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Engineer ing F ie ld  Act iv i ty ,  WEST
Naval faci l i t ies Engineering Command
Mr .  w i l l i am Radzev i t ch  lCode  1e32 .2 )
900 Commodore Drive
San  Bruno ,  Ca l - i f o rn ia  94066-5006

Dear  Mr .  Radzev i ch :

PARCEL A PROPOSED PLAN, HInnI'ERS POIilnr ANNEX, SAN FRANCISCO

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (Department) has
reviewed thL parcel A Proposed Pl-an sent to us via facsimile on
,Ju1y 14,  l -995 f rom PRC. We are s t i l ]  awai t ing to  receive the
foriral proposed. plan from the Navy. The fol lowing and enclosed
comment3 form the negional Water Board are forwarded for your
cons ide ra t i on .

The Department f inds the above report to be confusing and
incomplete. The proposed plan focuses mainly on-the groundwater
and ignores previous soil  excavations and removals. The
OeparEment  b l l ieves that  these act ions need to be ar t icu lated to
prLsent  a to ta l  p ic ture of  events at  areas of  concern at  Parcel
A.  Especia l Iy ,  *hen the proposed p lan d iscusses ident i f ied
s i tes,  i t  is  impor tant  to-expla in what  happened at  these s i tes.

I t  seems  tha t  t he  p roposed  p lan  focuses  on  I ' cos t r ras  a
dr iv ing factor  in  se lect ing an a l ternat ive.  Fur ther ,  the
propo=6d.  p lan does not  coni ider  the long- term ef fect iveness when
evaluating tfre alternatives. The Department. bel ieves tha-l-
a l ternat ives must  meet  a l - l  c r i ter ia .  The proposed p lan should
identify and provide a discussion of the reasons that supports
the preierred. alternative. I t  should also provide_a summary
expl lnat ion of  any waiver  ident i f ied or  appl ied,  i f  any.

1.  Page 4,  paragraph 5,  s i tes ident . i f ied in  the SI  scope of
work 

"ttc-o*passed 
site characterization, excavatj-on and

disposal  or  contaminated so i ls .  I t  is  t .herefore,
inc-omplete to state that " data col lected during the SI
invesligations" indicate no need to undertake remedial
action. It  is relevant and appropriate to explain the
process and basis  of  removing contaminated so i ls .
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2. Page 7, paragraP!' 2' i t  is important to indicate that

conLamini tea-soi ls  r . t .  . * . " "1t "a a"a d ' isposed of  o f f  s i te '

3 .  Page  8 , .p Iease  c la r i f y  t he  pPrpos :  o f  t h i s  t ab le '  A l t hough

* o c o t o t i i s n o t a c e i ' c T ' e s - u b s l a n c e ' i t i s a s u b s t a n c e
regulated bY the State '

4. Page 10, paragrapl. 1l the paragraph d'oes not'  provide

informaLion on ' Risks from 
"*po"ui.-io 

gto''tn-dwater" ' This

paragraph needs to proviae informaliott .5tt=istent with the

r i r le .  Furrher ,  i r  r ; " ; ; ;  =r i i i . i - . " i  t "  on ly  s tate that  the

groundwa;;;- i ;-; ,  i= i" l-" ai inains water source' The Navv

needs t.o init ial ly "*piain 
the .orri"trr= before providing a

rarionale for nor r";".; ; i ;" i i"g-i ; ; ; ; '  I t  is- important to

n o t e t h a t d r i n k i n g u , " i " ' i s n o l t h e o n l y . e x p o s u r e r o u t e .
prease explai-n rror trr!--=.i . . ["a "r i"t"- l ive* 

is protective of

h u m a n r r e a i t r r a n d t h e - " , , . ' i ' o ' ' m e n t t h r o u g h a l l e x p o s u r e
rou tes .

5 .  Page  10 ,  pa rag raph  2 '  i t  i s -no t . c lea r  why  the re  i s  no

e x p l i c i l i e f e i e n c e t i * " " - t r y : l l i " - I r t t L n v i r o n m e n t ' r t i s
believed that some envir6nmental a"gt;d"t ion has occurred'

rt is thus, import"t i- i"--piovi-ae-;=;;t i ;nate 
that chemical

res iduals  le f t  in  p la-e wi i r  not . . " " " "  fur ther  degradat ion

cjf the environment' ' Please explain '

6  .  Page L! ,  the Navy 's  .pref  
e t :9d -11: t t t " t ' ive 

does not  address

a n i m p o r t a n t c r i t e r i i n o f , , l o n g - t e r m e t t e c t i v e n e s s ' ' . T h e
N a V y ' ; ; a ; . " a d d r e s J . - t r r a t i m p 6 r t a n t c r i t e r i o n .

Should' you have any questions regarding this letter and

would I ike ro seek crari t l ! I . i "" l -pr"1"" t .11 *" at (sL.) s40-

3 6 2 L .

L y ,

hari
Manager

o f  Mi l i ta rY Fac i l i t i es

Enclosure

cc:  P lease See NexL Page

Proj  ec
Of f i ce
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US EPA
Region IX
Attn: C1aire Trombadore
Ma i l  Code  H-9 -2
75 Hawthorne Street
San  F ranc i sco ,  Ca l i f o rn ia  94105

Regional Water Quality Control Board
At tn:  Richard Hiet t
2 IOL  Webs te r  S t ree t ,  Su i te  500
Oakland,  Cal i forn ia 946L2

efellars
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STATE OF CALIFORIIIA

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION
21OI WEESTERSTREET, SUITE 600
oAK!.AND 94012
PHONE: tEl0l 280-1265
FAX: t6101 28e-9S80

VIA FACSIMILE
510.640.3819
Mr. Cyrus Shabahsri
DTSC; Office of Militarv Facilities
7OO Heinz Avenuo
BerkeleY, CA 94710

OUALITY CONTROL BOARD

July 27, 1995
File: 21S9.6032(RCH)

RE: DRAFT PROPOSED PLAN . HUNTER',S POlttlT ANNEX IHPA)

Dear Mr. Shabahari:

Regional Board staff haie roviewod the aforementioned proposed plan and have the

following commonts:

As describod in the summary of proposed Alternatives, it is unclear it monitoring wells

will be abandoned (closedl in both ihernatives or ontv in Alternative 2. Both alternativos

shourd properry cloee ail monitor we[s that wiil not be in service- Further clarification is

required. The costs associated with weil crosing are nominar in comparison to the overall

project and shourd not be the reason for arternaiive serection- Therefore the difference in

[fta'r" ,,Elternatives" appears to be the deed notification'

Board staff have previousry discussed property transfer concorna and deed notification

requirements, for the residual motor oii pollution in groundwgler' with Navy stafl and their

consultants. Board staff concur that based on the level of effort expended in these

inveetigations and the type of poilutants found, the concentrations of motor oil detected

in groundwater within the parcer A bedrock does not require further investigation,

remediation or groundwater monitoring. How-ever, as stat€d in the draft Rl' the

groundwater at parcel A is not wett ciaracterizsd due to the inherent complexities within

the bedrock formation. Because of these comprexitiee Board staff have always maintained

that deed notification should be included as part of 
"ny 

no action alternative for Parcel A'

The purpose of a deed notice ie l" ufert potential buyers and developere' lt is not

intonded to thwart developmont or stigmatize the prlperty. Disclosure of psst and present

envlronmsntal problems is part of moei, if not all, real estate trsneactions' HPA is no

exception.
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Proposed Plan
Pege 2ot 2

Board staff are available to *ojk with city and Navy steff to draft.acceptable language

thot moets all parties needs. For furthEr discussion of thie issue please

contactthe undersigned at (sro) tg6- 4359 or Ms. shin Roei Lee at (510) 286-0699'

SincerelY,

Richard Hiett
Groundwater and Waste Containment
Division

efellars
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