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January 31v 1995

Mr. Wayne Lee, Assietan_ Chief of s_aff
Environment and Safety
MCAS E1 Toro
P.0. Box 95001
Santa Aha, CA 92709

Dear Mr. Lee:

'EPA haB reviewed the "DrafC Engineering Evaluation/,'Cost
Analysis, Site 13,"prepared for Xarine Corps Air scanlon, E1
Toro, Cal££ornia, both dated December 1994. PleaBe ad,teas the
enclosed c_-_ents (Enclosure A and B). If you have any
questions, I can be reached a: (415) 744-2389.

Sincerely,

,
Rened_al Pro_ect Xanaqer
Federal Facilitie; Cleanup Office

Enclosures

cc: Kr.. JUan Jimenez, DTSC
Mr. Larry Vitale, RWQCB
Mr. Joseph JoyOev SW DIV
Mr. Andy Piszkin, SW DIV
Mr. DanCe Tedaldi, Bechtel
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w _ DRAFT !.'
XPA COMMENTS ON MCAS EL TORO

DRAFT ENGINEERING EVALUATION/COST ANALYSIS (EX/CA) REPORT

1) Table 2-1i Please clarify _hat the detection limits for
benzo(a)pyreno wall be reduaed with the confirmation
samples.

2) Page 2-12; The uae of CLEAN I Risk Based Criteria (RBC) is
unacceptable. .The rationals _or _hese numbers must be
included. Additionally, please clarify the disaussion
regarding goss:Line. The s4te contaninan_ should be sta_ed
,to be a waste oi_- first .and then other rationale can be
given as to why _he source for the TRPH is dif£tcult _o
identify.

3) Page 3-2; It is unacceptable 1:o state that "selected
sauples will be $uJmitted to an off-site laboratory." EPA
requires tha_a minimum of 10t of the samDles afc s_bmitted
to au_ off-sAte laboratory.

i

4) Pages 3-4, 3-5, 4-9; The indicator chemical selec=lon for t
selecting the extent of excavation should be based on !i
toxicity. TRPH is not _he most toxic of tAe contaminan=s _ !

present. Please clarify the intent of the following ] l
eta=anent: "If tAe relationship among c_enical :,
concentrations is f_xed in tAe sot1, as is the case with : !
PAH_ and petroleun hydrocarbons, then the 'conoen_rations of
all these chemicals would be reduced aB the concentrations
of the indicator them/Gal are reduced."

$) Page 4-3; Please discuss if a permit will be o_ained from
the Soutll CoaSt iAir Quality xanagamentDla_ic_ ($CA_MD).

6) Page 4-57 Are there provisions for storage if the treated
soil w£11 be used am cover material for one of the laAdffll?

7) Page 4-6; It is not aa_eptable to discuss the reduc=lon of
risk in _erms of "far lass."

8) Page 4-6; Please include a ffq_tr8 wi_h possible locations :_
for the "stock_ile area and the ._.hermal desorption uni=." i

9) _ Page 4-7; The regula_oz_ agencies would require su_nittal {
of a _ransportation plan for Alternative 2.

10) Page 4-13, Sec_cion 4.3.1; Discussion regarding the
effec_iveness of the bioremediation should be s_te specific.
It is stated T.ha_ there is a potential for in_erferenoe from

l
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DRAFT
other compounds, however, _his should bo discussed in _,
context with site data. _

i

h,l_lnrDlZ A

The ARAIts can be reduced if the oAatcals present at a site are
known. For exanple, '_Adl ARA_ por_a_nlnq _o PCBO and. pesticides
can be oui_tGt ii prior analyoes have been non-detec_ £or these

compounds.
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75Hawl_ml Street
San Fran_a_..o,GA e41o5._Ol

MEMORANDUM DRAFT
i,

TO: BONNIEARTHUR
REMEDIALPROJECTMANAGER
FEDERALFACILITIESCI.EANUPOFFICE

FROM: JEFFREYM. PAUU.,MS HYG,MPH,CIH
REGIONAl.ToxICOLOGIST _,
SUPERFUNDTECHNICALSUPPORTSECTION !

4
t'

DATE; JANUAP,Y 24, 199,5

SUB,JEt,r: 'ENGINEERINGEVALUATION/COSTANN.YSIS,SITE13,ELTORO,CALIFORNIA'

BACKGROUND ri
I:
_r

The8outhwestDivisionNavalFacilitiesEngineeringCommand(SWDIV)hascontractedwith _
Bechtel National Inc.to preparean EngineeringEvaluation/CostAnalysis (EF-./CA)for the ,;
former Oil Change Area (Site 13)at MadneCorl_ Air StationEl Toro, In acc,ordance with
USEPA and Navy guidance documents for non-time critical removal a_on under the
ComprehensiveEnvironmentalRssponse,Compensation,and LiabilityAct (CERCLA). The
current msmoranclum_ntains USEPARegionIX's commentson the Human HesJthRisk
Assessmentsec'donsof theEEJCA.

SCOPEOFREVIEW

We reviewedSection2.5, 'StreamlinedRiskEvaluation,"Section3.4, 'Appli_Joleor Relevant i

and AppropriateRequirements,'and 8eotion3.5, 'Removal ActionObjectives.' and related
data tables, as part of a comprehensiveEE/CAfor Site 13,dated December20, lgg4, and
prepared by Bechtel National Inc. (BNI), 401 West A Street, Suite 1000, San Diego,
CaUfomia,g2101. Thesesection8of thedocumentwerereviewedfor scientificanti tectlnical
andaO_roce, andfor conformancewith USEPARegionIX riskassessmentguidelines,policies,

duma.

We aJssumethat sampling of environmentalmeclla, analytical chemistry data. QA/QC "
procedures,and aueument ofcontaminationhavebeenpreviouslyexaminedby appropriate
USEPARegionIXand Cat/EPApersonnel.The documentwas reviewedfor sclentifi_content
only;minorgrammaticalortypographicalerrorsthat do not affectthe interpretationwere not
.noted. We requestthat futurechangesin thedocumentmadein responseto thesecomments
becleady Identified.

i
' !
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BONNIE ARTHUR PAGE 2

SUMMARY

We do not concur with the conclusionof the above-referenced report, that an aCcoptable
standardfor total recoverablepetroleumhydrocarbons('i'RPH)that can be left In place with
minimalrim from exposureisa soil concentrationof 1,ooorog/kg. Without spaclatlonof the

TRPH,there is nowayof identifyingthe chemicalconstituentsof the mixture,anclassessing i
their toxicities. Without this information it is not possible to define the true extent of
conta'nination,selectappropriatecleanup levels,or characterizethe degreeof residual risk
remainingfollowing remediation.

The seie_ed remedyby the NeW for Site 13,of conductinga removala_tion, wheresoil is
removeduntil the proposect1,000 rog/Kgcleanup level is met, is therefore not sufficiently
protective of human health and the environment, and further characterization of soil _.
contaminantsis required,as specifiedunderthe ComprehensiveEnvironmentalResponse, :

Colwens.ation,and LiabilityAct (CERCLA),_ amendedbythe 8uperfundAmendmentsand
Rea'athonzstionAct of 1986 (SARA)andthe N&tJonaiContingencyPlan.

SPECIFIC COMMENTS

HEALTHEFFEGTSASSOCIATEDWITHTHECHEMICALSOF,POTENTIALCONCERNANDTHE' }.
POTENTUU..THI_UTTOHUMANPOPULA'ilONS.ANDECOI-OalOnLRESOUI_CEt,SECT,_i2.5.2, P. [
2-11: We agree that me toxicologicalpropertie; for weatheredTRPH are unknown and
cannot be reliably predicted. This is preoLselythe reasonthat USEPA Region IX requires
speciatlon of TRPH, in orderto conauQtan appropriatetoxicttyassessment. Although the
TRPHdetected,,t Site 13hu remainedin thesi'tallow_il, Indicatingthepresenceof heavier
hydrocarbonssuch as dieselor waste oil, there have been well over200 constituents of
weatheredTRPH identifiedinsoil, includingbenzene,naphthalene,toluene,xylene,anclmany
othervOlatiles,end eemi-volatilas.

Without this infomlation,we cannot adequatelyassess human health risk. If toxicltles of
TRPHconstffuentsarehigh,cleaningupto a levelof 1,000ppm_,otalTRPHinsoil may'leave
unacceptably high residual risks to these contaminants In surface soils bordering the
proposed remecllationarea. Conversely,If toxicitias of TRPH constituents are Iow, the
boundsof the proposedremovalvolumeof soil maybe unnecessarilylarge.

8peciatlonand identificationof thechemicalcomponentsoftheTRPHpermitsa_ assessment
of the relativetoxicitiesof its constituents,andtheir mobility. Withthis informationit is then
[oossibleto characterizethe true extentof contamination,select amongappropriatecleanup
levels,and characterizethe clegreeof residualriskremainingfollowingremediation.

REMOVAl. ACTION OBdEGTIVES, SECTION 3.S, P. 3-4; We approve of the Risk-Based
Concentration(RBC)of 0.42 rog/kg8.1the proposedcleanupgoal for benzo(a)pyrene.This
value iscloseto the USEPARegionIX,PROof 0.81mg/kg,andtranslatesto a human health
riskless the 10'6, However,the reportedber_.o(a)pyreneconcentr&tlcnsas shown in Table
2-1areonly estimatedvalues. Sincedetectionlimitswere manytimes higher than the RBC

b'
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BONNIE ARTHUR PAGE 3

for benzo(a)pyrene, lt..is not possibleto precllcthow B(a)P concentrationswill vary with :,
removal of TRgH-contaminateclsoil, or whetherthey may be present in soils outside the
boundaryof the proposed removalvolume as well This is yet another reason.fora more
thoroughanalysisof soil contaminantsat Sitelg.

CONCLUSION

In selecting among possible remedialoptions,,we highly recommendedthat'the Navy first
conducta more thoroughenalygisof thesoil contaminantsat Site 13, ir_luding speciation of
the TRPH, With informationconcerningthe relativetoxicitiesof'itheTRPHconstituents,ancl
theirmobility,Jtwill then be possibleto characterizethe true extent of contamination,.better
definethe bounclsfor the proposedsoil removalvolume,select amongappropriatecleanup
levels, andcharacterizethe degreeof residualriskremainingfollowing remediation.

t

.cc: DougSteele,SectionChief
USEPARegionIXl SuperfundTechnicalSupportSection

Ill
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',__1_ UNITEDSTATESENVIRONMENTAl.PROTECTIONAGENCY
n_aoNIx

7SHawthorneStreet
San Francisco,CA 9410,%.3g01

O_'lO_Al. ADaMm qT.g_)

Mc. Wayne Lee _J'_'Y

Environment and Safety
MOAS E1 Toro
P,O. Box 95003.
santa AAa, CA 92?o9

Deax' Mr, Lee'

EPA hao reviewed the "Draft Data Management Plan" and the
"Draft RIS_ Assessment Workplan," prepared for Marine COFDS Air
Station, EL Toro, California, both dated NQVBmbBr 1994. Pla&Be
addreeB the encloeed oommentm (Enclosures A, B and C). ZPA will
not be issuing commenta on the "Dra£t Health and Safety Plan."
If you have any questions, I can be reached mt (415) 744-2389.

S:l.ncerely,

- Bonnie Arthur
Remedial Project Xanager
Zederal Facilities Cleanup O_fice

_lclomuros

co: Mr. _uan Jimmnez, DTSC
Mr. Larry Vitale, RWQCB
Mr. _oneph Joyae, sW DIV
MF. Jason Amllman, SW DIV
Mr. Dante Tedaldi, BeohCel

_O0/TO0_ 8 Dali YclH Sfl &T6T 'l't'/,, ;T_j, OW:VT 16/_;/T0
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Toz Bo ie A=thuz &

From: Roxy Barnett (TSS Regional Biologist]

81dD_oOtCt ILL Toro BooXog4a&X RiIOC hOoesemen_ (BRA) Woz_pLa_
lB -- II

aunnm_L t_WMmfZS

Z would recomnend a technical meeting to address the following
comments prior to finalization of T/larepo_c.

(1) Throughout =hi8 document there is to a continued reference to
=he CHM2HIll soreeninq ecological risk assessment document
(Pages 5-4 5.5.1 , 5-12 5.5.1.4, 5.5.2, 5-18 5.6.3 and 5-15
5.5.4). This document has not been formally reviewed, _herefore
assumptions made by CHH2HIll may not conaur with Region IX
performance standards. The discussions regarding _he receptor
selection and coca must be sita mpeoifio. Please reviBe after
discussions wi_/l Region IX Techniual Suppo_c Staff.

(2) The method8 used for the selection of receivers and COCa
wt_2_in the work plan are generic. The selection of receptors
should be approved by USEPA Region IX prior to initiation of the
ERA.

C3) The discussion of toxtaity bioassa¥ is very generic (page 5-
22). The selection of bioassay should be sire speoific. The
selec_ion of bioassay methods should bo approved prior to
initiation of the studies.

fJpu_zf2o Cqommmws

· OZiOit7 Oa_a (Page 5-23)
The use of _e ZJ)50 Xs not appropriate for assessing site risk.
Leas of 5o t of a population is not acceptable. This issue
should be discussed wi_h SPA and State representatives,

ZooXogia&X Data (1Page s-ss)
The CNND da:a and W_t system must be used with care, as T2tis data
nay not be site specific. An a_s_s lust be placed on the use
of site gp_£1o derma This issue should be discussed with EPA
and State repreeenta_ives.

Risk _EL_aate_isation (Page 5-_S)
Quote page 5-25 "Ecological surveys can establish that adverse
ecological effec_R have occurred" Clarify how surveys defin_
ecological effect? What is meant by uecological effect?,
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/nformatLon souraee (Page s-z_)

The informa_ion mouxces discussed are for the mOSt par_ hUman
health or aquatic based data. Terrestrial receptors dc_ninate the
site, therefore, further resources must be developed for this
facet of _he assessment, such as the w_ldli£e Socie:y Data Base.

&
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EPA L
U,8, ENVIRONMENTALPROTECTIONAGENCY

REGIONIX
75 I-_Wl'MOi_IESTI_ET

SANFP.ANClSCO,CA 94105_3901

MEMORANDUM

To: BONNIEARTHUR
REMEDIALPROJECTMANAGE:Iq
FEDERALFACILITIESCLEANUPOFFICE

FROM: JEmmEYM. PAUl.L,M$ HYG,MPH,CIH

REGIONALTOXICOI.OQIS'T &8UPERFUNDTECHNICAL_UPPOFIT8ECTtON

DATE: JANUARY 20, 1g'_5

$U_BCI': R;WEwoF"RISKA_,SESSUENTPLAN,MC,AS EL TORO,ELToRo,CAUFORNtA'*

_ACKGROUND

The $o_?chw_tDivisionNavalFacilitiesEngineeringCommand($WDIV) hasoontractedwith
BechtelNationalInc.to preparea RIr,kA_msment Planunderthe ComprehensiveLong-Term
EnvionmentalActionNIW (CLEAN)II Program.ThePlanduerlbee the prooedureethat are
tobeused'toassess potentialtier to humanandecologicalheehhamwclatedwithchemicals
releasedto the environmentthrough_ Nav_ useof ali Sitesgroupedunderoperableunits
gU-2 andgU-3 at the Marinecorm Air Station(MCAS)ElTom, Thecurrentmemorandum
OOrl_tlr_USEPAReglanIX'$cmmmenmon the HumanHealthRiskAeieument portionof the
Risk:Am_sessmentPbn,

Scopl aP,REVIEW

We reviewedthe "Risk AssessmentPlan,"and relateddata tablesand Appendices,dated
November21, 19.94,ana preparedby Beot'_lNationalInc. (BNI),401 West A StreetlSuite
1000,SanDiego,California,92101, Thedocumentwas reviewedfor 6¢tentifi=and technical
accuracy,anti for conforlllancewithUSEPARegionIX riskasr,eument guldelirms,policies,

!:_x:_lums, We I_ lhatsamplingof etwirenmentalmedia,analyticalchemistryclara,
QAIQC procedures, Ina ImlasmYmntof oorumi/Ion havebein previouslyexaminedby
appropriateUSEPA Region IX ami Cai/EPApenmn_. The documentwas r_iewKI for
IClI_f_ _Dlltel'ltonly;,minor grammaticalor typographicalerrom that de net affect the
interpretation were not nctecl. We rcKluestthat future changes in the documentmade in
responseto these c_mmentsbeolea_Identlfl_l.

_O0/tOO_ 6 DE'& YE3' _i'/ /.T6T DDZ.gXt,S:Z, Tt:gT g6/DZ/TO
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BONNIEAR_U_ PAGE2

SUMMARY

ThedacumentIsclearlywritten,andwell-organized.The basicapproachfor assessinghuman
health risk is fundamentallysound; however,there ere severaliuuee wfiich need to be
eddreseedor furtherclarifiedin the dooume_beforewe canprovlde_Loprowl.They Include
informationcon_mlng risk-baud aangentrafions,chemicalsof I_tentialconcern,exmsure
scenarios,intake mutes,receptors,calculationofdose_anddeterminationof target cleanup
levels.

GGNERAt.COMMENTS

Risk-Based Concentrations: Ri_;.Bm_,,,dConoentn_io_(RBCs)weredevelopedsa part
of a PmilmlnaryHealthRIskAssessment(PHI.A)performeda 22 airesthat cbm_se OU,2
and OU-3. The PHRA,develo_d by CH2MHilI,wassubmittedto the USEPA RegionIX and
Cd/EPAin1993,andcommentsonitweresubmittedto CH2MHillbythe Iwo agenoJee. At that
timeEPARegionIX made_e reeornmendetlonto uaetheUBEPAPRGTables for the health
riskscreeningcriteria,ratherthanindependentlydevelopingRBCs.

We rete'_e that,'_mmentagainhem, for manyof thesamerem_nsthatBNI hasoiled in the
RIsKAeeeeGmentPlan(p,4-2)for notusingtheRBCeto oaloul_e riel<:

(1) Toxicity VBlues, Inclucllng cancer potencyfactam (CPFs), Reference Doua (RI'Ds), and
ReferenceConcerm_ens(Rf_s)havechangedformanyofmecl_ernl_ledinedthe

risk assessmentwasperfarmed.TheUSEPARegionIX PRGere_ectthese
changes,as well lie inoorpor_ingCaI-Medi_,dPRGsfar thesesubstancemfor which
Cai/EPAtoxlc_ valuedam reclUimdto beu_l, for sitedwlthlnthe 6t_e of California,

(2) It is:ruth momtlme,.efficlentand cmt_ive to I.RJlJ,?.eU_,EPAPR(_r,.Them wouldbe
ne tJmeand cost savingsto bedecontaminantecreeninglevelsan the CLEAN I RBCe,
part_larysinceI1_/wouldhewtobemedmedtoreflectchangesintoxle_ywluee,and

presenceof differentCai/EPAcancerI_ncy farm, Byutilizingthe PR(ts, which
havealreadybeen ap!:_'ovedbybothU8EPA RegionIX, and Cai/EPAforthe purposeof
tier screening,fUrtherreviewof I)r_ed riek-eereeningvaluesmaybe avoided.

Wherethe oontaminanta/eXlaeeurepathwaysbeingassessedam not Includedin the USEPA
PRGTables,thensite_ _leulatlcnsmaybe performed,and Includedin the appropriate

: acenerios.

· Ezi_osure Scenarios and In'rake Romas: The conceptualexmeure model that was
developed and uud_to satabllghhuman exposureec.en._ end intJ_e routes for soil_l
eediment,endeurfacewater in the PHRAshouldbe brieflyeummarizedand described Inthe
RiskAssessme_Plan.If_'_/changesarmodificationsto theeqa_summodelareanticipated,
theyshouldbedocumentedin this se_on,

_O0/gO0_ 6 5S'E Y&; gQ ArS! rtl gTt,_, _t:_ gS/tZ/_0
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BONNIEARTHUR PAGE3

Target Cleanup Levels: It is unclearhewtargetcleanuplevelsfor contaminantsIn various
mediaare to be determined.Thedocumentstatesthat RBCsmay_ usedascleanupgoals
for removalac,lens, but dom not addressthe questionof how targetcleanupgoals will be
es_bllsl_eclfor contaminantsWhicharenot _s subjectof removalactions. Aa stateclIn the
fli'st commentabove,westronglyrecommendthe useof USEPAPROs for preliminaryrisk
screeningcriteria,andif applicable,to establishtargetc)eanupgoals,

Ohemieal_ of Potential Concern: It wouldbe veryuseful If a datatablewere presented
summarizingthe chemicalsofPotentialconcernfor humanhealfi effects, much IIl(ethe one
presentedin theAIN:_td_ for Ix)tantiaiecoiogleai=encore. It wouldbe evenmcx'euseful if,
instead of e check_ark Indicting detect/non.detect,the rangeof detectedvalues in each
mediawere prseented.

Site Conceptual Model: Wa reGommendincludinga site conceptualmodel,much likethe
I:_¢kdiagramshowninFigure5-2 for the EcologicalRiskAasessmem,for the HumanHealth
RiskAMemme_ a well. With 22 sites identified,aschemicalreleasesources,and potential
eXpOSUreto over 100 chemicalsthrough multiplemutesof eXlOOr_re,a conceptualmodal,
drawn aa a diagramor illustration,would greatlyclarify and enhancethe descriptionand
interpretationcf the p_,_"_tlalexT)osurepathways,transportmechanisms,and receptors.&

Future Land Uae: Selectionof appropriatereceptorsfor a riskassessmentIsClel:,andenton
future land use, a descriptionof which should be added to the document. If it has been
previouslydeec,-ihed'tnthe PHRA,it shouldbe referenced,endsummarizedin the document.

SPECIFICCOMMENTS,

Objective of the Human Health Risk AINmWt, See.4.t, p. 4-'1:The last paragraph
'_:_,: "The_ ewmll_ andmutesaewegas the defaultvaluesused Inthe p_fiiminary
assemmentwillbe_ inlt_ bem_/k_eendsheen'd/nedrisk auseaments, RBCswill also
be usedwhereep/:_eb/e,particularlyin the streamlinedrisk Imments" [ernphes/sedded].

Please explain the proceduresor criterta that are to be used for determining which
siteWcont,m_lnan_arecandldal;esforsb'eam_edversusbaselineriskassessments,and what
criteriawillbeemployedinthedelerm_n ofal:_lcable cleanupstandards, As statedabove,
wediscouragetheuseofRBCsforthestreamlinedriskseseasmenta,and recommendthe use
of PRGeinstead, Ir,as et'at'edIn 8octJon4.4.1,seeamllnedriskassessmentsare performed
for only.thosesit.s/contaminantsforwhichremovalactionsareto be performed,then please
explaintheproceduresorcriteriathatareto be usedfor determiningwhich contaminants/sites
arecandlclatesfor removalactions.

Tax/silLyAssessment, See.4.3,2,p. 4-5: It Isstatedhere,and inet leastoneotherplaoe in
the document(p. 4-13)fiat, "Althoughthe Departmentof the Navyhasagreedto displaythe
CaVEPACancerpotencyfactors(CPFe)it clearlyand ex_oaI_ reservesthe rightto reject their
use at a later date if the CPFear. not ede_eMy supporMd'[emphesisadded]. Please
explainthe procedureser _tarta that areto be usedfor makingthe scientificdeterminationas
tO whether the Cai/EPA CPFs ;re adequately eUPl:_eci.

SO0/gO0_ 6 O_T YEE S_ LTGT ffL BT_ Zf:GT BG/fZ/[O
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CaleuLatiefiof Dose,See.4.3.3.4,Values Auigned tn DoseEquation Parameters,Table

4-2,p. _t1: We havethefollcwvir_questions/commentsregardingseveralvaluesInthe table:

Intake rate, water: Please explain why water Intake i_ only · factor for the resident receptor,
end not the adult worker or recreationaladult or child. Thltl auumlstien does ret appear
realistic for the playingchild, with an assumedwhole-boeyexl=eeumto water (through
recreationalswimmingactivities).

Intake rate, air. 0.83ma/hrseems'te_high for the residentchild, and toe Iow for the adult
worker.Wa reeomm_dvaluesof 0.42 m_/hrand1.2,rnallll' for fie child (0.6 years)and adult
worker(lightactlvity)irespeotively.

Exposure time: There Isno eXl_aUretime glv(mfor the adultw_Xer.

Exposure duration, cancer effe,'t;: Why ia the exposuredurationnot applicableto the
residentc:hlld,age0-6 years?

Exposed akin atOlL,water: Why is the whole.bodyexT_eursof the ;laying child,age 9-16
years(6i600 cm2)leesthen thatof the residentchild,age0.6 years(7,195em:)?

Exposedskin area,eea/aedln_: Themmosedakinaresfor the adultworkershouldInclude
the arms tie well aathe,headandhands.

Body weight: Theaveragebodyweightfor theresidentchild ie between10-16kg. not70 kg.

Galeulalionof Dome,ho, 4.3.3.4.p. 4-1_l;Pleaseprovidean explanationfor the au4.1ml:)tion
that the playingchild iaexposedto surfamewaterand sediment,butnotsoil.

_N(,,'q, UBION

draftRiskAemument PlanisclearlYandconciselywritten,but doesrecluimmodification,
and the additionel sul);)lamentalInformation,ae ir_cIIcateciIn1_ commel_t8outlinedsi:eve,

wecanprovideapproval.Wemtlclpatethatth(mecomfmmtecanbe readilyaddrelmad
Inthe final draft of the RiskAssessmentPlan,

cc: Doug Steele.,._ion Chief
USEPA RegionIX SuperfundOfficeof TechnicalSupport

_ &
lei:VeStal .mom

1,

_O0/LO0_ 6 D3_TYG'_ SD LTGT TfL GT_,_, 8t:gT gS/T_/TO
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ENCLOSUR_ A

F_A COMMENTSON MCAS EL TORO
DRAFT DATA MANAGEMENT PLAN

BPIGZ_ZC

l) Page 2-1; Please include brief summar£eB of the Program
ProoQdures.

2) Fig_/re 2-1/ Figure _hould be specifio for E1 Toro.

3) Page 3-1; Pleage elaborate on the timing of the data
_._a_Bfer between CLEAR I AND CLEAN II. This is an essential
element of an efficient and =/_ely transition.

4) Page _-4I Provide frequencie; of the collection of field
analyees data.

5) Page 3-5; Please provide a s_mple data entry _orm.
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