Table 1. Summary of Reuse Areas
Feasibility Study, Parker Flats MRA RI/FS, Former Fort Ord, California

Monterey Peninsula College for training of law
College EVOC 221.5 enforcement personnel YES YES YES
Parker Flats MRA
85.7 - - YES YES
Horse Park S!tahbls\?:gmho;ﬁe ;I:i;r;g facility Same scores for Simi;\[rsireas Evaluate as single
MRS-13B Horse Park 97.2 Wi ping both areas Reuse Area
Parker Flats MRA Oak woodland and maritime
Habitat Reserve 147.8 chaparral habitat reserve YES YES YES
. - NO
MRS-13B Habitat Oak woodland and maritime NO -
1.1 p NO Evaluate in future
Reserve chaparral habitat reserve MEC not found MR RI/FS
Central Coast Veterans Cemetery for interment of
Cemetery 102.1 veterans YES YES YES
Parker Flats MRA Monterey County development
County Development 35.9 reserve; may include YES YES YES
Reserve residential
Monterey County development
MRS-13B County .
0.3 reserve; may include YES YES YES
Development Reserve residential
. NO NO
CSUMB Expansion 0.66 Open space or development MEC not found NO Evaluate in future
MR RI/FS
. YES
Monterey County Public Development for Monterey NO
Facilities 3.0 County MEC notfound | Co-locatedand of YES
sufficient size
NO
. . . MEC not found in
Army Maintenance Retained by Army for facility . :
Center 35.5 maintenance p_ortlon_, paveq YES YES
with buildings in
remainder of area
MST Transit Facility 24.2 . . YES YES YES
MST Mantenance ;iri:?t';%?tcipnd mmu?;??:tﬁzﬁe i Same scores for Co-located and Evaluate as single
Center 28 both areas similar areas Reuse Area
¢ h
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Table 2. Screening of Land Use Controls—Monterey Peninsula College EVOC
Feasibility Study, Parker Flats MRA RI/FS, Former Fort Ord, California

Not anticipated to provide
S UNLIKELY RECEPTOR UNLIKELY RECEPTOR additional risk management
Vo A o o and/or would duplicate
. Trespasser Site will be fenced and well Site will be fenced and well NO NA NA .
e Lowest ded ded existing controls because the
guarde guar area will be fenced and well
guarded during reuse
e LIKELY RECEPTOR UNLIKELY RECEPTOR , YES
Construction E Will perform excavations for During development and any
o . . e Unless reuse changes and new . . N N NA
Worker Highest foundations, utilities, C post-development intrusive
s . construction is performed L o
structural construction activities. Not anticipated to provide
additional risk management
and/or would duplicate
o LIKELY RECEPTOR information provided by
S LIKELY RECEPTOR YES
. Qutdoar E Will perform landscape and Will perform landscape and During development and an Parker Flats MRA long tetm
Maintenance Highest gardening activities (e.g., ardenpnr activities (e . lawn ost-gevelo rlrjlent intrusivey management measures. The v v NA
- Worker 18hes lawn maintenance and garcening ds ) £ p pme need for these types of
o e planting) maintenance and planting) activities. restrictions can not be
determined at this time, but
e UNLIKELY RECEPTOR _ .LIKELY RECEI_)TOR will be assessed by the
Bgcmatlonal | A Site will be fenced and well Minimal uses (e.g., bicycling on NO future property owner prior NA NA NA
- User Lowest paved roads, open space to reuse.
08 ‘ guarded
el ‘ activities)
S LIKELY RECEPTOR
In door A UNLIKELY RECEPTOR | Occupants typically isolated from
TR Buildings will not have been interaction with ground (e.g., NO NA NA NA
Worker | Lowest . . A
B constructed for occupation office, retail, or janitorial
workers)
LIKELY RECEPTOR
. S ; d : A UNLIKELY RECEPTOR Oqcupants_, typic;a}llly isolz:ited from
S iy 0 Facilities will not have been interaction with ground (e.g., NO NA NA NA
- Faculty Lowest walking on paths, office work,
i constructed for use . .
i training, firefighting and
emergency response)

NA = Not applicable for mitigation of potentially remaining MEC risks to reuse receptors for the activities assumed in the RA / \/- = Applicable for this receptor
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Table 3. Screening of Land Use Controls—Horse Park

Feasibility Study, Parker Flats MRA RI/FS, Former Fort Ord, California

POTENTIAL RECEPTOR
 Prestaieer B UNLIKELY RECEPTOR | Most of site will be fenced; NO
ToRpasser Low Site will be fenced wooded areas could be
accessed
T LIKELY RECEPTOR UNLIKELY RECEPTOR YES
Construction E Will perform excavations for Unless reuse changes and During development and
‘Worker Highest foundations, utilities, new construction is any post-development
structural construction performed intrusive activities.
, LIKELY RECEPTOR LIKELY RECEPTOR YES
Outdoor E Will perform landscape and | Will perform landscape and :
ety ) . . L During development and
Maintenance . gardening activities (e.g., gardening activities (e.g.,
Highest . . any post-development
Worker lawn maintenance and lawn maintenance and . . s
. . mtrusive activities.
planting) planting)
A UNLIKELY RECEPTOR | _ L_III%ELY ,ﬁCEPT,?I;l
: e o acilities will be available;
: ’ NO
RY Camper : Lowest Site wﬂtggf t:ﬁ open for no intrusive activities
png anticipated
Recreational B UNLIKELY RECEPTOR MI.’I.KEILY RECEPT.(;.R
Horseback Site will not be open for Imima uses (e.g, riding, NO
e Low - bicycling, open space
Rider riding e
activities)

Not anticipated to provide
additional risk
management and/or would
duplicate information
provided by Parker Flats
MRA long term
management measures.
The need for these types of
restrictions can not be
determined at this time, but
will be assessed by the
future property owner prior
to reuse.

Not anticipated to provide

additional risk
management and/or would
NA NA duplicate existing controls.
Facility-wide public access
controls would prevent
trespassing.
v J NA
J v NA
NA NA NA
NA NA NA

NA = Not applicable for mitigation of potentially remaining MEC risks to reuse receptors for the activities assumed in the RA. / /= Applicable for this receptor
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Table 4. Screening of Land Use Controls—Habitat Reserve
Feasibility Study, Parker Flats MRA RI/FS, Former Fort Ord, California

i e A UNLIKELY RECEPTOR LIKELY RECEPTOR NO
o HTESPASSEL ] Lowest Site will be fenced Most of site will be fenced
o LIKELY RECEPTOR IKELY RECEPTOR YES
Construction E Will perform site work as Unless reuse changes and During development and any post-
Worker Highest P new construction is J p . P
needed development intrusive activities.
performed
Reircath i A UNLIKELY RECEPTOR LIKELY RECEPTOR
eercationar Site will not be open for Minimal uses (e.g., hiking, NO
User Lowest . . :
f recreational uses bicycling on dirt paths)
e UNLIKELY RECEPTOR |  LIKELY RECEPTOR
Habitat A o : Will perform habitat
A Site will not be monitored o A NO
Monitor Lowest . monitoring activities (e.g.,
i o prior to reuse . . ;
' tracking and logging species)
et : LIKELY RECEPTOR LIKELY RECEPTOR YES
Habitat = E Will perform habitat reserve | Will perform habitat reserve .
Worker . . . During development and post-
‘Worker Highest assessment (e.g., species assessment (e.g., species d
: : . . evelopment reuse.
: : assessment and planting) assessment and planting)

Not anticipated to
provide additional risk
management and/or
would duplicate existing
NA NA controls. Facility-wide
public access controls
Not anticipated to would prevent
provide additional trespassing.
risk management
and/or would
duplicate information
provided by Parker
Flats MRA long term N v NA
management
measures.
The need for these
types of restrictions
can not be determined
at this time, but will NA NA NA
be assessed by the
future property owner
prior to reuse.
NA NA NA
v v NA

NA = Not applicable for mitigation of potentially remaining MEC risks to reuse receptors for the activities assumed in the RA / /= Applicable for this receptor
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Table 5. Screening of Land Use Controls—Veterans Cemetery
Feasibility Study, Parker Flats MRA RI/FS, Former Fort Ord, California

. N UNLIKELY RECEPTOR POTENTIAL RECEPTOR
Trespasser o Most of site will be fenced; NO
Lowest Site will be fenced o
accessible in some areas
ey LIKELY RECEPTOR UNLIKELY RECEPTOR . YES
Construction E Will perform excavations for Unless reuse changes and new During development and any
- Worker Highest foundations, utilities, construction is ger formed post-development intrusive
‘ structural construction P activities.
e LIKE?Y RIECEPTOR LIKELY RECEPTOR YES
Qut OO E Will periorm gnfi§cape and Will perform landscape and During development and any
Maintenance . gardening activities (e.g., - s . .
g e Highest . gardening activities (e.g., lawn post-development intrusive
. Worker lawn maintenance and . ’ F
i S . maintenance and planting) activities.
: oo planting)
Recreational | A UNLIKELY RECEPTOR | U 111J LH:ELY REfCEPTORt, 1 o
~ User | Lowest Site will be fenced tte will not be (1)11;2151 or recreahona
e UNLIKELY RECEPTOR LIKELY RECEPTOR
Cemetery E Site will not be open for Will perform grave digging and . YES
‘Worker Highest . - A During post-development reuse.
S mnterment interment activities
Cemetsty A UNLIKELY RECEPTOR LIKELY RECEPTOR
RO Site will not be open for .. ) NO
Visitor Lowest visits Minimal uses (e.g., walking) :

Not anticipated to provide
additional risk
management and/or
would duplicate
information provided by
Parker Flats MRA long
term management
measures.

The need for these types
of restrictions can not be
determined at this time,
but will be assessed by
the future property owner
prior to reuse.

Not anticipated to
provide additional risk
management and/or
would duplicate existing
NA NA controls. Facility-wide
public access controls
would prevent
trespassing.

N v NA
J J NA
NA NA NA
v v NA
NA NA NA

NA = Not applicable for mitigation of potentially remaining MEC risks to reuse receptors for the activities assumed in the RA / /= Applicable for this receptor
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Table 6. Screening of Land Use Controls—Monterey County Development Reserve
Feasibility Study, Parker Flats MRA RI/FS, Former Fort Ord, California

Not anticipated to provide
A UNLIKELY UNLIKELY RECEPTOR *:iidiﬁona} éi(sik I?anagemen_t
Trespasser RECEPTOR Site will contain residential NO NA NA andior wou'c Cuplicate existing
s Lowest o . controls. Facility-wide public
; Site will be secured housing
access controls would prevent
trespassing.
| o LIKELY RECEPTOR [KELY RECEPTOR Not gnticipa.&?d to
sl 5 Will perform UNL VES provide additional
Construction excavations for Unless reuse changes and risk management J J NA
~ Worker | Highest foundations. utilities new construction is During development and any post-development intrusive activities and/or would
S structural construction performed dupllgate information
provided by Parker
Flats MRA long term
; LIKELY RECEPTOR LIKELY RECEPTOR management
£ o ', o Will perform landscape | oy oo 1o d measures.
B E and gardening e e o YES The need for these J J A
. 2&1,1 eﬁance Highest activities (e.g., lawn gardening activities (e.g., During development and any post-development intrusive activities | types of restrictions
- Worker . lawn maintenance and cannot be determined
; maintenance and lanting) e .
S planting) p g at this time, but will
be assessed by the
S UNLIKELY .ITIKELY RECEPTOR' future property owner
';Rgclrea‘tl‘qnalf ' A RECEPTOR Minimal uses (e.g., bicycling NO prior to reuse. NA NA NA
- User Lowest o on paved roads, open space
e Site will be secured o
e activities)
UNLIKELY LIKELY RECEPTOR
A RECEPTOR Occupants typically isolated
Lowest Buildings will not have | from interaction with ground NO NA NA NA
been constructed for (e.g., office, retail, or
occupation janitorial workers)
LIKELY RECEPTOR
However, planned YES
o UNLIKELY development is expected to However, planned development will involve extensive ground-
T R RECEPTOR reduce potentially remaining disturbing activities (e.g., construction, grading) that will be
- Adult/Child D Buildines will not have MEC risks to future monitored by qualified MEC personnel, which is expected to reduce NA NA NA
 Resident High & residents. Occupants potentially remaining MEC risks to future residents.
~ been constructed for ) e
. occupation typically isolated from Developer/property owner will be responsible for maintaining LUCs
P interaction with ground protective of reusers conducting any intrusive activities during post-
except during gardening and development reuse.
maintenance.
(4] —
NA = Not applicable for mitigation of potentially remaining MEC risks to reuse receptors for the activities assumed in the RA / /= Applicable for this receptor Checked__l‘i Approved%
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Table 7. Screening of Land Use Controls—Monterey County Public Facilities
Feasibility Study, Parker Flats MRA RI/FS, Former Fort Ord, California

Not anticipated to provide
‘ additional risk management
o T , A UNLIKELY RECEPTOR POTENTIAL RECEPTOR NO NA NA and/or would duplicate
CTEPASSET L Towest Site will be fenced Site will be paved existing controls. Facility-wide
public access controls would
prevent trespassing.
Not anticipated to provide
T LIKELY RECEPTOR UNLIKELY RECEPTOR YES additional risk
Construction E Will perform excavations for Unless reuse changes and During development and | management and/or would J J NA
Worker Highest foundations, utilities, new construction is any post-development duplicate information
‘ structural construction performed intrusive activities. provided by Parker Flats
MRA long term
management measures.
; LIKELY RECEPTOR LIKELY RECEPTOR The need for these types of
. . . YES restrictions can not be
‘Outdoor E Will perform landscape and | Will perform landscape and During development and | g od at this fime. b
Maintenance | . gardening activities (e.g., gardening activities (e.g., o gos . devglo ent cte?ﬁq;)ne att 1f1t11)me},1 ut N NI NA
Worker 18 lawn maintenance and lawn maintenance and iztrl?usive ac tiw'r‘)cies p will be assessed by the
planting) planting) . uture property owner prior
to reuse.
LIKELY RECEPTOR
" Indoor A UNLIKELY RECEPTOR Occupants typically isolated
g Buildings will not have been | from interaction with ground NO NA NA NA
- Worker Lowest . .
: constructed for occupation (e.g., office, retail, or
janitorial workers)
Public A UNLIKELY RECEPTOR LIKELY RECEPTOR
Facility - Facilities will not have been Site will be paved NO NA NA NA
g Lowest
- Visitor constructed
* Overall MEC Risk Scores were assumed for this area because RA did not evaluate MEC risks / no MEC was found during investigations.
NA = Not applicable for mitigation of potentially remaining MEC risks to reuse receptors for the activities assumed in the RA / \/ = Applicable for this receptor
G
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Table 8. Screening of Land Use Controls—Army Maintenance Center
Feasibility Study, Parker Flats MRA RI/FS, Former Fort Ord, California

Not anticipated to provide
UNI additional risk management
) s A UNLIKELY RECEPTOR o KELY R.ECEPTOR and/or would duplicate
Trespasser . Site is paved, and will be fenced and NO NA NA - o
; o Lowest Site is paved " ded existing controls. Facility-
well guarde Not anticipated to provide wide public access controls
1d ttr ing.
additional risk management WWOUC prover” TespasTe
and/or would duplicate
information provided by
: e B UNLIKELY ‘RECEPTOR POTENTIAL RECEPTOR ' YES Parker Flats MRA long term
& E p’l di construction is performed Y oS P The need for these types of
uildings Intrusive activities. restrictions can not be
determined at this time, but
will be assessed by the
UNLIKELY RECEPTOR LIKELY RECEPTOR future property owner prior
Indoor. A Development is not planned; | Occupants typically isolated from to reuse.
y o . ) g NO NA NA NA
Worker Lowest existing pavement; buildings | interaction with ground (e.g., office,
: already occupied retail, or janitorial workers)
Public A UNLIKELY RECEPTOR LIKELY RECEPTOR
Facility Facilities will not have been Site will be paved NO NA NA NA
e D Lowest
Visitor constructed

* Overall MEC Risk Scores were assumed for this area because RA did not evaluate MEC risks / no MEC was found during investigations.
NA = Not applicable for mitigation of potentially remaining MEC risks to reuse receptors for the activities assumed in the RA / /= Applicable for this receptor
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Table 9. Screening of Land Use Controls—MST Facility
Feasibility Study, Parker Flats MRA RI/FS, Former Fort Ord, California

i n A UNLIKELY RECEPTOR UNLIKELY RECEPTOR NO
féspasséf Lowest Site will be fenced Site will be fenced and paved
i LIKELY RECEPTOR UNLIKELY RECEPTOR YES
: 'Cons@ilctidn, E Will perform excavations for Unless reuse changes and During development and any
Worker Highest foundations, utilities, new construction is post-development intrusive
L structural construction performed activities.
f‘,RecfeatidnaI~‘;" A UNLIKELY RECEPTOR UNLIKELY RECEPTOR NO
User Lowest Site will be fenced Site will be paved
o LIKELY RECEPTOR
Fode i UNLIKELY RECEPTOR | Occupants typically isolated
Indoor A e . : T
Worker |  Lowest Buildings will not have been | from interaction with ground NO
ey constructed for occupation (e.g., office, retail, or
e janitorial workers)
* Public A UNLIKELY RECEPTOR LIKELY RECEPTOR
Facility Lowest Facilities will not have been Site will be paved NO
Visit’pfr‘ i constructed

Not anticipated to provide
additional risk
management and/or would
duplicate information
provided by Parker Flats
MRA long term
management measures.

The need for these types of
restrictions can not be
determined at this time, but
will be assessed by the
future property owner prior
to reuse.

Not anticipated to provide
additional risk
management and/or would

NA NA duplicate existing controls.
Facility-wide public access
controls would prevent
trespassing.

v v NA
NA NA NA
NA NA NA
NA NA NA

NA = Not applicable for mitigation of potentially remaining MEC risks to reuse receptors for the activities assumed in the RA / \/- = Applicable for this receptor
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Table 10. Summary of Remedial Alternatives Evaluation
Feasibility Study, Parker Flats MRA RI/FS, Former Fort Ord California

Not protective; does not No ARARs No MEC risk None; although
No Further Action mitigate potentially were identified mitigation No MEC risk MEC removals | Not administratively No costs To Be To Be Determined
remaining MEC risks to for this me ags ures mitigation measures have been feasible Determined 0 be Letermne
intrusive workers alternative conducted
Yes . Yes . Administratively
Protective; mitigates No ARARs a%f;tr‘:t;oﬁzgg?g xf;gfyogﬁ;ng None; although feasible
potentially remaining were identified . ) MEC removals Moderate level of See To Be .
Land Use Controls MEC risks to intrusive for this & Q?ngtructlonl d & gfn§truct10r11 d have been effort to implement Table 11 Determined To Be Determined
workers alternative momtoring wou momtoring wou conducted from a technical
be required during | be required during erspective
intrusive activities | intrusive activities persp
. Would be Would be Would be Administratively
Would be determined . determined after . .
s - S implemented - A determined after . . feasible
Additional after investigation is usine methods investigation 1is ‘nvestigation is Yes; if MEC is Hich level of eff See To Be To Be Determined
MEC Remediation complete and MEC risks 5 complete and g found igh level otettortto | 4,00 14 Determined 0 Be Determine
that comply . complete and MEC implement froma
are reevaluated X MEC risks are ks d . )
with ARARs reevaluated risks are reevaluate technical perspective
Footnotes
ARARSs = Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirements
MEC = munitions and explosives of concern
T, M, V = toxicity, mobility, volume
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TABLE 11. SUMMARY OF COSTS FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF REMEDIAL ALTERNATIVES
FEASIBILITY STUDY, PARKER FLATS MRA RI/FS, FORMER FORT ORD, CALIFORNIA

I}\g/l\(/)?)tgey Peninsula College _ $125,000 $5.316,000

‘ Horse Park - $221,000 $4,382,000
Habitat Reserve - $75,000 $3,547,000
Veterans Cemetery -- $245,000 $2,448,000
ge"f;f;;i’ng‘l’t“}’{gewe - $153,000 $864,000
Monterey County Public -~ $56,000 $72,000
Facilities > )

| Army Maintenance Center - $50,000 $852,000
MST Transit Facility -- $70,000 $648,000

$258,000

EXPLANATION

(1) There are no costs associated with this alternative.

(2) Costs estimates for this alternative are provided in Appendix A.

(3) Costs estimates for this alternative (a) are provided in Appendix A, and (b) do not include costs for additional risk management
measures that may be required after remediation is completed and MEC risks are reevaluated.
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