boarding school in 1949, was interviewed in
1987 (Knight, 1987). Mr. Lincoln reported that there was no fuel storage tank at White
Mountain, so fuel was brought in by barrels. Mr. Lincoln also reported that there was no DOD
development at White Mountain except for the National Guard armory. Mr, Ken Shougukwruk,
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