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SECTION A: FIELD INSPECTION

YTC LUC MONITORING CHECKLIST

Site Date of Inspection Questions Answer
Former Pesticide Handling Area . Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes / @
(SWMU 5) qls / \9
Former ASP Burn Pits Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes /
(SWMU 27) Any obvious recent construction/excavation in site boundary? Yes /
1969 — 1994 Landfill Any residential land use within landfill boundary? Yes / N9
(SWMU 51) Any obvious recent construction/excavation within landfill? Yes / (N3
1954 — 1968 Landfill/Burn Pits Any residential land use within landfill boundary? Yes / m
(SWMU 57) Any obvious recent construction/excavation within landfill? Yes / N9
Former Fire Training Pit Any apparent new drinking water wells within site boundary? Yes / @
(SWMU 59)
Building 218 Has Building 218 been removed? Yes / @
(AOCT7) ~
Building 301 Former UST Site Has Building 301 been removed? Yes / @
(AOC 14)
TVR/Old MATES Any apparent new drinking water wells within 1,000 feet of site boundary? Yes / @
™ N
Has Building 843 been removed? Yes / (No)
Centralized Fueling Point 5 Has hard stand been removed? . ‘ Yes / QR
Any obvious excavation within boundaries of the hard stand? Yes / (N9
SECTION B: INTERVIEWS
Position Name Date of Interview Question Answer
JBLM PW GIS _ . _ Are you still storing the LUC data layer in GIS? Ygﬁ / No
Lab ortsa Bansin | V27101 Is the LUC data layer still available to GIS users? {es / No
YICPWGIS  |Dayic Their\ 272 /\4 Do you still have the LUC data layer in GIS? &S / No
JBLM Master . . - Do you still have access to the LUC data when you need it? s / No
nt Bozidd 11 /22 /X b <
Planner Vina A Are you still using the LUC data for a Master Plan overlay? / No
Any plans for future residential use at YTC? §e3 / No
Any plans for property conveyance in YIC Cantonment Area? ¥ / No
YTC Natural P Wi Do you still have access to LUC data when you need it? s / No
S50 W (& .
Resources e ! (2’657 t Are you still using the LUC data as an environmental review overlay? &es / No
Program Mgr Any plans to take down Buildings 218, 301, or 843? Yes /Ny
YTC Staff N fmm Do you still have access to the LUC data when you need it? %s / No
. 1 WA ! 10
Engineer 6‘ an Ll?M"f.Vch, /2 7/ Are you still aware that relevant LUC data needs to (be added/remain) in future SWSMP updates? s / No
Any plans for new drinking water wells in Cantonment Water System? Yes /! @})
Any plans for property conveyance in YI'C Cantonment Area? Yes /A\Ng




YTC LUC MONITORING CHECKLIST

Position Name Date of Interview Question Answer
YTC Cultural _ ; Do you still have access to the LUC data when you need it? es)/ No
Resources PM ‘ P-Gf‘da_{ ’ KD"TZ l \Z / (6] / 10\ Are you still using the LUC data for a digging permit overlay?

Additional |
|Repbrtn;
Lflhaﬁées toLUC

echamisms |

SECTION C: CERTIFICATION

Based on this monitoring, LUC mechanisms appear to be working and achieving LUC objectives.

/%szm @ﬁww// Honngh Deans \/27F/20

Signature Print Name Date

SECTION D: COMMENTS
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SECTION A: FIELD INSPECTION

JBLM CERCLA
LUC MONITORING CHECKLIST

Site

Tnspection Date

Questions

Logistics Center

‘Any residential land use within Landfill 2 or within the 40 pg/L trichloroethylene groundwater contour?

|Any obvious recent construction/excavation within Landfill 2?

Groundwater Plume (west

i i / Z | / \Oj /Any obvious recent training activities within Landfill 2? Yes /No
Does the Landfill 2 boundary fence and/or signs need maintenance? @s}/ No
\Any new drinking water wells planned at or within 1,000 feet of the site? Yes /(NE)
Landfill 4 (Lewis) |Any residential land use within landfill boundary? Yes/ @
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within landfill boundary? Yes / @
'Any obvious recent digging, bivouacking, or off-road maneuvering in landfill? ¢ Y@ /No
IAny new drinking water wells planned within 1,000 feet of the site? Yes/ Q\@
SRCPP 'Any new drinking water wells planned at or within 1,000 feet of the site? Yes/ @
Battery Acid Pit ‘Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes /{No)
|Any obvious recent constriction/excavation within site boundary? Yes/ (ﬁ@
Does asphalt cap need maintenance? Yes/ @
DRMO Yard Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes /No
Micit PCB Dump Site |Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ 1&0}
|Any obvious recent construction/excavation within site boundary? Yes/ m
lAny obvious recent training activities within site boundary? Yes/ N&’
Does boundary fence and/or signs need maintenance? Yes/ E
Does clay cap need maintenance? Yes /! {I}_@
[WTP Site \Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ N\:§
Landfill 1 (Lewis) IAny residential land use within landfill boundary? Yes/ {[ﬁ@
lAny obvious recent construction/excavation within landfill? Yes /No
IAny new drinking water wells planned within 1,000 feet of the site? Yes/ @c})
Pesticide Rinse Area |Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes @
McChord Field: |Any residential land use within landfill boundary? Yes/
Landfills 4, 5, 6, |Any obvious recent construction/excavation within landfill boundary? Yes/ Q\I
pod 7 IAny new drinking water wells planned within 1,000 feet of the site? Yes/
McChord Field: \Any residential land use within landfill boundary? Yes/ @
Landfills OT-26 and IAnty obvious recent construction/excavation within landfill boundary? Yes /(K0)
OT-39 IAny new drinking water wells planned within 1,000 feet of the site? Yes/ @
|Area D/AGLT \Anry new drinking water wells planned within the plume boundary? Yes /NG

Site Summary Sl

of McChord Landfill 5)

" |Any commients? (Comments are required for all Yes answers an any No' answers requmn add1t10n
- explanation;) If yes, detail in Section D, Comments ' o S




JBLM CERCLA

- LUC MONITORING CHECKLIST

SECTION B: INTERVIEWS
o e Date of .
Position Name Interview Questions Answer
PW GIS Lab e Are you still storing the LUC data layer in GIS? ¥es\/ No
£ ~ ’} & i
TRresn g"“ﬂn 26714 Is the LUC data layer still available to GIS users? el / No
Master Planner Yiniary Bozicde /22 / 14 Do you still have access to the LUC data when you need it? @s /No
' Are you still using the LUC data for a Master Plan overlay? @ /No
NEPA Program {_‘gﬁ S vam/ L [2'2)/ i @\ Do you still have access to the LUC data when you need it? {g% /No
Manager } Are you still using the LUC data as an environmental review overlay? Leé /No
Are training LUCs still included on the Environmental Coordination Map? {Y,ﬁ‘g /No
Are you still using the LUC data for a digging permit overlay? j‘;eg/ No
Cultural Resources Donnn Tw’ﬂf? audh \' } l 0 i 20 Do you sti?l ha\fe access to the LUC dat?. w.hen you 1-1eed it? (X};g/ No
PM < Are you still using the LUC data for a digging permit overlay? Xed / No
Range Operations i~ . Are you still using the Environmental Coordination Map as primary tool for implementing Yed / No
’i 9*%’0{& Neoon | 12/4 / (4 environmental LUCs under FLR 350-30? Q/
Water Systems Do you still have access to the LUC data when you need it? / No
™
Manager Yannide {Z.@‘\ols/\ \ / 3/ do Are WSP LUCs going to (be added/remain) in future WSP updates? @/ No
Any plans for new drinking water wells in JBLM Cantonment Area Water System? Yes /
Lakewood Water . Any plans for new drinking water wells in JBLM Cantonment Area Water System? Yes /{No)
uality Dept. SHPEY i g
Quality Dep D@f\ gmi'\k,j ‘ / 9\?3 / Q:D Any existing drinking water wells within Tillicum besides Well A-1? Yes (K
Any plans for new drinking water wells within Tillicum? Yes { N
‘Additional ' Any commients or additional reporting? (See msuructlons for reqmred comments ) I yes, Yes @
Reporting detail in Section D, Comments: ' A
Changes to LUC -Any changes noted with how LUC mechanisms are executed? Ifyes detail in Section D, Yes @

Mechanisms

Comment&




JBLM CERCLA
LUC MONITORING CHECKLIST
SECTION C: CERTIFICATION
Based on this monitoring, LUC mechanisms appear to be working and achieving LUC objectives.

/ éé%{a/ﬂv @ﬁi/ru/;;/ \/27 /20
Signature Date

SECTION D: COMMENTS

% Erom  £r0ld :c\sgzzc’rrov, 2

- Tree Fllen on soudhwest Qoctton of LeA 48%%\0)

" S of offiopd yehiele uR o LeU. DPW worlting, wiin JBLM tp on/Houle impack.

- Al Dudd i and oscocial€d USTe  localedh in 4w "D Blok" sn Lewis Nocth have ban wmoved.




SECTION A: FIELD INSPECTION

JBLM AGREED ORDER
LUC MONITORING CHECKLIST

Site

Date of Inspection

Questions

Answer

[Former Miller Hill
Ranges (AOC 4-2.2)

Nz

| Any residential land use within site boundary?

Yes /@

| Any obvious recent construction/excavation within site boundary?

Yes/@

Any obvious recent training activities within site boundary?

Yes /(N

Do boundary fences and/or signs need maintenance?

Yes /@

Any obvious recent digging, bivouacking, or off-road maneuvering within the site boundary?

Yes /@

Bldg. 4131 UST
(AOC 8-2)

|Any residential land use within site boundary?

Yes/@

IAny new drinking water wells planned at or within 1,000 feet of the site?

Yes/ @
T

Bldg. 5101 UST

Any residential land use within site boundary?

Yes

(AOC 9-4) Has building been demolished so that remediation is feasible? Yes/ @
Military Motorpool "
Bldg. 5115 UST |Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes /@
(AOC 8-3)

Rainier Inn

Bldg. A0111 UST Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes /Q(Ié};
(AOC 8-4) [Has building been demolished so that remediation is feasible? Yes /@
Chemical Battalion

Former Bldg. A1033
[UST (AOC 9-2)
Domino’s/America’s

[ Any residential land use within site boundary?

Yes /fl\q'%

[Has building been demolished so that remediation is feasible?

Yes /

|Any new drinking water wells planned at or within 1,000 feet of the site?

Yes /@

Credit Union Bank

Gray Army Airfield Fuel | Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes / (1149
Facility (AOC 10-8)

Landfill 9 (SWMU-40) Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes /{9

|Any obvious recent construction/excavation within 1,000 feet of the site boundary?

| Any new drinking water wells planned within 1,000 feet of the site?

Yes/ éﬂo?
Yes ANg

Do boundary fences and/or signs need maintenance?

Yes/ N(;)

| Any obvious recent digging, bivouacking, or off-road maneuvering within the site boundary?

Yes /@

Site Summary

Any comments? (Comments are required for all Yes answers and any No-answers requmng add1t1ona1

explanation.) If yes, detail in Section D, Comments.

Yes/I@




JBLM AGREED ORDER
LUC MONITORING CHECKLIST

SECTION B: INTERVIEWS
.s Date of .
Position Name Interview Questions z}nswer
PW GIS Lab Toresr, Honggin (2 J\Gj1& | Are youstill storing the LUC data layer in GIS? (Yes /No
Is the LUC data layer still available to GIS users? @/ No
Master Planner Vindind Bozile Wz [ 14 Do you still have access to the LUC data when you need it? €5 / No
Are you still using the LUC data for a Master Plan overlay? Yes/No
NEPA Program Lanniy 'f‘)/["z"é/n(“ 9 | Do you still have access to the LUC data when you need it? @S /No
Ches B
Manager Are you still using the LUC data as environmental review overlay? @s /No
Are training LUC:s still included on the Environmental Coordination Map? @ /No
Are you still using the LUC data for a digging permit overlay? {yed/ No
Cultural Resources - : Do you still have access to the LUC data when you need it? @ /No
PM DD"\M\ \%\(f\\ﬁﬁﬂé\ \ l \(0 / Q—O Are you still using the LUC data for a digging permit overlay? @ /No
Range Operations i TN ; Are you still using the Environmental Coordination Map as primary tool for implementing es’/ No
Harolol Ne\son | /4/14 | cavironmental LUCS under FLR 350-30? g
Water Systems . Do you still have access to the LUC data when you need it? &5 /No
Manager Yﬂ\'\\'\t’d/- @endu( 1 / (20 Are WSP LUCs going to (be added/remain) in future WSP updates? K&/ No
Are there any plans for new drinking water wells in JBLM Cantonment Area Water System? %s /NO) .
Additional | Any comments or additional reporting? (See'msu'uctmns for requlred comment' )Ifyes; ' {
Reporting- - -~~~ rjdetaﬂ in Section D, Comments. ' : .
Changes to LUC: 2o Any changes noted wrnh how LUC mechamsms are executed”' If yes detaﬂ in Sect10n D" '
Mechanisms - | Comments: . ’ . F Fe = =




JBLM AGREED ORDER

LUC MONITORING CHECKLIST
SECTION C: CERTIFICATION

Based on this monitoring, LUC mechanisms appear to be working and achieving LUC objectives.

/41//0{,4444 Douuir \/2?/20

Signature Date

SECTION D: COMMENTS




SECTION A: FIELD INSPECTION

MCCHORD OTHER NON-CERCLA
LUC MONITORING CHECKLIST

Site

Date of Inspection

Questions

McChord IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ Ncﬁ
Landfills 1 and 2 | i / A / 4 IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within site boundary? Yes /(Ko
|Any new drinking water wells planned within 1,000 feet of the site? Yes /Ng
McChord IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes / /(3
Landfills 10, 13, 14, and Any obvious recent construction/excavation within site boundary? Yes /No
22 |Any new drinking water wells planned within 1,000 feet of the site? Yes/ @
IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ @
McChord lAny obvious recent construction/excavation within site boundary? Yes (I/\I/T
Landfills 19 and 20 ‘
IAny new drinking water wells planned within 1,000 feet of the site? Yes/ @@
|Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes /No
(Sé:)é]_l?’ii)te 34 IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within site boundary? Yes/ @
IAny evidence of groundwater use? Yes/ @
(sé) él_l ;&% 34N IAny evidence of groundwater use? Yes /®
Motor Pool Spill IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ @
(S5-38) Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes / @
POL Spill/Disposal IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ ‘iﬁ\o\;
(SS-40) /Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes / @-
'Waste Pit 44 IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ @
(WP-44) IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ @
Surface Spill Area IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ @
(SS-55) IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes /@
Leach Pits at WTA Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes/
(SD-54) \Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ %
'WTA Spill Area IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ @o}
(DP-60) IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ @
Building 841 ¥ IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ @c}

IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary?

Yes /@

Site Summary-

< |Any comments? (Comments are requlred for all Yes ,ans
. [ifyes, detail in Section D, Comments. =~

£s and any No answers requiring additional explanation.)

Y S/ @




MCCHORD OTHER NON-CERCLA

LUC MONITORING CHECKLIST

SECTION B: INTERVIEWS

Position Name Illl)t:‘ii?:;v Questions Answer
PW GIS Lab oA H andin 0 / 10 /‘ | G} Are you still storing the LUC data layer in GIS? Yes /No
‘ Is the LUC data layer still available to GIS users? Yes /No
Master Planner y !m&{sﬂ Boz i /iz/ 50{ Do you still have access to the LUC data when you need it? @(es\ /No
Are you still using the LUC data for a Master Plan overlay? @@s /No
For any approved excavations in B-Range, have all workers had UXO training? (Yes / No
For any approved excavations in B-Range, have any approved excavation included an @s) /No

emergency response plan for encountering UXO0?
NEPA Program C,Wig }‘2 Al | 12/23/ 19 | Do you still have access to LUC data when you need it? Y’/ No
Manager Are you still using the LUC data as an environmental review overlay? g’ /No
Are training LUC:s still included on the Environmental Coordination Map? &ed / No
Are you still using the LUC data for a digging permit overlay? Les / No

Cultural Resources
PM

Qonna Turmipad

/l/20

Do you still have access to the LUC data when you need it?

@/No

Are you still using the LUC data for a digging permit overlay?

@/No

Range Operations | y ; Are you still using the Environmental Coordination Map as primary tool for implementin, €ef/ No
ge O Pogdd Nebson [ 12/4 /14 enironmental LUCs under FLR 350-307 R i ®
Water Systems Do you still have access to the LUC data when you need it? (YES /No
Manager \IAV\(.\[ cle " &MK ] / 5 / 20 Are WSP LUCs going to (be added/remain) in future WSP updates? ek / No
Are there any plans for new drinking water wells in JBLM Cantonment Area Water System? Yes /(N’a
Additional Any comments or additional reportmg‘? (See mstrucnons for requlred comments.) Ifyes ) Yes @
Reporting - detail in Section D, Comments. ' o
Changes to LUC “ | Any changes noted Wlth how LUC mechamsms are executed? If yes detaﬂ n Sect1on D e Yes:@d -

Mechanisms

1+ Comments;-




MCCHORD OTHER NON-CERCLA
LUC MONITORING CHECKLIST
SECTION C: CERTIFICATION
Based on this monitoring, LUC mechanisms appear to be working and achieving LUC objectives.

Pt Do |/27/20

Signature Date

SECTION D: COMMENTS




SECTION A: FIELD INSPECTION

JBLM INDEPENDENT
LUC MONITORING CHECKLIST

Site

Date of Inspection

Questions

Lewis-North B-Range

214

area/Munitions Response Site 2)?

\Any residential land use within site boundary (Industrial and Troop area only/former North Fort Lewis cantonment

IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within site boundaries?

Has the Housing Contractor notified residents of UXO and chemical agent hazards?

Building (Bldg.) 2162 IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes (K
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes 4 0
Bldg. 2202 Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes @
Bldg. 2609 IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes / l\fov
‘Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes @
Bldg. 2610 IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ @
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes /@
Bldg. 03075 ‘Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes /@
|Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes /@
Bldg. 3152 Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes %
/Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes {Ng
Bldg. 3292 |Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes / @
\Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes /§0Y
Bldg. 03945 IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes @
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ @
Bldg. 4043 |Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes / @
lAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes /(NQ
Bldg. 4170 IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes/
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes /(I’\I&
Bldg. 6071 |Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ @
|Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ l%
Bldg. 9675 |Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes /(3
&Y Yes ANo

IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary?




JBLM INDEPENDENT
LUC MONITORING CHECKLIST

Site Date of Inspection Questions Answer
Bidg. 9785 [Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes
ﬁ j z l / ‘61 |Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ @
Bldg. B0910 [Any rosidential land use within site boundary? Yes /1o
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes /o
Bldg. B0912 \Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes / @9\}
\Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/
Bldg. C0204 \Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ (Qg\)
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ @
Bldg. C0214 Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ iNf(D
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ @
Bldg. C1008 IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ @
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ %
Bldg. D0219 IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ :
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/No)
Bldg. D0303 |Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ ﬁ?))
\Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes /Yo
Bldg. D0312 Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ @
|Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ @
Bldg. D0334 /Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes /@
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes / @9
Bldg. D0406 IAny residential land use residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ @
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes /®
Bldg. D0410 IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ &?))
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ @
Bldg. D0412 IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes (R,

|Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary?

Yes @

Bldg. D0432

IAny residential land use within site boundary?

IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary?

Yes /%
Yes /(NO

Bldg. D0434 IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ @
Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes /(’17\1’6‘L

Bldg. D0534 /Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ m
\Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ ﬁ\

Bldg. D0622 |Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes/No

/Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary?

Yes /@

@



JBLM INDEPENDENT
LUC MONITORING CHECKLIST

Site

Date of Inspection Questions Answer
Bldg. D0630 , |Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes A9
n / 'Z" / ‘ ai |Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes
Bldg. D0634 \Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ (ﬁ‘&
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ @%
Bldg. DO703 \Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes /Koy
|Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes /@é
Bldg. D0727 \Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes /Ko
\Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ ﬁb\
Bldg. D0803 IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ ﬁg_‘j
|IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ @3
Bldg. D0310 |Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ ﬁg_
|Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes / ﬁo\
Bldg. D0822 IAny residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ @
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ @
Bldg. D0827 Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes / Ko}
Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes / Koy
Bldg. D0833 \Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes / N§\,
/Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes / lj@_
Bldg. D0834 \Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes / @
|Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ I@d}
Bldg. D0920 |Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ ﬁg)
lAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ ﬁ)\
Bldg. D0932 |Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes/ §§)
lAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ ﬁg‘)
Bldg. D0933 \Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes iR
|Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ ?@‘
Bldg. D0951 |Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes /K&
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes/ ﬁé
Bldg. D1002 \Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes/
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes [N
Bldg. D1006 ) Any residential land use within site boundary? Yes /®
h \Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary? Yes ®

@




JBLM INDEPENDENT
LUC MONITORING CHECKLIST

Site Date of Inspection Questions
Bldg. D1102 ; . IAny residential land use within site boundary?
\ / Z\ / ‘ C‘ lAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary?
Bldg. D1107 ‘ /Any residential land use within site boundary?
lAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary?
Bldg. D1108 Any residential land use within site boundary?
'Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary?
Bldg. D1132 IAny residential land use within site boundary?
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary?
Bldg. D1135 Any residential land use within site boundary?
|Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary?
Bldg. D1152 |Any residential land use within site boundary?
|Any obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary?
Bldg. D1156 " |Any residential land use within site boundary?
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary?
Bldg. T6195 \Any residential land use within site boundary?
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary?
Bldg. T6228 IAny residential land use within site boundary?
IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary?
Landfill 3, 5,7, 8, 11b, - |Any residential land use within site boundary?
and Park Marsh Landfill v IAny obvious recent construction/excavation within the site boundary?
\Any obvious recent digging, bivouacking, or off-road maneuvering within the site boundary?
\Any new drinking water wells planned within 1,000 feet of the site?
Site Summary T e ~{Any comments? (Comments are requlred for alIiYes answers and any No answers. requmng add1t10na1 explanatmn)
‘ ‘ — [Ifyes; detail in Section'D, ‘Comments. - . ey L « ;




JBLM INDEPENDENT
LUC MONITORING CHECKLIST

SECTION B: INTERVIEWS
Position Name Illl)tz:"ii(:aiv‘v Questions Answer
PW GIS Lab —_ . wm i Are you still storing the LUC data layer in GIS? @ /No
% LeSn g"’ﬁ&"%{h ‘?’ 5( i Y ii ‘EC"! Is the LUC data layer still available to GIS users? &Zeg /No
Master Planner vV MW\, Pozitie | U ’;’27/ /19 Do you still have access to the LUC data when you need it? ey /No
’ Are you still using the LUC data for a Master Plan overlay? & s /No
For any approved excavations in B-Range, have all workers had UXO training? @e% /No
For any approved excavations in B-Range, Have any approved excavation included an emergency @ /No
response plan for encountering UXO0?
NEPA Program {:’h(“’— < Q\Angﬂﬁ/ 12 [f]‘,”"j / \ G Do you still have access to the LUC data when you need it? @% / No
Manager ) Are you still using the LUC data as an environmental review overlay? @ /No
Are training LUCs still included on the Environmental Coordination Map? Q( 2@/ No
Are you still using the LUC data for a digging permit overlay? Y/es)/ No
Cultural Resources — Do you still have access to the LUC data when you need it? {?@s /No
PM QMM \ M{\mf(’%@& 1/ {G / Z@ Are you still using the LUC data for a digging permit overlay? /No
Range Operations i . ; Are you still using Environmental Coordination Map as primary tool for implementin eg/ No
geop Aarpld Nelson ‘7// Y / onvisonmental LUCs nmder FLR 350.30? i i ¢ &
Water Systems Do you still have access to LUC data when you need it? @Eﬁ/ No
Manager Y[}mﬂ d’. Qgr\du’( \II 5 / 20 Are WSP LUCs going to (be added/remain) in future WSP updates? (Ye;B/ No
Any plans for new drinking water wells in JBLM Cantonment Area Water System? Yes/ Q\‘Icp
Additional T~ | Any comments or additional reporting? (See instructions for required comments ) Ifyes o Ye@
Reporting B = “detail in Section D, Commients. : ~ : : e
Changes to LUC 1 | Any changes noted with How LUC mechamsms are executed‘7 If yes detall m  Section D, Yes/ @
Mechanisms : : ~<; | Comments. : :
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SECTION C: CERTIFICATION

Based on this monitoring, LUC mechanisms appear to be working and achieving LUC objectives.

Ut Qe /o790

Signature Date

SECTION D: COMMENTS
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