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NAS MOFFEI'rFIELDTANKAND_ REMOVAL

RESPONSETO COMMENTSON PHASE1 TANKANDSUMP
REMOVALFIELDWORKPLAN, APRIL27, 1990

INTRODUCTION

This reportpresentspoint-by-pointresponsesto commentsreceivedfrom regulatoryagencies

for the phaseI tankandsumpremovalfieldworkplandatedApril27, 1990and the well installation
activitymemorandumdatedAugust13, 1990for NavalAir Station(NAS)MoffettFieldin Mountain
View, California. Commentson the phaseI tankandsumpremovalfieldworkplan werereceived

from Mr.LewisMitaniof the U.S. EnvironmentalProtectionAgency(EPA)in a letterdatedJuly2,
1990andfromMs. LynnNakashimaof the CaliforniaDepartmentof HealthServices.(DHS)in a
letterdatedMay24, 1990. Commentson the well installationactivitymemorandumwerereceived
from Ms. LynnNakashimaof DHS in a letterdatedSeptember24, 1990. It shouldbe emphasized
that thesecommentsrelateto fieldactivitiesthathave alreadybeencompleted. In general,responses

referto the drafttankandsumpremovalsummaryreportdatedApril30, 1991,for supporting
information.

CommentsfromMr.LewisMitani,U.S. EnvironmentalProtectionAgency

_' GENERAL COMMENTS:

CommentNumber1. Section1.0 appearsto be missing. _

Response: Section1.0 of thefield workplan, whichdiscussedremovalactionobjectives

and reportorganization,was inadvertentlyomitted. Section 1.1 of the draft
tankand sump removalsummaryreportdiscussesremovalactionobjectives.

CommentNumber2. The tank removalprocessappearsto havetwo phases. PhaseI involvespit
excavation,removalof tank contents,and tank removal. PhaseII involves

contaminantmonitoring,soil excavation,and soil removal. The introduction

and Sections3.0 and 4.0 of the workplan shouldclearlypresentthis two
phase approach.

Response: AlthoughfieM workwasdone in steps, the workdid not involvedistinct
phases. FieMactivitiesincludedremovalof tank contents,excavationaround

the tank, tankandpiping removal,soil and groundwater sampling,
additionalexcavationand sampling(if appropriate),backfilling,installation
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and sampling of ground water monitoring wells, and site closure.

w Operations, in general, proceeded continuouslyfrom initial excavation

activities to site closure. Individual subsections within Section 3.0 of the draft

tank and sump removal summary report present the sequence of activities at

each tank and sump.

CommentNumber 3. The draftwork planpreparedby PRC EnvironmentalManagement,Inc.

(PRC) is not consistentwith the removalactionplan (RAP) for Tanks 2, 14,

43, 53, 67, 68, and Sump 66, preparedby InternationalTechnology

CorporationfiT). Page 4-5 of the RAP states that soil samples will be

analyzed for volatile organic compounds(VOCs), pH, total petroleum

hydrocarbons (TPH), metals, and semivolatile organic compounds (SVOCs).

The draftwork planbasedanalyte selection (forsoil and ground water

sampling) on the reporteduse of the tanksand analytical results for soil and

groundwaternearthe tanks. Soil and ground water in the vicinity of the

tanksand sump should be analyzed for the parametersreportedon page 4-5
andTable 32 of the RAP. This informationshould be included in the PRC

tank removal work plan.

Also, the draft_wprkplan is not consistentwith the RAP for sampling the
contentsof the tanksand sump. On page 4-10 of this RAP a description of

waste characterizationof tankcontentsis given. The RAP states that tank

contentswill be analyzed for VOCs, SVOCs, pH, metals, specific

" conductivity,ions, total dissolved solids (TDS), and TPH. However, the text

of the work plan does not mentionwaste characterizationor describe

samplingandanalysisproceduresfor analyzing tank contents. This

informationshouldbe presentedin Section 4.2.2 of the drat_work plan.

Response: Soil, ground water, and other samples, including tank and sump liquids and

sludges, were analyzedfor a variety of constituents. 7he complete analyte list

included all the compounds contained on page 4-5 of the RAP, with the

exception of pH. Each sample was not analyzedfor the complete analyte list.

Each sample was analyzedfor one or more of the analytes depending on the

characteristics unique to each tank or sump. Decisions to reduce the suite of

analytes at an individual tank or sump were based on discussions with NAS

Moffett Field personnel and existing information concerning tank and sump

contents and operating practices. Samplesfrom tank and sump removal areas

were not analyzedfor pH becausepH is useful only as a screening parameter
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prior to wastedisposal. Becauseall soil and watertransportedoff-site was

w further analyzedfor appropriatecharacteristicsto ensureproper disposal,
inclusionofpH in the analytesuitefor all tank and sumpsampleswas not

necessary.

Specificconductance,ion content,and TDS of tank and sump contentswere
considerednecessaryonlyas screeningparametersfor disposalof liquids to a

publiclyownedtreatmentworks(POTW). All tank and sump liquidswere

transportedoff-siteand werefurther analyzedfor appropriatecharacteristics
to ensureproperdisposal. Therefore,inclusionof specificconductance,ion
content,and TDSin the analytesuitefor all tank and sump liquidsamples
was not necessary.

IndividualsubsectionswithinSection4.0 of the draft tank and sumpremoval
summaryreportcontaina descriptionof the soil and groundwatersample

analysissuitefor samplesfrom eachtank and sump removalarea. Sections
4.5, 4.10, and 4.11 also present the analysis suite for waste liquid and sludge

samplescollectedfrom tanksand sumps.

SPECIFICCOMMENTS:

CommentNumber1. Page10, P_ra_aph2. Section2.3.1. Thisparagraphstatesthatthe volume
of Tank67 is 20,000gallons. However,the RAPpreparedby ITstates that

• the volumeof Tank67 is 2,000 gallons. Whichvolumeis correct?

Response: The volume of Tank 67 was 20,000 gallons (seeSection 3.6 of thedraft tank

and sump removal summary report).

Comment Number 2. p_ge 18. Para_aDh1. Section 3.0. If waste characterizationof tank contents

will be performed,a descriptionof the process shouldbe included in this
section. Results of the characterizationshould also be included in the draft

andfinal interimsummaryreport.

Response: Sections4.5, 4.10,and4.11of thedrafttankandsumpremovalsummary
reportcontainanalyticalresultsfor samplesof tankandsumpcontents.
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CommentNumber 3. Page 19. Paragraph1. Section 3.1. Section 3. I, paragraph2, page 18 of the

w work plandescribes the minimumsoil samplesto be collected after tank

removal and pit excavation. Paragraph 1, on page 19, describestwo more

sampleswill be collected at the ends of the excavation.

Whatis the definitionof "ends,"sidesonlyor alsothebottomof the
excavation7Collectionof soil samplesaftertankremoval,pit excavation,
andsoil removalshouldincludesamplingthe sidesas well as the bottomof
the excavation.

Response: Individual subsections within Section 3.0 of the draft tank and sump removal

summary report describe sample collection activities at each tau_kand sump

removal area. Soil samples were collected from the walls of each excavation

and, where possible, from the bottom of each excavation. However, the

bottoms of many excavations were not sampled because of the presence of

ground water. Sample locations were chosen based on worst-case, most-
contaminated locations as determined by visual observations and photo-

ionization detector OalD)measurements.

_, Comment Number 4. paee 21. Table 2_ This table should includethe total depth and screened
intervalof each well. This informationcan be obtainedfrom KJC reports

andIT quarterlyreportsfor NAS Moffett Field.

" Response.: A summary table showing the well construction details of relevant existing

wells near each tank location is presented along withfigures showing the

existing well locations in the phase I tank location well installation activity

memorandum, dated August 13, 1990. Section 2.3 of the draft tank sump

removal summary report presents well construction details for the 11 wells

installed as part of the tank and sump investigations.

CommentNumber5. Pa_e22. Paragraph4. Section3.3. Tank2 is reportedto be a hazardous
wastetank. All hazardouswastetanksshouldbe analyzedfor the full suite
of analytespresentedonTable2. Historicaldisposalpracticeson military
installationsare reportedto havebeenhaphazard,and mixturesof chemicals
were indiscriminatelydisposedof downsumps,undergroundtanks,drains,
etc. Analysisof Tank2 samplesshouldincludeprioritypollutantmetals.
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Response: Individual subsections within Section 4.0 of the draft tank and sump removal

summary report describe analysis suitesfor samples at each tank and sump

removal area. Soil and ground water samples from Tanks 2, 43, and 68 and

Sumps 60, 61, and 66 were analyzedfor a full suite of analytes, including

VOCs, SVOCs, TPH extractable as diesel, TPHpurgeable as gasoline, and
metals.

Comment Number 6. Page 30. Paragr_hs 1.2. 3. and4. Section 3.4. Ground water and soil

samples from the area near Tank 53 (a former underground gasoline storage
tank) should be analyzed for lead in addition to VOCs; benzene, toluene,

ethylbenzene and xylene (BTEX); and TPH nonextraetables.

It is recommended that samples for Sump 66, Tank 67, and Tank 68 be

analyzed for SVOCs and metals. These tanks and sump were used for waste

storage. Other wastes, besides the ones reported may have been disposed

into these units. Analysesof tank contents would assist in determiningthe
appropriateanalytesfor soil and groundwatersampling. Withoutspecific

knowledgeaboutthe waste storedinside the tanks and sump, soil and ground

watersamples shouldbe analyzedfor all analytes presentedin Table 2.

Response: Organic lead was "notfound at detectable levels in soil samples below Tank

53. However, soil and ground water samples from this area were tested for
organic lead.

¢"

Soil and ground water samples taken during new well installation and ground

watersamplingnearTanks2, 43, 67, and68 wereanalyzedfor metals.
Samplesfrom Tanks 2, 43, and 68 were analyzedfor SVOCs. SVOC.s were

not testedfor in samples near Tank 67 because they were not detected during

tank removalactivities. Sections 4.1, 4.3, 4. 8, and 4.9 of the draft tank and

sump removal summary report contain analytical resultsfor soil and ground

water samplesfrom Tanks 2, 43, 67, and 68, respectively.

CommentNumber7. Page32. Paragraph2. Se,,_ion4.2.!. The fi_'stsentenceassumessurface

materialcoveringthe top of tanks is uncontaminated.A rationalefor this
statementshouldbe presented. In many instancesfill pipes are exposednear
the surfaceof undergroundstoragetanks andvisible evidenceof surface

contaminationis present.

5 RE:044-00241RSCRP_off©tt\rcq:_on_e.eomktlc



Response." TankremovaloperationsatNAS MoffettFieldincludedvisualandPID

screening of materials covering and surrounding tanks and associated piping.

CommentNumber8. page 32. Para_anh3. Section4.2.2. Willtankcontentsbe sampled?How
willsamplingbe performedandwhatanalyteswillbe analyzed?Waste
characterizationwillbe requiredfor properdisposaland/ortreatment.Also
see generalcomment2.

Response: Tankcontentswere screenedprior to disposal. Tankcontentswere sampled

by loweringa Teflonbailerinto the tank or by collectinga samplefrom the
dischargehose as tankcontentswerepumpedout. Sections4.5, 4.10, and
4.11 of the draft tankand sump removalsummaryreport list analyses
performedon samplescollectedfrom tankand sump contents.

CommentNumber9. page 32. Param'aph5. Section4.2.4. Howwill cleanmaterialbe
differentiatedfromcontaminatedmaterial,thisprocedureshouldbe described
in thisparagraph.

Response: Contaminatedand_ncontaminatedmaterialsweresegregatedinto separate
piles basedon visualobservationsand PID measurements.

CommentNumber 10. Page33. Paragraph4. Section4.3. Thevolumeof backf'dlused to bringthe

excavationup to gradeshouldbe includedin the draft and final interimaction
summaryreport. This informationwillbe requiredfor soil volumeestimates
to be presentedin the feasibilitystudy. This informationis important,

especiallyif any soil contaminationremainsafter the completionof this
interimaction.

o

Response: Sections3.1, 3.2, 3.3, 3.5, and 3.6 of the draft tank and sump removal
.. summaryreportdescribethe volumeof material usedto fill excavationsfor

Tanks2, 14, 43, 56.4through56D,and 67, respectively.

CommentNumber11. _. Howwill the PID be used to discernbetweensource
materials?

Response: PID measurementswere not usedto distinguishdifferentsourcematerials, but
ratherto determineif differentsourceareas werepresent in the vicinityof an
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excavation. For example,PID measurementsincreasingawayfrom a tank

duringcontinuedexcavationwouldindicatethepresenceof another
contaminantsource.

CommentNumber12. Page35. Section4,6. Whowill approvethat gross contaminationhas been
removedandthat the excavationcanbe backfilled? This informationshould

be reportedinthis section.

Response: Representativesof the Santa Qara CountyHealthServicesDepartment
approvedbackfillingof excavations.Mr. Wayne lqp and Ms. l_cole Jakoby
observedtank excavationactivities. IndividualsubsectionswithinSection 3.0

of the draft tank sump removalsummaryreportcontaininformation
concerningbackfillingoperations.

CommentNumber13. Page38. Parazravh3. Section4.9. If no immisciblefluidsare observed,
will a groundwatersamplebe collected? This paragraphshouldbe revised
to clarify that floating product will be sampled in addition to sampling ground

waterfromtheaquiferformation.
, -

_, Response: No immisciblefluids werefound duringsamplingof groundwatermonitoring
wells installedneartank and swnp removalareas. No samplesoffloating
productwere collected.

CommentNumber 14. Page41. Section4.11. SamplesIDs shouldindicatewherein the excavation
(e.g. northwall, southwall, bottom,etc.) the soil sampleswillbe collected.

Response: Excavationsoil sampleswere identifiedto indicateboth the location within ,

the excavation(directionand whetheran excavatingwall orfloor sample)as
well as the samplecollectiondepth infeet belowland surface (BLS). Section

4.11 of thefield workplan describesthe sample identificationconvention.
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CommentsfromMs. LynnNakashima.CaliforniaDepartmentof HealthServices

CommentNumber1. Section1.0 is missing.

Response: Section1.0ofthefieldworkplan,wl_chdiscussedremovalactionobjectives

andreportorganization,wasinadvertentlyomitted.Section1.1ofthedraft

tank and sump removal summary report discusses removal action objectives.

CommentNumber2. Page 20. Section3.2.1.I. Wellscreenlengthsshouldnot exceed10 feet

unlessapprovalis obtainedfrom the regulatoryagencies.

Response: Table1 of the draft tankand sump removalsummaryreport lists screened
intervalsfor monitoringwells installedneartank and sump removalareas.
Only wells W56-1(ADand W56-2(A1)havescreens longerthan lOfeet.
Becauseof the highpetroleumhydrocarbonconcentrationsmeasuredin

samplesfrom the excavationsfor Tanks56B, 56C, and 56D, screensfor wells
W56-1(A1)and W56-2(A1)wereextendedto includethe saturated/unsaturated

zone interfaceto allow monitoringfor floatingproduct. WellsW56-1(A1)and

W56-2(A1)havescreenswhichare 15feet long. Well constructionpractices

v followed Californ_stateand Santa Clara ValleyWaterDistrictguidelines.

CommentNumber 3. P_P._L_21.Individualcompaniesshouldbe contactedif the depthof the wells
cannotbe determinedfrom a literaturesearch.

Response: Welldepthdata are availablefrom the IT phase I characterizationreport or

recentIT quarterlyreportsfor NAS MoffettField. This issuedoes not affect
the currentwell installationdesign. The commentis notedfor future site
activities.

CommentNumber4. Page22. Section3.3. Para_aph2. Eagle-PicherEnvironmentalServicesis
not certifiedin the Stateof Californiato do TPH analysis. A California-
certifiedlab must performthe work.

Response: Eagle-Picherwas certifiedby the stateof Californiato do TPHanalysisprior
to receivingsamplesrequiringTPHanalysis.

CommentNumber5. Page 35. Section4.5. Howwill the free water in the openpits be sampled?
How long after excavationof the tankwill the samplebe obtained?
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Response: Section4.5 of thefield workplan and Section2.2 of thedraft tank and sump
removalsummaryreportdiscussthe methodsusedto samplegroundwater in
open excavations. Groundwatersampleswere usuallycollectedwithin 24

hoursof tank removal.

CommentNumber6. Page19. Paragraph2. Theprotocolfor fieldscreeningthe samplesshould -
be described.

Response: Field screeningcriteriaincludedvisualobservationof discoloration,PID

measurements,andpresenceof odor. Section4.4 of thefield _rk plan
discussesscreeningcriteriafor soil samples.

CommentNumber7. Page36. Section4.7. Paragraph2. Wherewill the decontaminationof
drillingaugersandsamplingequipmentbe done?

Response: Decontamination of augers and drilling equipment was performed at a

centralizedlocationdeterminedafter coordinationwithNAS MoffettField
personnel. Thedrillingequipmentdecontaminationpad is locatedat the

_=, southernend of NASMoffettField nearBuilding146. Samplingequipment
wasdecontaminatedat eachdrillingsite. All decontaminationwastes were
containerizedfor characterizationand disposal.

CommentNumber 8. Page 36. Section4,8. All monitoringwell locationsmustbe surveyedand
tied into the CaliforniaCoordinateSystem.

Response: Monitoringwell locationswere surveyedand tied in to the California
CoordinateSystem.

CommentNumber9. Page 36. Section4.8. Howwill the drill cuttingsbestored?

Response: Drill cuttingswere storedin 55-gallondrums. Soil boringsampleanalysis
resultswere usedto determineproperdisposalmethods.

CommentNumber 10. Page 36. Section4.8. What type of drill rig will be used and what size hole
and wells will be installed?
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Response: A Central Mining Equipment (CME) series 55 hollow stem auger rig was used
w to drill and install all monitoring wells except slant well W68-1(,41). A CME

series 75 hollow stem auger rig was usedfor well W68-1(,41). Appendix B of

the draft tank and sump removal sunvnary report contains boring and well

diameter data for all monitoring wells installed as part of tank and sump
removal activities.

Comment Number 11. Pace 37. Paraeravh1. Explainwhy 0.020 inch (20 slot) screened casing is
being used.

Response: WellscreenswithO.Ol-inchslots(I0slot)wereusedforallmonitoringwells
€

becausefinegrainedmaterialswerepresentinthescreenedinterval.

AppendixB ofthedrafttankandsumpremovalsummaryreportcontains

screenslotsizedataforallmonitoringwellsinstalledaspartoftankand

sumpremovalactivities.

CommentNumber12. Page37. Paraeraph2. Explainwhya number3 silicasandf'dterpackwas
chosen.

_, Response: Number 3 silica _and was usedfor sandfilter packs in all monitoring wells
becausefine grained materials werepresent in the screened interval.

Appendix B of the draft tank and sump removal report containsfilter pack

,' data for all monitoring wells installed as part of tank and sump removal
" activities.

CommentNumber 13. Page37. Param-aph2. The annulusabovethe silicasandfilterpack mustbe
sealedwitha 3 to 5 foot thickbentoniteseal andnot 1 to 2 feet.

Response: Theshallowdepthof thewellspreventeduse of a 3- to 5-foot thick bentonite
seal. Toplace a minimallyadequate4-footthick grout surfaceseal a 1- to 2-

foot thickbentoniteseal was used. AppendixB of the draft tank and sump
removalsummaryreportcontainsbentoniteseal datafor all monitoringwell
installedaspart of tankand sumpremovalactivities.

CommentNumber 14. Pa2e37. Para2raph4. Wellsshouldnot be developedby swabbingas that
could leadto casingcollapseor damage.
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Response: Monitoringwellsweredevelopedby surgingfollowed by eitherbaUingor
_' pumping usingan electricsubmersiblepump. Section 2.3 of the draft tank

and sump removalsummaryreportdiscusseswelldevelopmentprocedures.

Comment Number 15. Page 38. Sec_iQn4.9. Paraeraph2. Explainwhy a porosity of 0.3 was
assumed.

Response: A porosity of O.4 was assumedfor filter pack materials. A value of 0.4 is

based on published porosity rangesfor unconsolidated sand (Freezeand
Cherry, 1979, p. 37).

CommentNumber16. _. Will tripblanksbe usedas statedon page57 of the'quality
assuranceprojectplan (QAPjP)?

Response: Trip blanks were usedfor ground water sample shipments.

Comment Number 17. Page 42. Sample Labels. Change NSC Oakland to NAS Moffett Field.

Response: Commentnotedand incorporated.

CommentNumber18. Page43. Para_m'aph4. Blackelectricaltapecannotbe usedto seal the capto
the samplecontainerassamplecontaminationmay occur.

Response- No additionalsealingmaterials (includingblack electricaltape) were used to
seal groundwatersamplecontainers.

CommentNumber 19. Page 53. Table4. Whattypeof HNutip will be used?

Response: An HNuPID with eithera 10.2 or 11.7 electronvolt (eV) lamp was used
during tank andsump removalfield activities.

CommentNumber 20. Page 63. HealthandSafety_Plan. Havework cyclesbeen determinedin
order to avoidheatstress?

Response: Workcyclesduring tankand sumpremovalfield activitieswerescheduledto

minimizethe impactof heatstress onfield personnel. Modificationstofield
operatingproceduresincorporatingmorefrequent rest breaksand increased

fluid intakewereimplementedwhen air temperaturesexceededabout 80*F.
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v CommentNumber21. HealthandSafetyPlan.Paee 11. Citingthatan EPAguidancewill be

followedduringdecontaminationproceduresis notadequate.The specific
tasksthatpersonnelareresponsiblefor mustbe outlined,as well as the

physicallocationsof thetasks(in whichexclusionzone).

Response: DecontamlnationproceduresaredescribedindetaU in Section4.12ofthe

fieldworkplan.Exclusionzonesweredeterminedinthefieldforeach

drillinglocation,beforeactivitiescommenced.

CommentNumber22. HealthandSafetyPlan.Page11. The protocolusedfor the wipesamples
shouldbe explainedas well ashowthe resultswill be interpreted.

Response: An error wasmade in the healthand safetyplan. No equipmentwipe samples
were taken.

Comment Number23. Health andSafety_Plan. Page 13. E1CaminoHospital is located on Grant

Road, not Grand Road.

_, Response: Comment noted _ incorporated.
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NAS MOFFETrFIELDTANKANDSUMPREMOVAL

RESPONSETO COMMENTSON PHASEI TANKLOCATIONWELL
INSTALLATIONACTIVITIESMEMORANDUM_AUGUST13, 1990

CommentsfromMs. LvrmNakashima.CaliforniaD_artrnentof HealthServic_

CommentNumber1. All monitoringwells shouldbe inspectedeachtimethere is a samplingevent,
or at a minimumof one year intervals.Monitoringwells that are not
constructedaccordingto thespecificationoutlinedin the CaliforniaDHS
DecisionTreeManualshouldbe subjectedto frequent inspections.

€

Response: Monitoringwellswereconstructedaccordingto the specificationsdescribedin

the CaliforniaDHS DecisionTreeManual. All monitoringwellswill be
inspectedduringquarterlyor semiannualsamplingevents.

CommentNumber2. Sincefurthersamplingis proposedin this response,sampleanalysesfrom the
tank removalsshouldalso be presented.

Response: IndividualsubsectionswithinSection4.0 of the draft tank and sump removal
v, summaryreportpresent resultsfrom analysesof tank and sump soil and

groundwatersamples.

. CommentNumber3. Page1. Paragraph2. The statementthat "soilsamplesfrom the sumparea
didnotcontaincontaminants"needsto be clarified. Does this meanthat the

laboratoryanalyseswerenon-detectable?

Response: Section 4.12 of the draft tank and sump removal summary report presents the

analytical results of soil samples collectedfrom the Sump 66 excavation.
These results indicated low contaminant concentrations.

CommentNumber4. Page2. Paragraph4. Therationalefor proposingthatthe monitoringwell
nearTank68 be installedat a 45 degreeslantneedsto be expanded. This
shouldincludeexplaining,at a minimum,why a verticalwell downgradient
wouldnotprovidethe sameinformation.In addition,a descriptionof how
the well willbe installedshouldbe includedaswell as how waterlevel
measurementswillbe obtainedfroma slantedwell.
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_., Response: Well W68-1(.4I)was installedat a 45*angle to samplesoils Immediately
beneathTank68 as well as monitoringgroundwater beneath the tank. A

verticalwell downgradientof Tank68 wouldnot allow Investigationof
potential soil contaminationbeneath Tank68. In addition, theproximityof
Building88 to Tank68preventedInstallationof a verticalwell downgradient

of Tank68. Water levelmeasurementsin well W68-1(ADweremade using
the sameequipmentandproceduresas the other wellsInstallednear tank and
sump removalareas.

CommentNumber5. Page3. Para_aphI. Thelocationof thepipingtrenchareasshouldbe
indicatedon Figure 2. .

Response: Figures3 and 5 in the draft tank and sump removalsummaryreport indicate
the locationsof piping trenchesnear Tanks2 and 43.

Comment Number 6. Attachment1. Response to DHS comment Number !8. It is unacceptable to
seal sample containers with black electrical tape. Cross contamination has

been known to occur when volatile aromatic organic compound (VOA) vials

are sealed with electricaltape. The containers may only be sealed with

I_' custody tape for purposes of chain of custody.

Response: No additional sealing materials (including black electrical tape) were used to
• seal ground water sample containers.

v
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