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Sub, eot: Commence on E1 Toro _._/CAs
mm I ii

The follow,ne are my commence for E1 Toro EE/CAs. I reviewed the
F_/CA _or SiCs 11, bu= muse of my commence are appllcabl_ =o
ocher EE/_ as well. The more important comments _re pranced in
beAdfaoe type.

_neral CommenC_:

page i last paragraph: the =e== "_resumpcive" should he _%elmted
here and elsewhere through_/= =he EE/CA. This la a _erm.of arc
=ha= '_oes no= apply to Che removal alCernaCivel considered for

=his !siCs. '

page _i first full paragraph: the third Us lal= sentence.appears
=o have word_ missing; also, i_ =he last paragraphs =he Second
8e-nCence ha_ a similar problem. '"

Doge 3-2 bottom paragraph-- I_ ii _clear why al=ernacive 'aa=ions
ar_ discussed here. .:

_a;;e '3-4 Ch_r_ £%%11 _azag_ap_ DON Ihomld e_qpLa_ wheCher i_
p=e_enC_d su_£iaienc info,ma=is& _o COl/EPA £or _denti_icatton
,_n_L eval_a=ic_ Of SCat:e _R_g.

page 3-6 seconc_ Co lam_ paragraph: =he eecon_ Co las= sentence is
confusing; i_ _caces C;_&C C)::l_ rlaomen_ea c_--eat_nenC _:

alterna=ive requires disposal off-diCe wi_h or wi=bout f_cher
Crua_m_nc.

The E_/¢_. does nec _ltsause the statutory pre_er_nce for UreacmenC
(CER_ Section 120]. Alc_ugA Chis l_ a prefe_z_ce for :_em.a.dial
ac_s, r_'Cher _han removals, UAe EE/CA ehoul_ explain wAeU_er
CheWoff.,siCe dilpoaal of unCtad=ed con=aminated so_l is
_referable Co treatment.

Table' 5-.1: Tho l_oFm_tion _ _h_a cable would indicate _J_ac O££-
SiCS C_I_i deio_pC_gn ii _ best alternative, part_ulau_.%_F i£
_hio alt_aCive =inks .ba_._.ez' fo= etreaCtd ao_=ld_L_An_
_oncenC2r3_.:Lo_ _ an_ u_osC" w_eream =he reoumIl&deGl alCerna:tiv, I,
of_-Si_l ._.land_11 d_spasal, z_a_I "not a_p_le m oJ_d eave=a_e"

_or. Cheee two ariteria. T_I text _loei &oC &docA%aCely ea_a/_ whyo_£ li't_ _isl_osal w_out _=ea_t ii re=c_e_e_, p_£%_la=Ly
l& l_ghb O_ Chi /.&foz'mati_ '_n Tible S-l, a&_ toe SCaCame_,'_ On



ffUL 28 ?SU_7:leRM SOUTH_F'ST D]'VTSION P.2 _0)207/27/8_, : m'4A_ t_ ,u_ EPA _G 9 (0RC)
i'

paS'O'!"6-1 tl.,-t t._e res:l, dval :::l..k o£ t_hez'maX desoz'pt:i, cm ia*
acceptable under CErn, a_ _ _aa: Gat econo. Les o_ ,scale may
be a_mie_ f£ thermal d_Jscrpt£o,_ tls selected &t o_.he= oltma.

Section 4 4.2: specify who will have =o approve the _
_ransporta_lon.plan. in .general, the DCI_ and its con=rap=ors
should use the active voice in preparing =he EE/CA and _her site :
dcuummn=s, to facilitate clarity about who has done or w.i$11do {
who t,_ ,::i

i , % .j p

_ag= _-! second to las: para.rag)h, firs= sentence: delet:e "that',. ,,_

o In _g'_neral ARARs analysis in SE/CAs should be _ailored _o the !
rmspOnse action obJec=ives to ensure tbs= site-aDeoific, fac=ore
are considered. The ARAbs analysis appears to be =he same for ?
each EE/CA dm_pite C_ different responses evaluated in each. _.
See, ifor example, tAe first comment below. ,.

o It is unclear why the 4iscussion of _roundwacer AKARs _s ¥_
inc!u_ad after =he brief d/SoueeiOn in Section 2._.1. T_e
'revised EE/CA sh_ul_ explain the relevance of c_e g_ound.._ater 'i
AP._s' to the paxtlcular Removal Action o_ deleze the discussion
(excap_. for Section 2.2.1). :,

/

o X& the d_mcussion O£ several ,_ot_mtial ARAIts, the a_eci£1c
=e_i_eme_t ia _L_a=Laae_ aa =not am ARAm" because At mAneT _ae
ncc regulate =_e oc_t--_---t o£ mmncsma at t_e sate e_. Aa some
other 'way ia not dA_ectl_ a_opXtcaJ=le. _wever., the _/aA. should '
discuss .w_ethmr the requ_reaa&t £s relevant and approp=:Le%te,
US&nS. the _a_tora listed in ]_h_it 1-7 on pa_e 1-S_; of the Al=Alta
gu&danUe "CEKCLA C_qpl_a&ce with O_h_ Laws N_mAGI", E_A/,,.S%0/G-
$9/005 (Draft Av_j_s_: 8, 1988)· = =_&t%_ se_O examples 0£ th;La
below" (see cc--&ut a,a. ];)ag'e A.l-2_, SeetAcm 3.2.5). This c=_manC

s31_u,ld also be c_si_mred when =evis_u_ tho OUg'I Feasibi.'_.t¥
Stud¥".'and preparing ARAbs analyse,:, £or ocher response ae_:_ons al=
XCAS _:_ _oro. ' _ i

..%

o page A2-1_, Section 2.2.1: wha_ r_ghts i; DON reserving?,
regarding i_terprenin_ SWItCB Resolution No. 68-16, evaluating
ceohu_lo_ical =n_ econo_c £aa_ihility under 22 CCR 66364,.94,
determining mas: stringent ARARa? The rev&sea EB/CA should
explain how t_aee issues are reis.van= to the Removal ACtion, w_at
.rig_ca't_e Navy ia reserving and the effect o_ reserving these
rights., A1ternanivel_, this aiscussAon should be d_lete_ I.

I,

o Why was 40 CFR 300.&00 (g)(2)(iv) left out on page AX-a?:;

o In the discuaeAon on p. A1-3, two items should be deleted from

the l_st of requirements for a state ARAX: 'substantive ~ _nd

_'.:

7
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"ccnsi_Qn_ly a_lAed". The former is explained on p. _-3, _ncl
the latter do_n'_ render a requirement nsc an ARAR, At p_ovideG
_n oppor_unity for an ARA_ waiver. ,

o page A/-i8, Section 2,3.1:
Firs= paragraph: the EE/CA shoul_ _nc!ud_ =ha CFR cliCa_ion

_or thl; fad=re1 registernot,ce,
Se_Gnd pa=a_aph: The E_/CA ;_ould be revised Co re_leGC

_hat, l_ _he removal wi21 =esulb l& any d/aohiwlres aa deC,ned _
C_A E._atioz_ SO/(12)_ _ &ust comply w_T/% _j =eq_reme_e o£ =_=
Act, _arCicul&_l._ Secc£ons 301 and 402. =WA Sea=ihs 402[.(p)

requi=u =_ul_taou of storm w&=e= runof£.' II have a =o;_ 0£ =l_e I:SCa_G General C_nstruction Stor_ Wa=er Permit, wh_ah con_ains the
_ubst_r.tiva requirements for a Suorm Wa_er POllution Pre_enCion

Plan. Th=se requirements are siCe-epec_ic and relaCivel¥
stra£_hCforward, e.g. a descript_on of "management pracCice_
employed _o m/_mi=e contact of construction materials, equipment
n_ vehicles with suorm water" .] These commeI_=s are also
applicable cc secCion_ 4. L.6 and 4. Z.6.

o pa_e A-19, Sec=ion 2.3.2_ This section needs more _l_naZion. ,
Speoiftcall¥: ",

· irs_. p&=ae=apa_ ez_la_uwh_ r._e nss_ PL&u uaepta '.s_u:_a=e
w&Cezo £rom the mun/cip&l a_d dm_etia use d,ee:Lgna_:Lo_j e xplai_
why .MffJdS&_e not _ oz nsc auurcm_aCe .- M_LO ]my ibe
eon_de=a_L _elevnnt nn_ up_;_atn £or co_an_nGced med_'_ o_.her
than mm=cea of dz'.4.nkin,gncez. ,_:_

_e_o_L p&rag_Gphs u d/ticuased above, fl:ate law ma_ _,_equire
_,_m_C_C4._ _ _CG:_ Of a_.v _11U_GnCB _Lfl_z_red _o
sure,atewaters, _= _ttsC Go=_Lg_e_ gTO_L12G_W&_er; _e F_/CA
should ex, lain vbat'SCace _eqv_r_uts agply _-o such ch%e.r._a_em.

.':'3h,L_d pa3:a,gz&,T_: th.a 3_/CA ,eh_u_d e]q_Xa:U_ how _he W_er
quaLz_y ob:Jec_.'i,,'ves would ap_l_ or be relevant and a3Mp_opr:Late,
and whet.he= _e Judicial Chun=il Pzo=eed_n_ invalids=es hham.

o _e A2-19, Section 2.4: The last ;entente ]me a typo ,,
("9_ats .... ia"). £z_onn/e -- Z wou/d li_= Co look aC r_e _h_e I RI
for SiCs 1_ re soil no= being a hazardous waste].

o pa_e A2-20, -22, Sec=ion :;.5.1: The ES/CA Should _-_l=i_ Cb.aC
U._. _.PA approved _ho California SZ_ (iC isn't a Zederal i_i
requirementotherwise). The sCa=ernest=hat RCRA asr emissions
rgqBire_n=s woul_ be relevant and appropriate if organ:Lc?',.]
concentrations exceed 10% by weigh= should be ex_la_ned (_?_1o,the

=ramesesstate regulations themselves say chis?) CO&ld Chese requ
_e re!even= a_d appropriaCa i£ the canaanite=ions are lower? This
comment: a_p1_es =o settles 4.1.S.1. as well. i'_'i

If SCA_ L'ules are _ AKARa, the lis= paragraph _n this
;ec=ion_ should be m_ved to the next section. The ER/CA S_ould

are_pp
explain wh_ c_e listed SCA_ _ulee ltcable seato A_AP.e
when several paragraphs earlier the F._/ states cha_ subscantivm¥
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because _y ar= incorporated into aZ_EPA-approved SIP. I!

o Bonnie --- are we comforCah/e wi_h _he stacemenu _== be si:e
domes' = cc_tain any RCRA restricted wastes for purposes lOS.
ovalua=in_ LDRs as ARARs? For all removal mt_es? _]

o Section 3_ Loci=ion _emtrlc=io_e i_ 40 CFR Pa=ts 2S7 _n_ 258
and _he EPA-_Foved sta_e solid waste p_og_am should be
ao_nl4e=ed paranoia1 lo=a=ion-.apaai££_ APJLHS £ar d/sposa% of
=_m_am/auL_e_ e041 t2mat ia &Qt hazardous wmz=e. _ ;.

· (

0 page A3-1: The EE/CA shnuld explain =he s:a=emen= that
location-specific ARARs for unidentified tree=men= locaulon$ will

be uhe same as =he ARARs identified in Sec=ion 3. _' t
o Table A3-1: DON should c%etex_ine whether Si=e 11 i_ within 200 !
=eec Of a faul_ '.'_.· i!

O Table A3=1: The EE'/CA should identify effor=s (_as= or:!'%i '}
proposed) _o _termine =_ presence or absence, of manage_
fisheries. _

o pag.o A3-11, Section 2.I 4,,4: The EZ/CA indicates that "there will
be no d_waCerinw effluen= d/schaxged from SAte 11,. L_Owe_er, the
urig_er _or Uhe FWCA .is an "ac=ion :hac could affect £ia__or
wildlife .in nearby surface waters". Ttt5EE/CA _hould _ndica=e "
whether any such ac=ion is involved in any of _he removal
al=erz_a=ivee. :'

_

O page A3-11, Sec_ton 3.1._. The ]_/CA $_ates _ha_ Sir.= fi _s no_
in =ho coa_nal zone and =here£o=a =Z_ CZMA l_ no_ ARAR. _n this
$ns=a_ce, =he ==/CA dismisses a rnqui=emen= because iC is_not:
applicable; =he EE/CA should ex, lain whether =he required.eno i;
relevant and appropriate. This _Omment also applies _o S_c:tons

1.4 _,3. = 3,1.6 an_ _.3.2_ ii= may appear obvious, buC it _
ampor_anC =o consider whe=h_r provisions _hat are no_ app'licable
are relevant and appropriate). ,:

O pag e A3-36, Sec=ion %.1.1.2_ Th_ section c_es not explain how
23 CCR regulauions are either ap_lica_le or relevann and :_
appropriate co clean closure. T=Ls =ommenU also aI_lias _o
Sec=io._ 4.3.1, _ on page A4-46, _.

o DageiAA-38, Sec=ion 4.1.3.2; The firs= paragraph is con_using -
- i_ _he _ta_e aWCA provis_ons "ars par_ o= =_e authorize 9 sta=e
progr_ under RCR._',, why are they "not consid_med po=en=ia.i
federmJ. A,KA_s"? I'No_.e =he OgpOs.i:e s=a=&_nc is _'_.de in _._=ion
4,1.%.2]. The same comment applies =o Sec=_on 4.2.3.2 oni]_age
A4 -4_3 .'.._ 9

o pa_ei:A4-39, SeCtion 4.1.6,1: The cite to _ection 2.2.1 _;_s

4
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inccrrecC =- eurfac_ wa=er ARA_, are discussed &_32.3.1.:
t

o pagm A4-%0t SeCtion {.1.T: This sec=ion in,ica=es =he
Dossib_li_¥ o_ waste 1Qach_n_ to groun_waU_r. I_ ghis l_ke!y, i_
_oundw_=e= is 120 bgs_ If so, fur=her _ discussio_'iiis
needed. This section refers baok to Sec=ton 2.2, bur ch_=
sect£un (in particular, seccion 2.2.2.5) does _C aiscu_ the i
possibility =hat the remedy will cause leaching of soil
con=am&_n=a co groundwater. This comment also applies _o
_ection 4.2.7. :,

U

0 p-_ge A4=42, Sac=ton 4.2.2.1: T_iS section refers to Section
1.4.1, _fi_C_h_r_ is no such ssction in the _/CA. If the
re_eren=e is tO =he Phase I KI or some other document, =he EE/CA
·houlfl indicate =ha=. Also, Chefs is a typo in'the first
sen=e_=_ -- ufor" and "to" should be switched.

o page A4-43, Sec=ion 4.2.4.1: This section refers _o Algernauive
%,

1. Is _ha_ a typO? ,;,,

o pa_ A4-4_, SeCtfO_ ¢.2.6.1: _ef_rence to 2.2._ shc_/la[_e

o ]page A_-47, aecttoa 4.3.3_ Tiaa seation ata_.es thai u&d'e_
AISmL"_At:Lve 4, '_A_t:_'e&_;ed, 0o:i.1 w_l I be d.tspoaad, As bo. ckE.'L_'_, or

. _Lspo_e_ _n a T_A-appzoved land, ill. Th_s section o£. _e
AY,_S amJlF_&s Ah_uld _8 rev&sod t:o re£1e=t :aqu.'i.=emenCs
aaeo=od wlu=cr spo=tac:l.o= u.uC=est:edsoll and ,cl.'Lap%al:Ln
a _SCJ land£tll.
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