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III. DEBORA BAILEY, COMMENTS DATED NOVEMBER 16, 1999

General Comments: 

Comment 1: The early transfer is not necessary - "job and revenue loss" is a big myth -
the real cause of revenue loss was the opening of big-box store• in Sand City. 

Response l: The Early Transfer of Property is initiated by the future recipient of the Property. 
The environmental documentation is not to determine future jobs and revenues, 
!:>ut rather to examine if the property is protective of human health and the 
environment for the intended reuse. 

Comment 2: The "Early" or "d.irty" transfer must not happen! The Army fails to 
adequately descrif>i: tlie environmental condition of the property1n these 
documents. 

Response 2: The document has been revised to include more detail describing the 
Envirorunental Condition of the Property and thus adequately assesses the 
property for the intended reuse. 

Comment 3: The Army has failed to interview enough people who served, worked, or 
lived, or witnessed what happened at Fort Ord. The Army only contacted or 
interviewed 23 people (of which only 7 were referenced in the Draft OE 
RI/FS Literature Review Report). Those 23 people were not at Fort Ord 
from the beginning to the end. They could not have witnessed every incident, 
accident, authorized burial, unauthorized burial, and dumping that was 
apparently common on the Superfund Site known a• the Former Fort Ord, 

Response 3: The Army did attempt to locate others who might have information on training at 
Fort Ord through publishing advertisements in both USA Today and the Army 
Times. Information collected from these interviews was included in the Literature 
Review. Interviews are not the sole basis for investigating historic uses of the 
former Fort Ord, but only one avenue used in the Literature Review. See Section 
6.0 of the Draft Final Literature Review Report for the complete list of the 
references. Furthennore, this comment was addressed i n  the Army "Summary Of 
Public Comments And Responses On The Draft Literature Review Report", 
included as Appendix E to the Draft Final Literature Review Report, dated 
January 4, 2000. ' 

Comment 4: The Army and Harding Lawson Associates admit that records have been lost 
or destroyed. The archive search report is incomplete. Police records were 
not searched because it "would take too long." 

Response 4: The Army has made a conscientious attempt to search all applicable archives. 

FOSET 

The Military Police records would not shed too much light on any OE discoveries, 
since the Explosive Ordnance Disposal Detachment would have been notified to 
handle the incident and it would thus have been covered in those archives. 
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Comment 5: The current ordnance removal contractor, USA Environmental, Inc., does 
not fill out incident reports in response to ordnance finds that they determine 
are OE scrap. This is an outrage. All OE, OEW, UXO, and OE scrap � 
be fully documented. If OE scrap is found that proves OE was used in the 
areae 

Response 5: This comment is not applicable to the FOSET and was addressed in the Army 
'"Summary Of Public Comments And Responses On The Draft Literature Review 
Report", included as Appendix E to the Draft Final Literature Review Report, 
dated January 4, 2000. 

Comment 6: The Army fails to a�ess and evaluate these properties and others for (a) 
hazardous substaA£es_ and contamination, (b) environmental )mpacts 
anticipated from intended use, (c) ordnance and explosives, an-d (d) the 
adequacy of use restrictions and notifications. 

Response 6: Fort Ord, 3.5 well as parcels under consideration for transfer in the FOSET, were 
evaluated for the potential presence of chemical contamination under the Fort Ord 
[lasewide Remedial Investigation /Feasibility Study. Environmental impacts 
anticipated from the intended reuse were evaluated in the Environmental Impact 
Statement, Fort Ord Disposal and Reuse. All of Fort Ord was evaluated for 
potential ordnance use in the Archives Search Reports. The Literature Review 
was a follow-up to the Archives Search and evaluated information identified after 
the completion of the archives search investigation. The known OE sites were 
e\'aluated through a literature search, interviews, site walks, and in many cases 
OE sampling and removal actions. Use restrictions, if applicable, will be included 
in the deed. Environmental notifications are included in the transfer 
documentation, as well as the deed. 

Comment 7: The Army's Draft Ordnance and Explosives Remedial 
Investigation/Feasibility Study program is absurd in its inconsistencies. In 
the Draft Literature Review Report there is a paucity of contacts or 
interviews, missing records, lack of documentation, inadequate sampling, 
inadequate site walk.,, etc. It proves that more interviews, investigation, 
testing, and action Is alisolutely necessary for the protection of human health 
and the environment. 

Response 7: A similar comment was addressed in "Sununary Of Public Comments And 
Responses On The Draft Literature Review Report", included as Appendix E to 
the Draft Final Literature Review Report, dated January 4, 2000. 

Comment 8: The future uses of these properties (and others at the former Fort Ord) does 
indeed present a current and future risk to human health and the 
environment. 

Response 8: Based on the information gathered and evaluated to date, no threats to human 
heal th and the environment have been identified. 
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Comment 9: The Army has repeatedly failed to comply with the laws that are set in place 
by the U.S. Government and the State of California to protect human and the 
environment. 

Response 9: The cleanup of chemical contamination at the former Fort Ord was completed in 
accordance with the Comprehensive Envirorunental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act (CERCLA), as amended by the Superfund Amendment and 
Reauthorization Act (SARA), established by the United States Government. The 
cleanup is done in combined effort with EPA, DTSC, and R WQCB. The Army is 
performing the Fort Ord OE RI/FS in accordance with the requirements for 
completing such studies contained in CERCLA. 

Comment I 0: The Restoration _ ,\dvisory Board (RAB) must be reestablish_�!l, The 
community must be informed in order to oversee the "cleanup" process. The 
Army would rather not have the public and community involved, even 
though it is, and will be, the public and surrounding communities who are 
and will be suffering if proper cleanup is not implemented. 

Response I 0: The Comment is not applicable to this document. 

Since 1994, monthly community meetings have been held to inform the public of 
the status of the Fort Ord envirorunental cleanup program and respond to 
questions and concerns about issues related to the cleanup program. A detailed 
description about the past community outreach activities is provided in 
Section 3.7 of the Draft Community Relarion Plan Updare.

Currently, community involvement meetings are held monthly and announced 
through local newspaper ads, e-mail mailing lists, and regular mailing lists, as 
well as on the Fort Ord Envirorunental Cleanup web page. Ms. Bailey is on our 
regular mailing list and is provided with meeting notices as well as information 
materials such as the quarterly newsletter, Advance.

Comment 11: The citizens of Marina would know very little were it not for EPA's 
Technical Assistance Grant recipient, the Fort Ord Toxics Project. 

Response 11: Comment noted. The .comment is not applicable to the FOSET. 

Comment 12: The surrounding cities and the Fort Ord Reuse Authority (FOR A) must not 
he so greedy as to risk the health and safety of humans and the el\vironment 
with thi.1 early or dirty transfer. I understand why the Army wants to dump 
this land on our cities. The Army is known for dumping toxic and dangerous 
substances and materials. Why is Marina also willing to harm their citizens 
and the environment? 

Response 12: Comment is not applicable to the FOSET. 

Comment 13: WhereaJ the Army fails to adequately describe the environmental condition 
of the property, whereas the Army has failed to interview adequate numbers 
of people who served at Fort Ord, whereas the Army admits to missing or 
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destroying records and a lack of documentation, the Governor, EPA and 
DTSC must not defer the covenants that are required by law to protect 
human health, safety, and the environment. 

"Facts do not cease to exist because they are ignored." 

Response 13: The Environmental Condition of the Property has been adequately described to 
:neet requirements as described under CERCLA for early transfer of the Property. 

- _ _._ 
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PLATES/MAPS 1-6 

1. West Area-E.17, SlS.1.1, Sl.5.2 & L2.l

2. Northwest Area - E4.1.l & E4.23

J. East Area - E4.2 & E4.3.1

4. Southwest Area - Sl.4, Sl.3.1, L2.4.3.l, L37, L2.4.3.2, L2.4.2, & L32.4.1.2

5. Southeast Area - S2.5.1.1, Sl.5.2, S2.5.2.1, S2.5.2.2, S2.5.1.2, & E4.3.1

6. Northeast Area - S2.1.3, S2.1.4.1, & E4.3.1
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