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DECLARATI ON FOR THE RECORD OF DECI SI ON
Unit Nane and Location

G ace Road Site (SRS Bldg. # 631-22QG
Savannah River Site
Ai ken, South Carolina

The Grace Road Site (631-22G is listed as a Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)
3004(u) solid waste nanagenent unit/ Conprehensive Environmental Response, Conpensation and
Liability Act (CERCLA) unit in Appendix C of the Federal Facility Agreement (FFA) for the
Savannah River Site.

Statenent of Basis and Purpose

Thi s deci si on docunent presents the selected renedial action for the G ace Road Site | ocated at
the Savannah River Site near A ken, South Carolina. The sel ected acti on was devel oped in
accordance with CERCLA, as anended, and to the extent practicable, the National O and

Hazar dous Substances Pol |l ution Contingency Plan (NCP). The sel ected renedy satisfies both CERCLA
and RCRA 3004(u) requirenents. This. decision is based on the Admnistrative Record File for
this specific RCRA/ CERCLA unit.

Description of the Sel ected Renmedy

The results of the Resource, Conservation and Recovery Act Facility Investigation/ Conprehensive
Envi ronnent al Response Conpensation and Liability Act Renedial Investigation, indicate that the
Grace Road Site poses no unacceptable risk to human health or the environnent. Therefore, no
action is needed at the Grace Road Site. This is the final RCRA/CERCLA action for the Grace Road
Site. The South Carolina Departnment of Health and Environnmental Control has nodified the SRS
RCRA pernit to incorporate the sel ected renedy.

Decl aration Statenent

Based on the results of the renmedial investigation, no action is necessary at the Grace Road
Site to ensure the protection of hunman health and the environnent. Since Gace Road Site poses
no unacceptabl e threat to human health or the environnent, and no action is needed, the CERCLA
Section 121 requirenments are not applicable. This action is protective of human health and the
environnent and is nmeant to be a permanent solution, final action, for the G-ace Road Site. No
five-year renedy review is needed or will be perforned.

<I M5 SRC 97026D>
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l. Site and Qperable Unit Nane, Location, and Description

The Savannah River Site (SRS) occupies approxi mately 803 square kiloneters (310 square niles) of
I and adjacent to the Savannah River, principally in A ken and Barnwel| Counties of South
Carolina (Figure 1). SRS is a secured U S. government facility with no permanent residents. SRS
is located approximately 40 kiloneters (25 miles) southeast of Augusta, Georgia, and 32

kil oneters (20 nmiles) south of A ken, South Carolina.

SRS is owned by the Departnent of Energy (DCOE). Managenent and operating services are provided
by Westinghouse Savannah Ri ver Conpany (WBRC). SRS has historically produced tritium plutonium
and ot her special nuclear naterials for national defense. SRS has also provided nucl ear
materials for the space programand for nedical, industrial, and research efforts. Chem cal and
radi oactive wastes are by-products of nuclear material production processes.

The Federal Facility Agreenment (FFA, 1993) for SRS lists the G ace Road Site (631-22G as a
RCRA/ CERCLA unit that required further eval uation

The Grace Road Site is located approximately 1.3 kiloneters (0.8 m) south of B-Area and about
244 neters (800 yards) east of the intersection of GGace Road and SRS Road 2. The unit is
roughly rectangul ar in shape and has a northwest-southeast orientation running parallel to Gace
Road (Figure 2). The unit is approximately 396.3 nmeters (1300 ft) by 97.6 neters (320 ft). It
covers an area of about 3.8 hectares (9.6 acres).

The Grace Road Site consisted of numerous druns and cans, concrete slabs, brick foundations
(pre-SRS) and miscel l aneous debris. Small nmounds of concrete, bricks, shingles, car and truck
parts and | arge concrete bl ocks that appeared to be pieces of a bridge were also found at the
unit. The unit al so contained nunerous druns and cans varying in size from1/2 gallon cans to 55
gall on druns and various car parts. Mst of the debris was on the surface or partially buried in
scattered |l ocations across the unit. Markings on a few of the smaller druns and cans i ndicated
that they once contained oil and grease. There is no evidence that any recent disposal activity
has occurred or that the disposal activity was nore w despread. Al so, there is no evidence of
any burning or excavation at this waste unit.

1. Qperable Unit Hi story and Conpliance History
Qperable Unit History

Prior to the establishnment of SRS, Grace Road Site was part of a tenant-operated farm owned by
Ms. Elise Grace. The farmconsisted of about 217.6 hectares (544 acres) of which 92 hectares
(230 acres) were under cultivation, and the remai ning 125.6 hectares (314 acres) were in

woodl ands and swanp | ands. Transfer records of this land to the U S. Governnent in January 1951
indicate that this land had been a farm (part of the Red H Il Plantation) since the |ate 1890's.

Bui | dings on the farm consisted of a nain house, dog kennel, nachine shed, oil house, two
cottages, two turkey houses, two barns, garage, cook house, two- story barn, water tower with
nmeat house, storage shed, grain storehouse, hay storage barn and an out house (privy). The
majority of the buildings had a foundati on of bricks, concrete or tile blocks. Severa

bui | di ngs, including the dog kennels and turkey houses, had concrete slab floors. The water
tower al so had nassive concrete blocks that were used to hold treated tinber stanchions that
supported the water tank. Photographs of the farmshow at | east two gasoline powered tractors in
the nmachi ne shed, a truck and other assorted farm nachinery.

After purchase by the Governnent, the area in and around the farmwas utilized as a | aydown yard
for materials used in the construction of the B Area. The length of time that it was utilized



for this purpose is unknown, but is estinmated to be two to three years. There are no records to
indicate that this unit has been used for any other purpose since it was closed as a | aydown
yard in the m d-1950s

Bet ween February and May 1992, all the debris, drunms and concrete sl abs were renoved fromthe
Grace Road Site. The itens renoved were either used at soil erosion control areas or were

di sposed of in the sanitary landfill. The EPA and SCDHEC granted approval prior to SRS renoving
the materials fromthe waste unit.

No records of any type of waste nmnagenent activity have been found for the Grace Road Site.
Based upon available information, i.e., literature search and records search, no hazardous
mat eri al s have been nanaged or di sposed of at Grace Road

Conpl i ance Hi story

At SRS, waste materials regul ated under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) are
nmanaged in accordance with the requirenments of RCRA. Certain SRS activities have required
treatnent, storage, disposal or post-closure permts under RCRA. Non-regulatory units, called
solid waste managenent units (SWW), include any activity where hazardous constituents may
remai n uncontrolled and nay potentially release to the environnent. |nvestigation and potentia
corrective action for these SWMJs) are nandated under RCRA 3004(u). In 1995, SRS received a
hazardous waste permt fromthe South Carolina Departrment of Health and Environnental Contro
(SCDHEC) whi ch includes corrective action requirenents. Specifically, part V of the permt
nmandates that SRS establish and inplement a RCRA Facility Investigation (RFl) Programto ful fill
the requirenents specified in Section 3004(u) of RCRA

<I MG SRC 97026E>
<I MG SRC 97026F>

Hazar dous substances, as defined by CERCLA, are also present in the environnent at SRS. On
Decenber 21, 1989, SRS was placed on the National Priorities List (NPL). A site placed on the
NPL cones under the requirenents of CERCLA. In accordance with Section 120 of CERCLA, DCE has
entered into an FFA with the EPA and SCDHEC to coordi nate cleanup activities at SRS into one
conprehensive strategy that fulfills RCRA Section 3004(u) and CERCLA assessnent, investigation
and response action requirenents.

The remedial investigation for Gace Road Site was conpleted in 1994. The results of the
investigation indicate that there is no inpact (or potential inpact) to human health or the
environnent fromthe Grace Road Site. Therefore, no action is warranted. No other alternatives
wer e consi dered

According to EPA guidance, if there is no current or potential threat to hunman health and the
environnent and no action is warranted, the CERCLA 121 requirenents are not triggered. This
nmeans that there is no need to evaluate other alternatives or the no action alternative agai nst
the nine criteria specified under CERCLA

The remedy sel ected satisfies both the CERCLA and RCRA 3004(u) requirenents. The SCDHEC has
nodi fied the SRS RCRA pernit to incorporate the sel ected renedy.

Public participation requirenents are listed in Sections 113 and 117 of CERCLA. These
requirenents include the establishnent of an Administrative Record File that docunents the

sel ection of remedial alternatives and allows for review and comment by the public regarding
those alternatives. The Administrative Record File nust be established "at or near the facility
at issue." The SRS Public Involvenent Plan (DOE, 1994) is designed to facilitate public



invol venent in the decision-nmaking process for permtting, closure, and the selection of

renmedi al alternatives. Section 117(A) of CERCLA, as anended, requires the preparation of a
proposed plan as part of the site renedial process. The Statenent of Basis/Proposed Plan for the
G ace Road Site (WBRC, 1996a), which is part of the Admnistrative Record File, highlights key
aspects of the investigation and identifies the preferred action for addressi ng of the Grace
Road Site.

The statenment of basis/proposed plan (SB/PP) submitted fulfills the requirenents of CERCLA
Section 117(a) by providing the public an opportunity to participate in the renedy sel ection
process. The SB/ PP presented the preferred alternative and the rationale for selecting the
alternative. DOE, in consultation with EPA - Region IV and SCDHEC, selected the final action for
the Grace Road Site follow ng the public comrent period.

1. H ghlights of Comunity Participation

The Administrative Record File, which contains infornmation pertaining to the selection of the
response action, is and has been available at the followi ng | ocations:

U S. Departnent of Energy

Publ i ¢ Readi ng Room
Gegg-Ganiteville Library

Uni versity of South Carolina-Ai ken
171 University Parkway

Ai ken, South Carolina 29801

(803) 641- 3465

Thomas Cooper Library

Gover nnent Docunents Depart nent
Uni versity of South Carolina
Col unbi a, South Carolina 29208
(803) 777-4866

Simlar information was al so nade avail abl e through the follow ng repositories:

Reese Library

Augusta State University
2500 Wal ton Wy

Augusta, Ceorgia 30910
(706) 737-1744

Asa H Cordon Library
Savannah State University
Tonpki ns Road

Savannah, Georgi a 31404
(912) 356- 2183

The public was notified of the comment period for the SB/ PP through numilings of the SRS
Environnental Bulletin, a newsletter sent to nore than 3400 citizens in South Carolina and
Georgia, and through notices in many | ocal newspapers.

The 45-day public coment period began on Septenber 17, 1996, and ended on Cctober 31, 1996. No
comments were received.



V. Scope and Role of Operable Unit within the Site Strategy

The overall strategy for addressing the Gace Road Site was to: 1) determine if there had been a
rel ease of hazardous substances; 2) determne the nature and extent of any contam nation; 3)
performa baseline risk assessnent; and 4) evaluate the need for renmedial action to address any
potential risk to human health and the environnent.

The investigation and risk assessnent have been conpleted for the Gcace Road Site. Since the
results of the investigation indicate that there is no inpact to human health or the
environnent, no action was reconmended.

The Grace Road Site is part of the |larger Upper Three Runs watershed consisting of several
surface and groundwater units. The Grace Road Site does not contribute contam nation to
groundwat er wi thin the watershed. Al though the risk assessnent indicated that the G ace Road
Site does not inpact human health or the environnent, arsenic was detected above unit specific
background. The arseni ¢ does not appear to be fromthe waste unit. It is possible it is from
farmng activities prior to SRS being built. Arsenic has al so been detected at several other
waste units and other Site areas. Arsenic will be evaluated on a Site-w de basis as part of the
Soi | Background Study.

V. Summary of Qperable Unit Characteristics

There is no docunented information avail abl e regardi ng past hazardous or non-hazardous waste

di sposal activities at the Grace Road Site. Markings on the druns found at the unit suggest that
they once contained oil and grease. There is no evidence that any recent disposal activity has
occurred or that the disposal activity was nore wi de spread. Al so, there is no evidence of any
burning or excavation at this waste unit.

Medi a Assessnent

Only surface disposal activities appear to have occurred at the Grace Road Site. Based on this,
the conceptual rel ease nodel consisted of a release to surface soils with a potential for

| eaching to subsurface soils. Therefore, only surface and subsurface soils were investigated.
For a detail ed explanation of the rel ease nodel, potential receptors and the fate and transport
of contam nation, see the RFI/R report for the Gace Road Site (631- 22G. WBRC RP-95-93 (WBRC,
1996b) .

Soi | / vadose zone and groundwat er investigations were conducted between 1990 and 1994. The
initial investigation was based on a 1988 soil gas survey which detected | ow | evel s of

hydr ocar bons and chl ori nat ed hydrocarbons. Detail ed descriptions of the investigation and
characterization conducted at the G-ace Road Site may be found in the RCRA Facility

I nvestigation/ Renedi al Investigation Report for the Grace Road Site (631-22G, WBRC RP-95-93
(WBRC, 1996b) and the RCRA Facility Investigation Renedial Investigation Plan for the Grace Road
Site WBRGC RP-90-1250 (WBRC, 1990).

G oundwat er

G oundwater data fromwells near the Grace Road Site indicate that there is no groundwater
cont am nat i on.

Surface Water/ Sedi nent

No surface water or sediment sanpling was conducted because the nearest surface water feature is
located over 1 nile fromthe Grace Road Site.



Soil s

The soils investigation was designed to assess the horizontal extent and vertical mgration of
any hazardous constituents at the unit and to eval uate (prove/disprove) the rel ease nodel

The soils investigation included taking soil sanples (1990 and 1994), an el ectronagneti c survey
(1990), a ground penetrating radar (GPR) survey (1994) and a soil gas survey (1994).

The nagnet oneter survey and the GPR survey indicate that there are no buried materials at the
unit.

An extensive soil gas survey was perforned in 1994. A total of 85 sanple |locations were
establ i shed and sanpl es collected at each | ocation. Species nonitored for this survey were:
Ii ght hydrocarbons; gasoline range nornal paraffins; gasoline range aronatic hydrocarbons;
di esel range hydrocarbons; selected organics; and nercury.

The level of volatiles and di esel range organi cs observed in the survey were very |ow w th nost
bel ow m ni nrum detection | evels. Levels of |ight hydrocarbons and nercury were indicative of
background concentrations in the SRS area. No evidence of contanmination was detected at this
unit by the soil gas survey.

Confirmation soil sanpling served as a screening for sem-volatile and volatile organic
conmpounds, netals, and radionuclides. In addition, Appendix |X paraneters were al so anal yzed.
Results fromthe soil gas survey conducted in 1988 and the | ocation of the debris/rubble were
used to select soil sanple |ocations. Background sanpl es were al so obtained for conparison
pur poses.

Metal s found in concentrations greater than analytical nethod detection linmts were arsenic,
barium cadm um chromium mercury, lead, selenium tin, vanadiumand zinc. Acetone, nethylene
chloride and bi s(2-ethyl hexyl )phthal ate were al so detected. Phthal ate species are used as

pl asticizers for cellul ose, glass, plastic, and rubber products. Qher substances detected, such
as acetone, xylene, and nethylene chloride are commonly used as | aboratory sol vents.

Radi onucl i de indicator paraneters (gross al pha, non-volatile beta) were w thin background. See
Table 1 for constituent concentrations and background | evel s.

The concentration levels of the analytes, with the exception of arsenic and | ead, were within
background | evel s. The concentration | evel of arsenic detected at the unit, ranged from2.6 to
3.2 ng/kg and for lead, the range is 0.9 to 48.1 ng/kg

The level of arsenic detected is consistent with the levels found throughout SRS. The arsenic
may be naturally occurring or added to the soils as a pesticide prior to SRS operations. Arsenic
will be evaluated on a Site-wide basis during the inplenentation of the Site-wide Soils
Background St udy.

V. Summary of Qperable Unit Risks

Human Heal th R sks

As part of the RCRA/CERCLA process for the Grace Road Site, a risk assessnent was perforned
using data generated during the assessnment phase. Detailed infornation regardi ng the devel opnent
of chemicals of potential concern, fate and transport of contami nants and ri sk assessnent can be

found in the RFI/R Report for Grace Road Site (631-22G, WSRC RP-95-93 (WBRC, 1996b).

After conbining anal ytical data and elimnating those anal ytes not detected in any sanples, the



data were evaluated on the basis of quality with respect to sanple quantitation linmts
frequency of detection, relative toxic potential of the constituent, laboratory qualifiers and
codes, and bl anks. The renaining data (constituents detected) were conpared to two tinmes the
uni t-specific background and EPA devel oped Ri sk-Based Concentrations (RBCs).

RBCs devel oped by EPA Region |11 (EPA 1995) were used to screen the chemcals of potentia
concern for the Grace Road Site. This guidance provides reference doses and carci nogeni ¢ potency
data for nearly 600 chemicals. These toxicity constants have been conbi ned with "standard"
exposure scenarios to calculate RBCs - chemical concentrations corresponding to fixed |evels of
risk (i.e., a hazard quotient of 1, or a lifetime cancer risk of one in one mllion). The RBCs
are very simlar to prelimnary renedi ati on goal s which are concentrati on goals for individua
chemcals for a specific nediumand | and use conbi nations at CERCLA units.

Fol | owi ng the conparison to background and RBCs (Table 1), only two chemcals renained to be
studied further, arsenic and | ead

The screening level for lead in soil is 400 ng/kg for residential land use. This value is
described in OSWER Directive # 9355.4-12, Revised Internal Soil Lead Guidance for CERCLA Sites
and RCRA Corrective Action Facilities, dated July 14, 1994 and issued by the USEPA (EPA, 1994).
Because | ead concentrations range from0.9 to 48.1 ng/kg, which are far bel ow t he EPA gui dance
level, lead was elimnated as a COPC

Since arsenic was not elimnated fromthe screening process, calculations were perforned to
determine the risk for the on-unit resident scenario. Note, however, that arsenic was used as a
conmponent of agricultural chemcals in the period before SRS existed and that G ace Road was a
farm Thus, a few of the detected values may be a result of farmng activities prior to 1950.
SRS wi de values for arsenic range fromless than 0.5 ng/kg to 15.2 ng/kg. The SRS naxi mum
concentration level for arsenic in Blanton (the soils type found at Grace Road) soils is 7.05

ny/ kg

Only one | and use scenario was considered: future land use (residential). The potential human
receptor addressed was a hypothetical future on-unit resident. A current on-unit worker scenario
was not perfornmed because no worker activity is conducted in the area

Cancer risks are estimated as the increnental probability of an individual devel opi ng cancer
over a lifetime as a result of pathway-specific exposure to carcinogeni c contam nants. The risk
to an individual resulting fromexposure to non-radioactive chem cal carcinogens is expressed as
the increased probability of a cancer occurring over the course of a 70 year lifetime. Cancer
risks are related to the EPA target range of one in ten thousand (1 x 10 -04) to one in one
mllion (1 x 10 -06) for increnental cancer risk at NPL sites. In order to account for

si mul t aneous exposure to multiple carcinogens through a given pathway, the risks cal culated for
each individual carcinogen in that nediumwere summed to obtain an estimate of the total cancer
risk for the pathway.



Table 1. COVWARI SON OF UNIT SPECI FI C SO L CONCENTRATI ON TO TWD TI MES BACKGROUND
CONCENTRATI ONS AND RI SK- BASED CONCENTRATI ONS ( RBC)

Cont am nant (units) Maxi mum Aver age Background Soi | Two Ti nmes RBC Val ue*
Concentration Concentration (GRS-10) Backgr ound (my/ kg)
Bi s(2- et hyl hexyl) 6.8 4.7 9.4 46
Pht hal at e (ng/ kg)
Carbon Disul fide (nmy/kg) 0.002 J Not Det ect ed Not Det ected 7800
DDT( my/ kg) 0. 0063 J Not Det ect ed Not Detect ed 1.9
Styrene (nmg/ kg) 0.004 J Not Det ect ed Not Det ect ed 16000
Acet one ( g/ kg) 0.002 J Not Det ect ed Not Det ect ed 7800
Tol uene ( g/ kg) 0.003 J Not Det ect ed Not Det ect ed 16000
Di -n-Butyl Phthal ate (ng/kg) 537 Not Det ect ed Not Det ected 7800
Tri chl or oet hyl ene (ng/ kg) 0. 004 Not Detected Not Detected 58
Xyl ene (nmg/ kg) 0. 007 Not Detected Not Detected 160, 000
Arseni ¢ (ng/ kg) 3.2 Not Det ect ed Not Det ected 0. 37
Bari um ( g/ kg) 48. 4 Not Det ect ed Not Detected 5500
Cadm um (ng/ kg) 1.8 Not Det ect ed Not Det ect ed 39
Chronmi um (V1) (ng/kg) 29.6 4.2 8.4 390
Mercury (ng/kg) 0.15 Not Det ect ed Not Det ect ed 23
Lead (ng/kg) 48.1 1.4 2.8 400**
Sel eni um ( g/ kg) 1.3 Not Detected Not Detected 390
Tin (nmy/ kg) 32.5 Not Detected Not Detected 47000
Vanadi um ( ng/ kg) 61.8 Not Detected Not Detected 550
Zinc (ny/kg) 7.0 Not Det ect ed Not Det ected 23000
* EPA Region |11, R sk-Based Concentration Table, January-June 1995, dated March 7, 1995
J = estimated val ue
** The screening level for lead in soil is 400 ng/kg for residential |land use. This value is described in OSWER Directive #

9355.4-12, Revised Internal Soil Lead Guidance for CERCLA Sites and RCRA Corrective Action Facilities, dated July 14, 1994 and
issued by Elliott P. Lewis of the USEPA. The screening | evel for |ead was cal cul ated using the USEPA new i ntegrated exposure
upt ake bi okinetic nmodel with default paraneters.



Tabl e 2. Carci nogeni ¢/ Non- Car ci nogeni ¢ Results for 3.2 ng/kg Arsenic.

Car ci nogeni ¢ Ri sk Non- Car ci nogeni ¢ Ri sk
Pat hway Adult and Child Adult and Child Child only
(Unitless) (Unitless) (Unitless)
Der mal Cont act 4.7x1 0 -08 0. 00039 0. 00026
I ngesti on 8. 8xl O -06 0.15 0.14
I nhal ati on 2.9x10 -05 0. 055 0. 047

Total R sk 3. 8x10 -05 0.2 0.19



Non- car ci nogeni ¢ effects are eval uated by conparing an exposure |evel over a specified tine
period (e.g., lifetinme) with a reference dose (RfD) derived for a simlar exposure period. To
eval uate the non-carcinogenic effects of exposure to soil contam nants, the hazard quotient
(HQ,(the ratio of the exposure dose to the RFD) is calculated for each contam nant. The

non- car ci nogeni ¢ HQ assunes that below a given | evel of exposure (i.e., the RfFD), even sensitive
popul ations are unlikely to experience adverse health effects. Hg are summed for each exposure
pathway to create a pathway specific hazard index (H) for each exposure scenario. The nore the
H exceeds one (1), the greater the concern that adverse health effects will occur. The hazard
quotient is not a percentage or probability.

The maxi mum concentration val ue was used as the exposure point concentration
Current Land Use

Since there is no current activity at the Gace Road Site, the current |and use scenario is not
appl i cabl e.

Future Land Use

Under the future | and use scenario, carcinogenic risks and non-carci nogeni ¢ hazards were

cal cul ated for exposure of the future on-unit resident (adult and child) to surface soils and
air. The on-site resident scenario was used because it is nmore conservative than the industria
scenari o.

The estimate of the total risk for carcinogens, for the future residential scenario, is 3.8x10
-05. Al estimated carcinogenic risk is due to arsenic

The cancer risk fromthe ingestion of soil at the Gace Road Site was 8.8x10 -6. Estinmated risk
was 4.7xl10 -8, below the EPA point of departure of 1x10 -6, for dernal contact with soils at the
unit. Total cancer risk for inhalation of particulates fromsoils at Gace Road is 2.9x10 -5

whi ch is above the EPA point of departure of 1x10 -6, but within the 1x10 -4 to 1x10 -6 range of
concern. Arsenic is the responsible contam nant for the above risk estinmates. The levels of
arseni c detected are consistent with the levels found throughout SRS

The non-carcinogenic H for the soil pathways were cal cul ated for adulthood and chil dhood
exposures conbi ned and for chil dhood exposure only. Al of the exposure pathways for the on-unit
resi dent have a non-carcinogeni ¢ hazard/ri sk of |ess than one

Ecol ogi cal Ri sks

The ecol ogical information base for Grace Road Site consists of a unit-specific threatened,
endangered and sensitive species survey and a unit-specific ecol ogi cal reconnai ssance
Additional information is contained in the existing unit history, prelimnary unit eval uation
and unit characterization data. This informati on can be summarized as foll ows:

. There is no evidence of vegetation stress or ecological inpact related to the unit;

. There are no threatened or endangered species known to exist at or in the vicinity of
the unit;

. Revi ew of the unit characterization data indicates that there are no constituents in

the physical nedia at Grace Road which are significantly different fromthe unit
speci fi c background condition

Based on the physical and analytical data obtained for this unit, there is no conpelling
evi dence that waste nmaterials were nanaged or disposed at Grace Road. Therefore, it is



reasonabl e to conclude that the unit presents no significant ecol ogical risk.
Vi, Description of the No Action Alternative

Based on the risk assessnment, the only contam nant contributing to a risk above 1x10 -6 is
arsenic. The levels of arsenic present which pose no unacceptable risk to human health or the
environnent, do not appear to be associated with the disposal activities at the Gace Road Site.
Therefore, no action is needed at Grace Road Site and no other alternatives were considered.
However, arsenic will be evaluated on a Site-Wde basis during the Site-w de Soils Background
St udy.

Under the No Action alternative, no treatnment will be perfornmed because there is no waste to
treat. No new institutional controls or engineering controls will be inplemented and there is no
cost associated with inplenenting the alternative. According to CERCLA regul ati ons, Section 121,
if no action is the preferred action, then no Applicable, Relevant and Appropriate Requirenents
(ARARs) apply to the waste unit.

Since Gace Road Site poses no risk and the no action alternative is warranted, it does satisfy
the CERCLA criteria. The no action alternative is intended to be the final action for Gace Road
Site. This solution is neant to be pernmanent and effective in both the long and short term The
no further action decision is the |east cost option with no capital, operating, or nonitoring
cost and is protective of human health and the environnent. SCDHEC has nodified the SRS RCRA
permt to reflect this ROD.

VI11. Explanation of Significant Changes

No significant changes were nade to the Record of Decision based on the public coment period
for the proposed plan.
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APPENDI X A

RESPONSI VENESS SUMVARY

No conments received



