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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY, REGION I 
5 Post Office Square, Suite 100 

March 21,2011 

Brian J. Helland, P.E. 
BRAC Program Management Office NE 
4911 South Broad Street 
Philadelphia, P A 19112-1303 

Boston, MA 02109-3912 

Re: Draft Final Remedial Action Completion Report for Area of Concern 55C 

Dear Mr. Helland: 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Draft Final Remedial Action Completion Report for 
Area of Concern 55e at the Naval Air Station South Weymouth dated March 2011. The document 
presents the results and the documentation for the removal action completed at the subject site. All 
of Navy's responses to EPA's comments have been incorporated into the draft final RACR. The 
post-excavation survey and as-built drawings have not yet been completed but will be included in 
the Final RACR according to Navy. Detailed comments are provided in Attachment A. 

I look forward working with you and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection to 
select a final remedy for Area of Concern 55C. Please do not hesitate to contact me at (617) 918-
1385 should you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

(~ 
J ~'\v \, ~ ) 

Kymb,erlee Keckler, Remedial Project Manager 
Federal Facilities Superfund Section 

Attachment 

cc: Dave Barney, USN, South Weymouth, MA 
Dave Chaffin, MADEP, Boston, MA 
Kevin Donovan, SSTTDC, South Weymouth, MA 
Phoebe Call, TTNUS, Wilmington, MA 



ATTACHMENT A . 

.. Conunent· 

", . - \" . . . 
p. 3~5, §J.2,9 The se~ondsentencejn the parti~lparagraphat the top ofthe pageis not correct~ 

.. olll),one location had an illitial excavation depth greater than 2.0 feet (i. e., sample 

p.3.,5, §3.3 

p.4.,3, §4,6 

locatipn fLR.,02$). Pleasecorrect. ... .. . 

Please corre.ctthese.condlastparagraph toread:'~~., the organic criteria for the 
prQject~dthereforewas sehicted." 

.. Tp.ere are two areas in Figure 3· denoted as deeperex¢avations;· therefore,please 
revise the textin the fjrstsentence tpreference Grid023IFLR,·O~3.AI~orevi~ethe . 
text in this paragraph to better explain that the second <leeper plal11ledexcllvatiQn ~as 
lpcated within Gtid021· and that the excavation depth requirelllent Wll$ satisfje~l by a 
senes of two. sequential excavations to a tot.'ll depth of3.5to 4.0fe~t p~s. 

p. 4·A, §4JOPlease correctthel'~ference in thefi,~stsentencefrmn Gri~ 022toqridOfl tobe . 

Table 2 

.. COl1:sistent wjth the changes made in the· other ~ubsecti9W;· of Section 4~ O. Delete the 
C()nuna followingthissentel1ce. Edit the depth reference in. the secolld·sentence to 
3.5to 4.0 feet to be consistent withearlietdescriptions·.· . 

This table isnotc~nsistentwith the textill Section 3.2.3. 
. . . 

a) Samples M89218;.lthrough M89218-5 are all said to have qeen collected on 
February 8, 2010 but tb.etext stl;ltestha;ftwo sarnples were" collected in situ before 
e](:cavation and two samples were collected from the soil stockpiles after completion 
()f50%ofth~ excavation work~ Four additional samples from soil stockpiles ""ery 
9611ectedafter ili,eexcavati01:l was substa,ntiaVycomp~ete (FegllHlry19, 2010 p~r tij.e 
t(j,ble;however,· S.ectioli4.0 indicates tliatsamples withe~cee4WJces were excavated 
from late Fepruary undl mi9-April which appe'lrs to cOIJ.tradictthe"$ubstantially 
cOlllplete;' excavation condition). Also, thereisnoinfQrtnatiol1in tlwRACRt9. j • 

. correlateSatnpleresuits witlit4eirrespectiveS;:t1llples (i, e., itt situ;· 50%excavCitjol,1, 
·100% excavatiori).Pleaseedit~the text an(,i table 'to r¢s()lvethesecRncernsand .. 
provide proper identification·for t~e waste characteri;zatiort samples;. . 

b) The list of analytespresentedin Section3 .2.3 is not col1sistent with the anal ytes 
licstedfor eachsampleinTable 2. It appears that some ofthedata hCiS inadvertently 
1;>etmom.itted from some orall Qfthe sainples. . 

. '. ." -.' . .-- .. - .. 

. c) Based onthediscussi()l1 inSectiou3.2.3it is assumedthatsil.ffiple'sM89218-1 and 

.. M89218~lA arenotrelated. Sample M89218-1A appears to betheTCLP sample ' . 
. referred, toinSection3.2.3. Pleaseconfirrn. .... . 

. d) It is not apparent why theanalytelist fotM89218-1· is so short; that does not 
appear to be consistent with the text in Section 3.2.3. 

'\ . . '. . 

e) It is not apparent whatsamplesM89404-1 through M89404-3relatet(). Thetext 
in Section 3 ,2.3 doesnot referto any group ofthree samples.' Alsotheanalytelist 

i 



. ·Figur~ 3 

for these samples appears incomplete. Please clarify the context for these samples. 

f)Ifthe tablenotes are.meant torefer to thequaliflercolumn0fthetable, the case o. f 
the letters. should be made consis,tent with the case used in the notes .. Also, it appears 
. that notes q and chave not been u~ed and should be deleted ... 

.. . .. 

•. This revised fiWeshows. "Location. ofExjsting Mound" in the center of the vemal 
. pool. This feature isnotshowninFigure 2, the ~xistingconditions plan; Is this note 
intended tome'ln thatthe tnoUl1dwllS created duritigthe reIlJ,8Yalaction aug now 
cuqelltJy exists, whereas it did not exist prior to the removal action? Pleasec.larifY .. 

. " . . .. .. - .. :." . . . '. 


