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ElinKfiUer.Re^omlAdnimftmtor t \ L — _ — 
MlchcUe Piizaddi, Acting R^ioiud Administrator Felsuaiy 3,2009 
Umted Stales EavifontneoUl Protection Agency, Region X 
1200 Sixth Avaaue, Suite 900 
Seattle, WA 98101 Fax:206-553-1809 

206-555-1234 

Under the authority of CERCLA Section 105 (d), aa uncndcd, ^ petitioner, 

(Name): Ovija Michael Bertish, Rnaemere Neighborhood A jisocialion, Columbia Riverkeeper 

(Address): Box 61471. Vancouver WA. 98666 

(Telq^hone Numter): 360-28M747 

We hereby request that Region X of the United States Envirotunental Protection Agency conduct a preliminary 
asacMment of tbe knovm ttd suspected release of a hazantoua substances, poUutanls, or comaminanta at the 
foUowing location: 

Camp Bonneville, Fonna US Military Installation, Claik County, WA Oust outside Vancouver, WA) 

Petitioners are affiscted by the [release (or) threatened release] because: Camp BonneviUe. a surplus military 
prq;w(ty, is tlK suljectof a dirty transfer firom the US pepL of Defense (PoD), Co Ciark Coun^ Oovemmeat, 
via a non-profit *Wure conservatu^y" known as the Bonneville Conservstion, Restoration and Renewal Team 
(BCRRT). The property is currently under a cleanup program wiA supervision by Washington State Dept of 
Ecology. EPA Region X staff are very familiar with the issues (both known and unknown) at the site. B>A 
was fbmierty involved with the cleltn-up project, but in an extnanely rare occuirence, EPA opted out of the 
project in Jtdy 2003 citing a lack of adequate site assessment and a lack of collaboration on the US Army's part. 
Givta various ciicunulanecs that hawe occurred since 2003, members of the public firmly believe that this 
pvoject requires EPA to re*cngage and list this site on die National Priorities List to achieve a lugber level of 
oversight and to ensure p^Uc health ami safety. As a former member of the Camp Bonneville Restoration 
Advisory Board, the petitiooer is very concerned about on^ing groundwater contamination tha has not been 
successfully mitigated. Landfill 4 was evacuated - military ordnance and great amounts of soil were removed 
aod clean fill replaced. Ecology suted clearly that post evacuation increases in groundwat^ contaminant 
levels would indicate additional (unidentified) sources. Ammonium pochlorate concentrations have increased 
to above 500 ppb, and diere are additional concerns with TCE, and RDX. RDX has a 100 year lifespan in the 
emnrooment Tbe groundwater contamination plume abuts and flows toward Lacamas Creek, s salmon bearing 
stream that feeds into Lacamas Lake, and then into the Columbia River. Lacamas Creek flows throujji die heart 
of Camp Bonneville, including tiie Central Valley Flocn* where new pollutant discoveries have been made since 
the jKtyect ensued The sum)undtng residems all use well water as their potable water siqsply, however tte 
water on site ia unsafe for human consumption. Tbe site exists witUn the EPA designated Troutdale Sole 
Source Aquifer System, and petitioners are concerned that fiederal dollars being expended on this project are not 
being used to sufftciendy ptotect against further damage to the vulnerable aquifer system and o£Grite migration 
of contamination. Since there is a direct federal fbnding nexus to the project, the petitioners request EPA to 
invoke its jurisdicticn citing Sole Source Aquifer designation in order to evaluate these concerns, as there 
appears to have been insufficient containment and monitoring (ptaconent of monitoring weils). 
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Faulty aite^ehaiacterintion has to tg been a problem on dds project, and since dean-up activity began, there 
have been at leiast 9+ new Area's i>f Concern (AOC) identified. The new AOCs include new firing points, burial 
pits and practice ranges. Despite public comments regarding the probability of 155 mm Howitzer^s being 
aimed and fired on site, offidats denied this concern, only to discover and detonate a Howitzer in the Centnd 
Target Impact Area in May of 2007. The find was near existing residential nei^borhoods that were q>p8rently 
built direcdy over the firing fens for dils kind of projectile. Petidooers understand that the Army Corps of 
Engineers and/or die Dept of Defense advised neighboring residences on the periphery of the site not to dig a 
pood or drive stakes into the ground on their own properties, however, there has been no additional {banning to 
evaluate this public safety conccTiL In a Jamiary 12,2009 letter from Baker Engineering ft Energy 
(5ttbG<Mitractor) to BCRRT. Ecology's comments on die Draft Cleans;) Action Plan include: "It is apparent 
fiom MEC data collected at die CVF [Central Valley Floor] diat MEC types and distributions as well as dieir 
corresponding Explosive Hazard Rankings developed for Maneuver and Training areas need to be re-evaluated. 
The findings completely discredit the prevailing concept m the RI/FS that maneuver areas have negligible 
explosion hauud risks." Ecology also states: "Based on currmt available field data it is obvious that die selected 
cleanup actions fbr Maneuver areas, especially within the Regional Park, fidl short of protectiveness in toms 
oflong-term effectiveness. A more protective action should take into account surface contamination, and in 
some areas, subsurfece contamination as well.'^ In response to Ecology's concerns, BCRRT staff seems to 
indicate dial risk teem new anomalies is "unlikey." and that more ^apirical data is required to dctemunc if die 
threat is real. Tbe public inksts that the project is well beyond the neied to prove whetfier the dveat is real or 
valid. Various partiea of record were denied the opportunity to offer scoping comments on the supplemental 
RI/FS. To date, the public has not seen a supplemental RI/FS to offer public comment, even though cleanup 
activity is presumably still underway. Petitioners voiced concem through the RI/FS |»Dcess diat the site was 
inadequately characterized, and diat such data gaps would elevate risk assessment for the intended re-use of the 
site as a public park and ovemight canqigrouiid, but these concerns were ignored or rebuffed by officials 
running the project. 

In a January 31,2009 Columbian Article [Army Contests Camp Bonneville Costs; Contractor defiends dubious 
expenses, including large bar tabs], die BCRRT contractor. Mike Gage, states that BCRRT "[hasjfound several 
things on-site that we believe are Army-retained conditions that they did not disclose to as." It has now been 
publicly acknowledged by the ctmtractor that die federal funds budgeted to this project are insufiScient to 
adiieve cleamqp standards necessary for tbe intended re-use, and the contracts will be seeking additional 
federal funding to cover die data giq;» that were pointed out by EPA and the public prior to the inception of this 
project. TIK Columbian article continues with descriptions of misapiaopriated federal firnds fimn die project 
expense records, a lack of oversight between Clark County and the contractor, and the contractor claiming diat 
the project is a private contract that allows him to spetul federal cleanup doUars as he so chooses widiout 
oversi^L In published reqx»nse8 to the Columbian Article, die public perceives these dcvelo|»nents as project 
mismanagement, collusion, and greed. 

It is important for EPA to list diis site on the National Priorities List simply because the public needs better 
federal oversight to ensure diat the clean-up standards are achieved for optimum risk assessment to protect the 
public healdi and safety on diis project. Superfimd listing would provide additional oversight and would require 
de-listing prior to release of die site for re-use implemenuoion. The petitioners firmly believe diis layo" of 
protection is necessaiy due to unmitigated circumstances at the site. Clark County ofiicials have openly stated 
that C(«ditions on this site allow for an '^acceptable risk" for Uie intended re-use as a public park, a position that 
many people from the public vehemendy oppose. Institutional controls call for MEC to remain on site in 
perpetuity, to be cordoned off by a three stnmd barbed wire fence adjacem to planned public recreation 
fiiciUties. Many members of the public have argued that Camp Botuieville is unsuitable fbr a public paric and 
diat they would never bring their children to tbe site. This public perception is detrimental to the public's 
interest in dus project, especially in light of financial sbortfeUs currendy forecast. The EPA would be better 
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suited to manage addttiooal federal resources and what's left of die current operating hidget since financial 
oversight and accountability are lacking. It ^ipears diat Ecology is in need of assistance to bring clean-up 
standards to bear under CERCLA and MTCA regulations given die new discoveries. 

Given that Camp Bonneville is a precedent setting project that sets an example fbr other miUtary c l e a n i ^ of its 
kind, it is impoative diat EPA hdp to estaUish improved protocols in order to protect odier commuoities 
around die nation firom experiencing the depth of confusion and largesse experiraced on the ground in Gark 
County. The protocols noted in a DcpL of Defense/EPA document entided "Managonent Principals for 
Implementing Response Actions at Closed. Transfenring. or Transferred Ranges," cleariy outline intended 
practices, including collaboration between EPA and DoD,. diat.have been absent from Camp Bonneville's 
active clean-iq). The petittooera hope thai EPA can re-energize diese much needed protocols and apply them 
with due diligence to Camp Bonneville's restoration efforts. 

Type or characteristics ofthe8ub8tsnce(s) involved: Ammonium Perchlorate. Trichloroediane. 
DichloFoediene. CyclotrimetbylenetrinitiaDiine (RDX). HMX. Lead, Cbronuum, Mercury and odxrs. 
An extensive list of Militarized Ordnance including mortars, missiles, grenades, chemical waifere 
agents, and imknown contanunants located in new burial pits. Potential for radioactive materials. 

Nature aod history of any activities that have occurred regarding the release/threatened release: The 
sources of contamination are military latKlfills, target impact areas, fuing ranges, burial pits and open 
bum pits, and documented groimdwater contamination. 

Federal, State and local authorities you have contacted about the release/direatened release and the tespaox, if 
any: Washington State Dept. of Ecology, Bany Rogowski, Tim Nord, Ben Forson, Greg Johnson, Dawn 
Hooper, Mardia Lentz, Sole Source Program. EPA Region X; Joonie Hyde, Clark County Health I>ept; Nancy 
Harney and Hwiy Craig. EPA Region X; Steve Stuart and Marc Boldt, Claik County Coomussioners. Bill 
Barron, Cleric County Administrator. Bill O'Donnell. US Dept of Defense. Pentagon. Katherine Hanks, 
EnvironmeiUal Healdi Scientist, Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry; Jeroen Kok, Clark County 
Paries and Recreation: Pete Capell and Jenry Bamett, Clark County Public Worics; Mike Gage, BCRRT 
Contractor; Taylor Aalvik and Nadian Reynolds, Cowlitz Tribe; Ed Marahman, FBI Portiand, OR; Vancouver 
Fire Departmoit District 5; Washington Department of Natural Resources; Camas/Wasbougal/Woodland 
Veterans of Foreign Wars and Veterans Administration Land Acquisitions, Willamette Cemetery Portland, OR; 
Gary Lucas, Clark County Sheriff; Department of Toxic Substances Bureau, San Francisco; Earl Blumenauer, 
Oregon Congressman; Brian Baitd, Washit^ttm Congressman; Patty Murray and Maria Cantwell, Washington 
Senators; Governor Christine Gregoire. Waahington. 
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