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Final Minutes – Meeting and Field Visit at CSSA 
 

SWMU Investigations and Closures 
Ecological Risk Assessment for North Pasture 

and 
Field Visit to North Pasture and Sites near North Pasture 

 
Camp Stanley Storage Activity 

Boerne, TX 
 

Parsons, DACA87-02-D-0005, Delivery Order DY01 
November 29, 2007 

 
 
 
Date: Thursday, November 29, 2007 

Time: 10:00 A.M. – 2:00 P.M. 

Place: Camp Stanley Storage Activity, Boerne, Texas 

Subject: Work Plan & Technical Approach for Ecological Risk Assessment for 
North Pasture and Field Visit to North Pasture and Sites near North Pasture 

Attendees: 

Glaré Sanchez CSSA 210-295-7453 
Julie Burdey Parsons 512-719-6062 
Cheryl Overstreet USEPA Region VI 214-665-6643 
Greg Lyssy USEPA Region VI 214-665-8317 
John Wilder TCEQ 512-239-2579 
Sonny Rayos TCEQ 512-239-2371 
Jorge Salazar TCEQ 210-403-4059 
Bob Edwards Noblis 210-408-5552 
Ron Porter Noblis 210-403-5406 
Ken Rice Parsons 512-719-6050 
Carlos Victoria Parsons 512-719-6007 
Lea Aurelius Parsons 512-719-6017 
Mike Chapa Weston 210-248-2428 
Katie Mittmann Weston 512-773-0017 

INTRODUCTION AND OVERVIEW 
The meeting was held at Camp Stanley Storage Activity.  Attendees included 
representatives from CSSA, TCEQ, USEPA (Region VI), Noblis, Weston Solutions, Inc., 
and Parsons.  The sign-in sheet is provided in Attachment A.  A copy of the slide 
presentation is provided in Attachment B.  Attachment C is a copy of the figure and 
tables for surface water and sediment data collected at the northeast pond. 
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OBJECTIVES OF MEETING AND FIELD VISIT 
The objectives of the meeting were to discuss the ecological risk assessment (ERA) for the 
North Pasture, including the Draft Work Plan for the ERA (in preparation), and to visit the  
solid waste management units (SWMU) and make field observations regarding the 
vegetation, creek beds, ponds, and other environmental conditions within and near the 
North Pasture.  The meeting attendees provided technical input on several items to be 
addressed in the Draft Work Plan.  TCEQ and Noblis mentioned the importance of using 
the ERA to develop ecological protective concentration levels (PCL) that can be used with 
human health PCLs to determine nature and extent of contamination. 

Several main items that were discussed at the meeting are listed below. 

 There was some discussion about the 2,4-DNT result listed in Slide 5.  Parsons 
mentioned that numerous samples have been collected over many years at the 
North Pasture sites and that 2,4-DNT was only detected in two samples.  Exclusion 
of chemicals from risk analysis based on detection frequency was discussed.  
Exclusion based on low detection frequency is recommended in TCEQ and USEPA 
guidance for risk assessments (i.e., TCEQ and USEPA recommend exclusion if 
detection frequency is 5 percent or less).  In addition, actions are planned for 
removing the areas of high concentrations of contaminants shown in Slide 5 (based 
on human health and ecological criteria). 

 There was also some discussion regarding the high concentration of lead shown on 
Slide 5.  The high concentration was found near a mound located in the northeast 
portion of SWMU B-8.  Removal actions and additional sampling will be 
conducted in this area (timing will depend on funding) so that contaminant levels 
remaining in soils will be below human health and ecological criteria. 

 The two ponds in the North Pasture were discussed.  The northeast pond (also 
referred to as the windmill tank) is ~0.91 acre in size and is ~650 feet downgradient 
from SWMU B-20/21.  Handouts were also provided regarding surface water and 
sediment samples taken from the northeast pond (Attachment C).  It was mentioned 
that Parsons should include the surface water and sediment results and a figure 
showing the sample locations in the Draft ERA Work Plan and to compare the 
results to ecological benchmarks.  Thus, for these minutes and for the Draft Work 
Plan, the information has been updated for comparisons to TRRP 2006 ecological 
benchmarks. 

 The northwest pond (also referred to as the drop zone tank) is <½ acre in size.  
During the field visit to this pond, it was decided that there would not be a need to 
sample this pond. 

 It was emphasized at the meeting that the ERA should focus on development of 
area-wide PCLs and not site-specific PCLs. 

 There was some discussion about what soil concentrations were appropriate to use 
in the ERA, such as the maximum detected concentration or the 95 percent upper 
confidence level (95% UCL).  It was suggested that a starting place for the 
ecological data could be the human health criteria.  For example, the PCL values 
for residential criteria would be considered the maximum concentration remaining 



J:\745\745428 CSSA TRRP\12000 EcoRisk\Workplan\FinalWP\Final-MeetingMinutes_11-29-07.doc 

1-3

at the site and that all analytical results lower than the human health criteria would 
be used for the ERA.  It was decided that all sample results below the human health 
criteria would be used to determine maximum detected concentrations and 
95% UCLs for the ERA.  Several scenarios for use of the analytical soils data were 
discussed.  Based on this discussion, the screening comparisons will initially use 
the maximum detected concentration that is below the human health PCL.  If a 
COPC is retained through this initial screening, then the 95% UCL concentration 
will be calculated as the exposure point concentration (EPC), only using the data 
below the human health PCL. 

 The Draft ERA Work Plan needs to justify home range and time in area for 
migratory birds. 

 For the hawk and fox (wide-ranging predator species), the exposure for the acreage 
of the combined sites needs to be adjusted. 

Summary of Items to be Included in the Draft ERA Work Plan.  In addition to the 
items noted in the September 14, 2007 meeting, the following items were discussed at this 
meeting to be included in the Work Plan: 

 Updated map (Location and Status of Sites). 

 For sites that have been closed, describe what standards were used.  All closed sites 
at CSSA were closed to RRSI (background) criteria.  All No Further Action (NFA) 
sites also have no COPCs above RRSI (background) criteria. 

 Select realistic exposure parameters and provide justification for selection of the 
parameters. 

 As discussed above, the starting point for the use of data in the ERA will be the 
human health criteria. 

 Updated (2007) endangered bird map. 

 Sediment and surface water results for the northeast pond, map showing sampling 
locations, and comparison of results to current ecological benchmarks. 

FIELD VISIT 
Following the slide presentation and open discussions, a field visit to the North Pasture 
was conducted.  The field visit included visiting the four APAR sites, and the creek beds 
and two small ponds in the North Pasture.  At the time of the field visit, the creeks were 
dry and the rocky creek beds were visible.  There is no water in the creeks except 
immediately following a rain event.  The field visit also included viewing a few sites in the 
Inner Cantonment. 

MEETING ADJOURNED 
The meeting adjourned following the field visit. 




