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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION IX

75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105-3901

December  22 ,  1 ,997

Mr.  Richard Powe1l
Mail Code L832
Engineer ing F ie ld  Act iv i t ies West
900 Commodore Drive
San  Bruno ,  CA 94055-2402

$UBJ'ECT: DRAFT FINAL PARCEL E REMEDIAIJ II{VESTIGATTON REPORT,
HTJI.{TERS POTNT NAVAI, SHIPYARD

Dear  Mr .  Powe11 :

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has completed review of
the subject  document .  overaI1,  the Navy d id a good job of
address ing EPA's comments on the Draf t  Rr  repor t .  we do have some
minor comments included in the attachment. rf  you have any
ques t i ons  rega rd ing  these  comments ,  p lease  ca l l  me  a t  (415 )  744 -
2387  .

S i n c e r e l y ,  n

,fuLr,){;il"
Sheryl Lauth
Remedia l  Pro ject  Manager

Mr.  Chein Kao,  DTSC
Mr.  David Leland,  RWQCB
Mr .  J im  S ick les ,  Te t ra  Tech  EMI
Ms.  Luann Tet i r ick ,  Navy
Ms .  Kar la  Braesern l  e ,  Weston

Pr in ted  on  Rcrvckd I 'ap , r
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COMMENTS ON PARCEI, E
REMEDIAIJ IIWESTIGATION

DRAFT FINAI, REPORT
III'MTERS POINT SHIPYARD

NEW COMMENTS

1 .  T a b 1 e  o f  C o n t e n t s .  T h e  t i t l e s  o f  F i g u r e s  l - . 3 - 3  a n d  3 . 7 - 4  d o
not  match the Table of  Content .s .

2.  F igrure 4.1-30.  The TPH-d in  groundwater  contour  l ines do not .
ma tch  the  con tou r  l i nes  i n  t he  new F igu re  4 .27 -4 .  P l -ease
u p d a t e  F i g u r e  4 . 1 - - 3 0  t o  m a t c h  F i g u r e  4 . 2 7 - 4 .

3 .  F igrure 4.2? -5.  ' Ihe TPH-mo groundwater  contour  L ines a long the
sout .h-western s ide of  the s i te  do not  appear  to  be based on
sampl ing data.  These contour  l ines should be dashed.  The
contour  l ines more l ike1y extend j -n to IR-01, /21 as seen in
F igu re  4 .27 -4 .  The  con tou r  l i nes  a l so  do  no t  ma tch  the
con tou r  l i nes  on  the  pa rce l  w ide  f i gu re  (4 . ] - -32 )  .  P lease
r e v i s e  F i g u r e  4 . 1 - 3 2  t o  m a t c h  F i g u r e  4 . 2 7 - 5 .

4 .  Append ix  R ,  Sec t i on  4 .L2 .3 .2 ,  p .  4 -52 t .  The  tab le  l oca ted  on
th is  page j ,ncorrect ly  l is ts  the concentrat ion uni ts  as pg/L
instead of  pg/kg

A p p e n d i x  R ,  S e c t i o n  4 . L 2 . 4 . 1 ,  p .  4 - 5 3 1 .  C o n c e n t r a t i o n s  o f
copper ,  1ead,  and z lnc were detected at  concentrat ions
exceeding HPALs at  the 2.25 foot  sample at  PA35B005 and at  the
3.75 foot  sample at  PA35MW03A suggest ing that  sandblast  gr i t
may have been d isposed of  in  these areas.  P lease update the
text  accord ingly .

A p p e n d i x  R ,  S e c t i o n  4 . 1 3 . 4 . L ,  p .  4 - 5 8 5 .  C o p p € r ,  I e a d ,
mercury, and zlnc concentrations exceeding soil  HPALs had
simi lar  d is t r ibut ions,  ind icat ing that  sandblast  gr i t  is  a
potent ia l  source c f  rneta ls  contarn inat ion.  P l -ease update the
text  to  ind icate the areas where sandblast  gr i t  is  a  potent ia l
contaminant  source.

Append ix  R ,  Sec t i on  4 .L4 .4 .1 r  p .  4 -649 .  A  d i scuss ion  o f
product saturated soil  was to be added to this page in the
Parce1 D Draf t  F ina l  Repor t  (See p.  L4 of  Response to EPA
Comments on the Parcel D Remedial Investigation Draft Final
Repor t ) .  P lease inc lude the in format ion on product  saturated
s o i l .

Copper ,  lead,  mercury,  and z inc concentrat ions exceeding so i l
HPALs had s imi lar  d is t r ibut ions,  ind icat ing that  sandblast
gr i t  is  a  potent ia l  source of  meta ls  contaminat ion.  P lease
update the text  to  ind icate t .he areas where sandblast  gr i t  is
a potent ia l  contaminant  source.
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RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

SECTION 3.8 COMMENTS

l-. Courrrents 9 and 17. The anomalous nature of the high TDS value
needs to  be d iscussed in  the text  to  avoid fu ture confus ion.

2.  Couurent  18.  A note needs to  be added to F igure 3.8-8 s tat . ing
that the TDS values are maximum concentrations (except for the
IR01MW43A anoma ly ) .

sEcrroN 4.1 coMMEltlfs

l-.  Cousrent 11. This change was not made to the text as discussed
in the response.

2.  Comnent  L4.  I t  is  unc lear  why the addi t ional  data analys is
presented in the comment response was not integrat.ed into
Sec t i on  4 .1 .2 .  Th i s  i n fo rma t ion  shou ld 'be  i nc luded  i n  the
main text ,  not  just  in  the comment  respohses where i t  may not
be seen by most  readers.  The extent  o f  to ta l  Aroc lor
contaminat. ion must be carried forwarded to the FS.

3.  Comnent  L7.  I t  is  unc lear  why the d iscuss ion of  TPH-mo
hor i zon ta l  concen t ra t i on  t rends  a t  IR -1 -3 ,  IR -39 ,  and  fR -55
were removed from the text.

SECTION 4.2 COMMENTS

1 . Courrrent 8. The text was not changed as indicat.ed in the last
sentence of  the response.  A lso,  i f  sandblast  waste was
disposed of  outs ide the debr is  zone,  then there is  a
corre lat ion between hazardous waste d isposal  and the extent  o f
copper  and lead detected in  so i1,  even though th is  sandblast
waste dJ-sposal  occurred outs ide the debr is  zone.

2.  Comsrent  17.  Text  descr ib ing the d is t r ibut ion of  samples that .
conta ined arsenic  or  n ickel  a t  conceutrat ions exceeding the
HPAL was not found (see the last sentence of the comment
response) .  P lease add the addi t ional  text  or  ind i ia te where
i t  was  i nse r ted .

SECTION 4.3 COMMENTS

1. Cosrrrent 8. The text was not revised as stated in the comment
response.  P lease prov ide the rev ised text .

SECTION 4.5 COMMEIITS

1-. Comsrent 1. The text was not revised as stated in the comment
response.  f t  is  impor tant  to  c i te  the correct  capaci ty  of  the
ponds .  P lease  rev i se  the  tex t .
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2 .  Cou tnenE 2 .  Acco rd ing  to  the  tex t  on  p .  4 -475  (pa rag raph  3 ) ,
Tr ip le  A "a l legedfy t ranspor ted mixtures of  waste o i I ,
so l ven ts ,  b i l ge  wa te r .  .  .  r r .  So l ven ts  shou ld  be  added  to  the
l i s t  o f  po ten t i a l  sou rces .

SECTTON 4.7 COMMEri!:TS

1.  Connent  7 .  The extent  o f  PCBs in  the v ic in i ty  o f  test  p i t
IR04TA07B was drawn based soIe ly  on the detected level  o f  PCBs
in  tha t  t es t  p i t  and  i n  tes t  p i t  fR01TA07A,  l oca ted  wes t -
nor thwest  o f  IR04TA07B.  No samples were co l lected south of
these two locat ions,  so the extent  o f  PCBs extending southwest
f rom IR04TA078 in to IR01- /21 1-s speculat ion.  f t  should a lso be
no ted  tha t  t he  de tec ted  concen t ra t i on  o f  t o ta l  PCBs  i s  370 ,000
pg/k7,  more than twice the detected concentrat ion of  Aroc lor
a260 .  I t  w i l l  1 i ke1y  be  necessa ry  to  co l l ec t  more  samp les  to
def ine the extent  o f  PCBs in  th is  area dur inq remedia l  des iqn.

SECTION 4.8 COMMENTS

l- .  Comnent  2.  The text  was noL rev ised as s tated in  the comment
response.  P lease prov ide the rev ised text  .

SECTION 4.11 COMMEMTS

1.  Comnent  5.  The presence of
groundwater  tab le is  a  s ign i f icant
such needs to  be d iscussed in
( 4 . 1 , 1 . 7 )  .  A d d  a  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  t h e
4 . ] . 1 . 7  .

f loating product. on the
feature of  th is  s i te  and as

the conclus i -ons sect ion
f loat ing product  to  Sect ion

SECTION 4.2O COMMENTS

1-.  Coururent  3 .  The real  issue is  whether  there is  suf  f  ic ient  data
to  de f i ne  the  ex ten t  o f  con tamina t i on  fo r  t he  FS  ( i . e . ,  how
much  so i l  wou ld  have  to  be  excava ted  to  c lean  up  th i s  s i t e ) .
EPA does not  be l ieve that  the data is  suf f ic ient  to  accurate ly
est imate the vo lume of  so i l  that  might  requi re remedia. t ion,
however ,  th :s  in formaLion couid be gathered dur ing design (or
dur ing remediat ion,  i f  the *" . ry  is  prepared for  the
possib i l i ty  that  the vo lume of  so i l  to  be remediat ion might  be
much greater  than est imates based on s ing le point  samples,
spaced  200  to  300  fee t  apa r t .

SECTION 4.24 COMMEMTS

l-. Comnent 1. The EPA disagrees with the comment response. The
scale of  F igure 3 .1-1 is  too smal- l -  to  be usefu l -  in  locat ing
the  fue l  and  s to rm d ra in  l i nes  on  F i c ru re  4 .24 - I .

SECTION 4.26 COMMENTS

1.  Comnen t  6 .  F igu res  4 .27 -4  and  4 .27 -5  do  no t  suppor t  t h i s
response.  These f igures show a s ing le p1ume.  A1so,  the par t
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. O
of the original comment about the pattern of the plume bej-ng
biased because no samples were co l lected a long the western
edge of  the s i te  was not  addressed.

2 .  C o m g l e n t  7 :  T h e  n e w  f i g u r e s  ( q . Z l  - 4  a n d  4 . 2 7 - 5 )  a n d  p .  4 - 1 3 4 4
con t rad i c t  t he  l as t  sen tence  o f  pa rag raph  5 ,  p .  4 - l -330 .
P lease  rev i se  p .  4 - l -330 ,  pa rag raph  5 ,  so  tha t  i t  i s  cons i s ten t
w i th  the  res t  o f  t he  sec t i on .

SECTION 5.0 COMII{ENTS

Cournent 11. A discussj-on of the soil  and groundwater data gap
that  was due to the deLect ion of  PCE in  fR128001 (Sect ion
4 . 1 - 0 ,  C o m m e n t  4 )  h a s  n o t  b e e n  a d d e d  t o  S e c t i o n  5 . 1 . 9 .  T h i s
data g lap was a lso ident i f  ied in  Sect ion 5.5.  The .s i te  summary
should discuss the data in enough detai l  so that a reader has
some idea why the data gap was ident i f ied.

Comnent 72. It  j-s unclear why the presence of vanadium is
at t r ibuted to  sandbl -ast  waste.  Vanadium is  f requent ly  found
in pet ro leum products,  so the presence of  th is  meta l  is  more
l ikeIy  assoc j -a ted wi th  pet . ro leum re leases f  rom the f  ormer
se rv i ce  s ta t i on .

3 . Comsrent  35.  IR-04. see comment 1. under Section 4

IR-40 .  P lease  c la r i f y  whe the r  t he re  i s  any  so i l -  i n  t he
,,. i  ̂ . , i  -  i  {-, ,  of the f ormer transf ormers .v I 9 J r r r u J

I R - 5 2 .  s e e  c o m m e n t .  1 .  s e c t i o n  4 . 2 0  -

APPENDIX C SPECIFIC COMMENTS

1.  Comnent  1.  This  change was not  made;  the text  s t i l l  s ta tes
that  barometr ic  pressure was measured.

2.  Comnent  3.
ind icated in

3. Comsrent 7 .

The  tex t  i n  sec t i on  I . 2 .2  was  no t  mod i f i ed  as
the comment response.

The response does not add.ress . the original
comment. Please address why and when the Bouwer and Rice
method can be used for  a  conf ined aqui fer ,  and def ine the type
and magni tude of  er ror(s)  associated wi th  us ing th is  method
for  a conf ined aqui fer .  This  in format j -on should both be
discussed in the response and incorporated into the Appendix
C  t e x t .

Consrent 8. The response did not address the original commenL.
Please d iscuss condj - t ions under  which methods designed for
analys is  of  pumping tests  in  conf ined aqui fers  can be used for
unconf ined agui fers .  A lso d iscuss errors  that  wi l l  resul t
when these methods are used for  unconf ined aqui fers .  This
information should be included in the response and
incorporated into the Appendix C text.
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' o 5.  Comsrent  10.  Unless th is  in format ion has been presented
another document, i t  shoul-d be supplied in the Parcel E
ReporL.  I f  the in format ion has been publ ished,  c i te
document in which i-t  was published.

L n
R I

the

I

6.  Comnent  13.  The response d id not  address the or ig ina l
comment. The response and text in Appendix C should address
the fo l lowing quest ions:  Are the l i tho logic  logs correct  for
these wel Is? Were the s lug tests  and analyses per formed
correct ly  for  these wel ls?

APPEIIDIX F COMMENTS

General Comnent 1. I t  wil l  be important for EPA and the Navy
to agree as to  what  a va l idat ion s tudy would enta i l - .  fn
addi t ion,  daLa col lect ion and evaluat ion should l -ead to
cleanr:p nuil lcers t.hat. coulci be used for these areas of the
s i te ,  ra ther  than a determinat ion of  the potent ia l  for  heal th
r isks (as the Navy has noted,  the ecologica l  r isk  assessment
has a l ready establ ished that  r isks to  ter rest r ia l  receptors
e x i s t ) .

These d iscuss ions should focus on decis ion-making for  the
areas of  the s i te  that  wi l l  not  be excavated or  capped.  This
seems appropr ia te,  g iven that  the screening assessment
suggests that  r isks to  ter rest r ia l  receptors may poss ib ly
occur .  Major  rev is i ,ons to  the screening assessment  approach
are unl ike ly  to  change th is  outcome,  therefore ef for t  to  th is
end does not  seem warranted.

The Navy should review the appendix one more t ime to ensure
that  the s tated text  changes were actual ly  made.  As an
example, the *t.ry stated it  would remove aluminum from the
l is t  o f  COPCs that  were dropped f rom the assessment  because
they were essential nutr ients. However, review of page F-1-2
(Sec t i on  4 .2 )  shows  tha t  a lum inum i s  s t i 1 l  i nc luded  i n  the

essen t i a l  nu t r i en t  l i s t .

APPEIIDIX O SPECIFIC COMME}flTS

1.  Conment  9.  Page A-45,  paragl raph 4,  o f  the Draf t  F ina l  repor t
is  not  complete.  P1ease prov j -de the completed text .

Comurent  10.  Ful I  c i ta t ions were not  prov ided as ind icated in
the comment response. Please provide an updated References
sec t i -on .

APPEIIDrX Q SPECTFTC COMMEI{TS

l-. Couunent 3. This correction was apparently not made to the
text ,  because updates for  Appendix  Q were not  suppl ied to  EPA.
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COMMEMTS FROM DR. STRJALI(A REGARDTNG THE RISK ASSESSMEMT

The  use  o f  t he  de fau l t  va lue  fo r  C r *6  o f  0 .99?  i s  no t
substant ia ted.  We have prev ious ly  set  up a c lear  way of
incorporat ing the speciat ion resul ts  in to the Rf ,  as in  parcel
B,  the h ighest  propor t ion of  Cr*6/Cr  rora l  wi l l  be used as a
heal th  protect ive determinat ion for  a l l  those samples where
speciat ion was not  done.  For  those samples where speciat ion
was done,  the analy t ica l  resul ts  are to  be used.  This  process
had been agreed to by the Navy and regulators during Parce1 B
and should be carr ied through to a l l  the parcels .

Several of the comments refer to a previous agreement that the
screening va lues used,  Region 9 PRG's,  are f rozen in  t ime to
the L994 tab les.  We must  use the most  current  tox ic i ty
eva. l .uat ions at  the t . ime of  the repor t ,  anyth ing less is
unaccep tab le .

rstevens

rstevens


