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COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF ENERGY & ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
ONE WINTER STREET, BOSTON, MA 02108 617-292-5500 

DEVALL. pATRICK 
Governor 

TIMOTHY P. MURRAY 
Lieutenant Gover.nor 

Mr. Brian Helland, RPM 
BRAe PMO, Northeast 
4911 South Broad Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19112-1303 

Dear Mr. Helland: 

Re: Draft Feasibility Stu~y Report 
Building 82 Site 
Former S'outh Weymouth NAS 
RTN No. 4-3002621 ' 
October 16, 2009 

IAN A. BOWLES 
Secretary 

LAURIE BURT 
Commissioner 

The Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection (MassDEP), Bureau of Waste Site 
Cleanup,' reviewed the draft Feasibility Study Report for Building 82, Naval Air Station South 
Weymouth":Weymouth,,Massachusetts, dated September 2009. Comments are attached. 

If you hti~~any:qll~s~ions:~bout the comments, I can be reached at 617-348-4005. 

Sincerely, 

0,~~ 
David. Chaffin 
Federal Facilities Project Ma~ager 
Bureau of Waste) Site Cleanup 

cc: D. Barney, USN-So Weymouth 
: ;K.,Kecklet U:SEPA " '. ;. 
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,; , " , MASsDEPCOMMENTS ON 
• ',~' ; ',' . ~ 'J , .. < , ,.' < ~. • 

iDRAFTFE~SlQJLIl'YSTUDY;REPORTf ' !': 
BUIUDING:82'SITE ~;',i',; i't' '" 

FORMERSOUTH:WEYMOtJTH NAVALAiR'STATION(R~N'4-3002621r' 
OCTOBER 16, 2009 ',iI "d" ," 

1.~,eftiori , t.3.J :'i\s', expl~ined 'in. ;con1fil~htsd¥·' the' rein~ai'alll1;VestigatibI1 'report, 'th~:resliIts 
, from the refuedial" investigation inarc~t~<" tne' ,pr~s~nce , of s~veialadditi6n~I',' contamihiint 
release areas in the Building 82 stud)i'~t~rt (refbrtd Commentl attacftetlt6 tHe Sepidriber25, 
2,009 letter),. Jhy,sv !releas~~; ~h9uld ~e ~4enti.fl,~d a1}d ~~gre~s,ed,in t~e, fea/)iJ:>ility, stllcly, r~port. 

• • . - - ., - . -, i ' '. ; _, _,' ~ . .,:; .' " • - " .': , t • '.' - ~,._ . .,...", . ,.' _ ;'. ,;' .: 1 

2. 'Sie~ti6Iii2.2.r:M~§sO;EP doei{l1ot';'agteewiththe ddiicftisib~ ~hat;"ther(.dSrioabtion~DI~ risk 
for any of the contaminants in the soil": (1)' cancer ,risks attributable to soil expostin~'a:l()he 
~xc~e;ded"the,,~tateG'\ncer-ris1,< thre~p.oh;L[1 ,x 10-s',310,CMR 40,.099;3(6)1 in several of the 
sc~~a~i'ose~&\\mt~4:4w:il1gthe rem~diCll. investlg~tj()l1' , (2)' t,he thag~itud~an4'e*tent of soil 
contamination' 'wa~no't' , fully chatact~~ized "dudng~the I, remedi~l,' investigation' '(t'efer' to, 
Comment 4 attached to MassDEP's December 5, 2007 letter and'the Navy's subsequent 
response), and (3) the risks attributable to contamination below a depth of8 feet, where the 
soil samples, with the highest contaminant concentrations were collected, were not 
determined during the remedial"investigation (refer to Comment 6 attached, to MassDEP's 
December 5, 2007 letter and the Navy's subsequent response). These results and 
circumstances indicate that further action is necessary to either: (1) demonstrate that soil 
remediation is not necessary (e.g., conduct a focused characterization of the magnitude and 
extent of soil contamination at each of the known release areas and fully assess, the associated 

.,risks), or (2) include actions in the feasibility study that would eliminate unacceptable risks 
by remediating contaminated soil (e.g., refer to Comlllent 4 attached to MassDEP's 
December 5, 2007 letter). 

3. Section 2.2.2: The conclusion that "there was no actionable risk" associated with the finding 
that the chlorinated solvent 1,1,I-trichloroethane (1,1,I-TCA) is present in groundwater at a 
concentration exceeding the associated state and federal Maximum Contaminant Level 
(MCL) is inconsistent with the detetmihation thatstate'a:nd federal drinking water standards 
are chemical-specific ARARs for the Building 82 remedy (Section 2.4.2). The application of 
these standards to a remedial action is not contingent on the degree of risk contributed by the 
chemicals for which the standards have been established. The exceedances alone are 
sufficient (refer to USEPA's JUI?e 26, 2009 Memorandum "Summary of Key Existing 
CERCLA Policies for Groundwater Restoration"). Consequently, to satisfy these ARARs, 
the remedy should reduce concentrations of 1,1,1-TCA and all other site-attributable 
chemicals to below state and federal MCLs. 

4. Section 2.4.1: Appendix A does not appear to include the HHRA calculations cited here. 

5. Sections 4.2.2 and 42.3: Water level measurements obtained during the RI indicate th,at 
shallow groundwater in the vicinity of' most of the injection points proposed under 

1 



Alternatives G-2 and G-3 (Figures4'-l and'4~2) dischargestothe two 42-inch storm sewers 
located immediately westofhIhllg'cir 2' (referio'Pigure 1.:'8). ~Consequehtly, the report should 
describe the measures that would tal\eJiJo :ensW'~:t,hat A#~rnatives G-2 and G-3 would not 
dischar~r; .qX(~fl;1).t.)il1J.d .: Jed\lci~g taddit~y€s,to ,tlJ.e storm sew~~s ap4.~dyer~ely jrnpact 
downstream surface water. ' , 

" " 
6. Tables 2-1, 4-1, 4-4, and 4-7: The state chemical-specific ARARs should include 310 CMR 

., 4,q .0993( 6)" ,'rVhi,c~~p~c~fte~ t!~elst~tecmntllati,;,e~~9~r, ri~k, Jimit. ;\ ~~){ce~,~ lifetim7., can~~r 
,risk.,eq,!:aJ ~to l,~ .,lO~)l ~n1. 3,14.GMR .1:09,M~ss:~~pU~ytts .. S,~f~~e \Vater Qu~Fty~t,~ndards 
(potentlallyapplIcapieJosMrface wate~n). nearby dltches). .! 

. -,' : '. '. ~' .' , ~ . . . . .. ( " . ~ : 4".'; :', f " • ' , 

7, ' tables2~f4;.2,;4::5, and 4-8: The '~tatei6catidh-spedfic ARA:Rssh6Uldiri~lude3rd CMR 
, ,10. OQ" )v1assllchusetts Wetlan<;l £mtectiQn Actt:~gulatiQns, (potentially appl~cable tQ, nearpy 
~~h~~~d~).,' ",',;':(,.":,".')'>". " ,"~'. ,',: ";',',:",,',;, ',"'(1' 

8. Tab,les '7~6,,4-3, ~n(,14~6: 'The s~ate'a6tion-:specific iARAR§shoald inclftde 310CMR46:0040, 
whi.?h pro~id~~'requiremelli~/of, acti~i1~,1~v91"ing't~e ilijectionpfrem'edialaa~itfve~l:'·'l.'c 
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