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LOEQILMD Quutlon & Answer Rosponso 10 January 13, 2015 Roq.,..1t for lnl<>rm.ilon -
camp Mlnd•n Mi EnKt'fl*n<:f Ramoval Ac.lion 

1. Quesl!on: An Agreement ol Consent for an llll"" bum ol eXpltlslw mal<>riefl< (Paye 10: ") 
waa d.weloped, algn&lf,. end lmplememld wil:llOut nolilieali<m by Slllte or EPA to any local 
govemment or olflclal hBIB In W-lflr PmisMlislril:I. 10, II was lligned by the Pentaaon, EPA, 
la Military Departmsnt, and LOEQ. Why was no -llcalion provided, given that Csmp 
Minden hou""" a local prison. effeds local commun~ies, and 15 relied on for response by local 
hazmat, fire, emergency, law en!om:ement. and medk:al tMPMll<I agencies? 

1'111>. M6 em"'ll"""Y rarmwal aotlon ls being conducted In aaCOl'dance to EPA ':s::slalulary. 
authodty ~th• QH>Jprebenslve En~talRupWJ'l'f C<>ntpensathm and 
Uablllty Act ~lfflt;IAJ, LDJEQ •11d LMO dttfertl!is question to th• S'A fur ~onse. 

2. Question: ·Who drafted !his Agreement of Consentihlit specifies the Statement ol Wo<k to 
utitile open bumlng for Ille M6 and cm .. ? (Page 10; 6-b) 

~ Admlnl$tmtlve Settleme;it Agreement and Order on CoMMI for Removal Action 
(AOC) was negotlall:d amor>g the U.S. Anny;. EPA, LMD llltd l.DEQ•. Th• EPA was 
-JIOMibt&for the portiori of lheAOC for the Scoi>e of~ to uliliz• tnly burning of 
the "cll.•11Hf Insist«/ on this metholt EPA .selettad tmy.bumfng based upon /Is 
6$-"1enf t>fValjouspoffttltfalntin-.,'__,.og1..,. ~d ~ Ofremwsl -~r.Y 

due :It> the 111tslobht lllduT8 of t/M -· 

3.. Question: TheA(l~etl!of~~."l'fi<OX!m!itelyajo,pao p~s:or llrl 
addijfonal malerial IO b& ~ly~ burned• Cftlan Bumiflil ljlnlters {CB ls). (Page 9; 8,a,) 
Wtrt ha• !hl!fio. bMil 111;~ (>f lhiol ~ ~to)~ i:l!llP~ Of l!i any of th~ 
previous briefings wltll the EPA? What is the sll!b!llz.et: """'Ponllm: Of this p•rlk:;llar CBl'I · 

LDEQ amf LMD clRrthetimquestion to th<> EPA fo{rasponJ1•. 

In re.spar>•• Nlfjmltng th.• mllilinr r::qmpolmlf ()/ th9 CBI, th" u,s. Amiy ~g 
#9333954 fur Chg Prop M15SM# MHllA2, l1fhlch ~ 11111 M$ Pro po/Ian~""" CBI, 
this document lndlr:atea that CBI ~ ot.U.. fal/t)!Mlng c:ampo11•nt:t! · 

NC (9004-10.0) - 98.2% 
DlphMylamlne (1~. 1.5% 
Oraph/lf (7'111M2'f} !1.ZK 
K Nitro!• (1111·111-f} 0.1% 
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4. Question; Will the EPA bl! determlnillg the melh<>ds used lor the implementation of the 
disposal or has this rooji<>nslllility been assigned to another agency? 

The M6 enulflpmc:y removal action, as specified m the AOC, is being conducted In 
~ol'®m;e with .EPA'$ statulW)I authority under the C<m'/ptehensf>te Environmental 
Response Compensation and LJabi1iflt Act(CERCl.A) •. TI!Mlfol'e, LDEQ and LMO r/(I not 
have the authority to detemiine rhe ~ w;ed fol' the implementation of Iha 
dlspo,,,.J. The cont""ctO.r sel-l!d wflJ """'1gn the method of lmphtmentatfon that 
r:omplles with EPA 's St..t'lllJent of Work. EPA, LDEQ, and LMO Will be Involved In 
oversealng tho lmplomontat/on. 

5. Quostion: The lest bum Iha! I know of was conducted v.ithout notification of Af<V local 
government, respohS& "ll'W'Y· or officials- Why was !hat, when the EPA on scene 
C_oordlMtor •rid llie loulslana Stal& Pake llmtrw<"" managing !he lmplell!<lnlatlon of !he! 
test _and wereW!!ll -e Of the pa!llM llllho !lad !'l!(\uested nQlifJ(laliOl\? 

Th• "'8tembor 2014 bench ;0cmt.t bum was •cfl~ and des/gt!ed by /!PA, _LSP 
provided l•chnlc81 ex~ auppaid as Ure aufho"""' expio•lve /k:ensfnq 4lfPUlt;:y tor 
th• Stale of Loulsi•n• lllrd UID .f!HOV/ded suppott.byfrltnliSltlng _the M6 Pf!/Peif.ant Ill<! 
bum site, •nd the fllbtfc.afed llum pan •. LDEQ end I.MO d&fu th/$ quffflon to the EPA 
fl>r 111owon•• •• to why 1~81 •/JIJJorltlff -• notlf/lld. 

6. Qu,,.lion: Tho kltt bum reJ\lltll p~ at bolh !he oxeeutiw e>lfldlslg brillllng and th& pubUi: 
meeting In ~bef lll'll claimed to .i-llR<t poramoti.rs for rnodli"ng based on 1he 
•ml.salons Of 11(1 ln!AAerator er c:loS<ld l!IJmol M6, I• this lrYe? II &O, Yftly w~s the data akeW!l<l 
for l)Ub)I~ Jlf't$!1111atlon? 

LDEQ and I.MD def« ttlhl queslion to the EPA ""fUponf.ltllill:llll EPA developed ttm lflr 
inadel data. 

7. Queslio~: Thi) !'Dr11emen1 of Con...m alS!) makes menlicn In the _Statement of Werk !_hat lhii 
diapclS111 of numerous other hamidl)US mat-eria!s viill b& e11compused lnlhll> pro Jed •• ls Ihle 
true? 11 . .so, pl(oase discuss now abollt lllOS& malefial• and the rcugh quantitle& tnat IMlaln on 
Ifie SJte •. Speclficall)', lhe exploolves (Page 6; 4-U); but al&<> please exp!ain about Ille origin Of 
Ille mal<irtals $Sll<lcisled wl1h the SUper ~water Oxldlltlon Uni!. (Pl!lle 11; e;.p) · · 

LMD Rlil$Ptlllse: Regarding the rough ~ of other hanrdQ!lf> maforial that 
remain on si'te- tti11 following lnlomta&n Is pro!;'fded: 

• Black powder- 128 /bs desfroyedbyLSPin Jun 21J1!1. B"'8nCJ> remaining;,. 
zero. 

• Composition HB- approximately 200llis sliJI on $/le. EPA hai!J an ag1eement 
with Gehoraf D,llnlil!lks tor the retno•al of thili material. 
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•- Ammonium Perchlorate-
. o Four IS/i gallon drums (approximately 105 gl) of 1110% solution. This Is 

SCWO related m11lvrilll and has been removed from the site. 
o Two 35 gallon drum" (ilpproximalo/y 35 gl of a 10% so/udon. This is 

SCWO related maier/al and /las been removed from the site. 
• Exploslv• D (ammonium p/crate)- 150 lbs destro~lAW LMD Purchase 

Order In Aug 2014. Balance romalnll1g Is zero. 
• M30 Prapel/anl- 109,000 11>5 have l>eon removed. Balance remaining zero. 
• Nllroce/lulose,... 846,322 lbs have been remov.ed. BalanCf!-1nlllg zwo; 
• Trltonal mixed with wa1f/tar- 134,000 lbs have been removad. Balance 

rent1~lnl'1!1 zero. 
• Tifton al (a/umm11m extra.cf,} • no! listed. on Page 6;4-d, howevw we. curranUy 

hll)le approxlmatelr2AI tbs an /land 111111 (S currenUy being removed under an 
agree/Mnt between EPA ;mt/ Genml Dynamics. · 

LMD Rosponse; Regarding the origin of1he Super CriUca/ Water Oxidation Unit (SCWO}, 
General A ta mfr:& (GA} raca/vad funding through the Air Ftirce _R........,.,h Lab (Af'RLJ to 
perlann tlomilitari~Uon effimanstT11tion tes~ with an industrial_SCWO .iplem •. To 
perfJ_._, mi. __ thl!S.e i_ests (l1A co111J1_ acted with EXPL_ o_ 10_ provide_ a .tec_lllW_ ... , u_tH. ·-~. . .. ·.·.· .. • ... plpjlve__ . •.· · ··.·. • .. 

~ndllng~port, \\'SSte menagemem m1Jldll;posal&!'r1flcu, and eipiafiive m..,,al far 
~Ing, lfhllpoiWrt ta no~ fl!at G</il.e@I Atomics fi<IS ~1>1tedml oft/1/s affllienl :Wd 
this .iST;U9. IJIJ. IDnfll'I" exists. . 

8, Question: Th& Agreement of co.,,,ent discusses the raqulrement of 'pariodtc asses!ll)'lenr of 
the explosive storage magazines and ma!erfals forthe. prioritization of remeval. Does this 
mean that stability testing will now b& impfemenled as a part of this project? 

!..MD Respontie: Na, c/Jemlcel stability testing of the propellant was not required by the 
AOC. Tiiis Paragraph refers only ta the physical stab/Illy of the propellant as II 
currently exists .In the slwage magazines. 

9. I neon page 1 of the Agreerm!n\ of Consehl that the. State has sign a<! awaY its rlghts to 
contest anything _in !hf) Agreement, I• lhl• true? 

IJllD respanee: The pertlnf;nt/anguage Is contaln<td Ill Paragraph Four(4) of ihe AOC, 
which slates: 

"EPA, the S9'tflng R~ctent. and Seftllng Feder.JI Agency teeogn/ze _that this 
setttem~Ag~ent has ®en ~egat1atfld In good faith.and that the P"Ylll""' ml!d• 
l!nd actfaqe unQwlaf!MI /.ly s9't1!ng ifesPO!Jdent, ~nd t!l.eJ>i!~l mi>:(loby U.. ~•ltll'!g 
FfKiflrttl Agenl:y In aCcaidance with tlils S~ementAg(lletllentda nol comtttme an 
admission ot any llal:llllty. Settlfng RespllndlJ"I and settling~ Agency® 11ot 
adll:llt, and rnWri the right to controven In any subsequent pracl!edin!Js ouier than 
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proceedings to Implement or enforce lhfs Settlement Agreement, Ille validity of.the 
findings oHacts, conclusions of law, and delermln'atlonis In Seclianis IV (Fmding111 of 
FacQ and V (Concluslon:s of Law and Determlnatlon1S) of thl$ Settlement Agreement. 
SottOng Respondent and Settling Federal Agency agree to comply with and be bound 
by lhe terms. of this Slttllement Agraament and fwtl>eragredhat they will n~ conl81St 
the basis or validity oi this Settlement A!Jl'l'otnent or Its term:s." 
The Louisiamt Military Deparlml'llf Is the 8-Qllllng Rllspondent and tile U.S. Department 
of the Army IS Ille Settling Fedflr8l Agf>!loy. In Faragraph Four (4), those specific 
ent111<1$;tgree to IJe b~und by the s..ttJement and- not to contut the basi$ or 
valldily of the Sel.lfwnent Agre..ment; 

LDEQ Response: Ye& The settlement of a CERCLA Enfor~t Drd<lr that grants 
I/ab/Illy protection requires a waiver of rights. 

10. A (;lovemor's Stateol Elner9<lJ>CY Deetaratloo was filed rn septembar of 201~ and k&pt In 
~to date WittiQll\ nl!lifici!tioll fu th..W~ Paris!): OHS.EP Director Webster Parish 
Poll~ Jury or W~let parish Sheriff. can anyone here tell """ Why th~ were not notified? 

LMD rupollS&; The Emergency Declaration was iuued ou September ti, 2!}1,, II hll!' 
be"" nnewed coutlnuous/y GV&I)' month since its original publication. Jt WQ publlshod 
on lhe Governor's website, l't!Jl(lrfl!d upon, and discussed In public meetings. 

11. We have received Olle!Whelming .amouhls Of f1ll,td daJ!ito auPPOrt thtfclalm that opeo bumlng 
of these products In th~se qlJanlilles is enlirfllrt1nsa!e; Ye,! 'lie pave been Jl<<>sentiid m> d:ola by 
LDEQ or EPA 10 support their.claim lhhltt Jsperte!>11~"4fefortht>pobQcand the envlronmemt. 
Why isthet? Do yoo have this data to sluiwu!!ctod!I)'? · 

LDEQ was not lnvowed In data co/leclfon. ffH' file .. ff!~n of the rem!ffiy'. That 
coflec1lon was th• responslblllty of the EPA. l.DE:Clc.ha's no ha@ dam $bowing the 
selected romody to be unsafe. · · · 

12. The EPA reloosed a statement lail FridQY. indicating ihiat:eddl~onal test bum~ would pa. 
cond~cted. II is our feeling them Ille EPA ha<! sUff[clen! proof that open bumln9 ls safe, 
additi()n•I test burns would not be needed. And .If addlllo/lal teGl!ng is needed to pro11<> safely, 
our area should not be your guinea pigs. · · · . . · · · · · 

• Does the EPA need to conduct those lest open ~~!fls to de!Wml~e !he safely ()I open 
burnln9 of these products? · 

• Wit~ thS$e open bums be conducted on site at Camp Minden? 
• ls lhtlre .a laboral(){'f settrng lo allow for safer testing? 
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• Will tho EPA cOfllldor lestln!I and dcx:llmenting eomP!lf!lllVil rQ•Ult• using fncln<1r11lore 
or dond contalnmeot/detoN!tiort ~? 

1 l't Th& EPA 's statement h"" inoit:aled lhaiiheir ch<lb! to ulle open IAA'tllr!)l waa made bll$ed on. 
guidance from United Stales Department of Defense's Explosive Safely Board. 1t Is my 
underamnding that usooo Explo5i\NI Safely Board lists open b!Jmln!! Of propenants as sale 
for smell proJecw; and lists ~ disposal methods for use lilt largor projects. This i$ 
admlltedly r>Ot at all a $1r1all projecl. Why INe($ deanef, s;lfer and equally &xpodi•ntll'l'ltlwll• 
listed in lhls guidance npt <11'/el) c:onsid«ed? 

LDEQ andLMD-., Ibis quation la lhe EPA for response. 

14 •. It is. my uhderstanding the DOD DW!l5 mleaSttwo large inclnetatorlclo$9d l:lumlng <::hambeil> 
that are ""'died for "4S-hour dep~wilh response teams for.llSe rn enuwgency disp<)$al 
siMlllons, If this i$ Wly an ernergenc)' lliWalioo. lhe.n why ht!sn'tttie Army. deemed the 
Responsible Party, execu!ed deploymeiit of those assels ons;t'e to Camp Mindon? 

l.DEQ andUllDde(erlbl4~ IO tlH! EPA fo(r&SpOM;& 

15. E)cp~ Ill the field haY'e *ed their •conoem. lha\.lhlll Agreement<>! Con~ 'Dlsually 
speelf\lln!! the dispcsal melhod in Ute S!alernent of Wort<, was not eJ«1cuteiHn acco!danc.. with 
the laws p~i!<f m CERCLA. NCp. mi SARA.Tile HI which provide for~~ pubijo input 
p00r to determining the riimoval t@clmcllogles coosen U11feSs Ille reqwrem<ln\Sfor Tlme 
S@n~ ~oval A¢tkm ;ire !not Furhlr, it is !heir advisement lhat Ille llmio'fuame of two 
years lli~oo lhe. ldenllfica!i<>n Qf the p«lblem !las ool eonsliMed Time Sens'ilive Removal 
AcUon; and !hllf)lfol'.8 anAgmement of Conserll ~ned prior to local jurliidielfatial involvement 
((>r selection of dfsPOsel methods wookl be unlaw!Ul Do you haw any .comment to .make 
towar<IS th~ QumE>nl? · 

!.DEQ 1u1d I.Ji/ID dolet fhlll q®Sllon to !lie EPA forret1ponse. 
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