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Mr. Stephen Chao December 30, 1992
WestDiv Engineer in Charge File No. 2189.8009
WesternDJ.vision
Naval FaciLitiesEngineering Command
900Commodore Way, Bldg.101
SanBruno,CA94066-072,0

Subject: Commentson the Draft RemedialInvestigationReport Operable Unit 1,Landfill
Sites I and 2, November 1992

DearMr. Chao:

The following comments are based on the San 1_ranciscoBay Ref_onal Water Quality
Control Board Staff's review of the Draft RemedialInvestigation Report Operable Unit
1, LandfillSites 1 and 2, November 1992.

GeneralComraen_:

_" Why isn't the dam_rom therecent investigations at the Golf Course Landfill included in
this report? It seems that further in'vestigationsof the area and the interpretation of the
risk associated with the data derlvc_dfrom the recent field investigations should be
included in the OU1 feasibility study. ]_leasedarlf), the reasoning behind including
recent data from the Golf Course Landfillarea within OU2 instead of OU1.

Please explain why the data from the ESA soil borings and monitoring wells is not
included in this report.

Thelabelingofthemonitoringwellswithinthetextdoesnotcorrelatewiththelabeling
ofthewellsonFigures4.1.-2and2.3-.11.TheW02 orW01 labelisusedinthetextandthe
figuresuseonlyW2,andsometime.,;Wl.orW01.

Svecific Comments:

pg.1-8,section1.5.1Isthisareastilleverusedasapistolrange?

pg.1-11WhatisthesourceoftheTCEwl_chwasfoundinthesoilswhicharedescribed
as"cleanfill"forthearea,;surroundingthesite2landfill?

pg.2-4,section2.1Was thisSWAT reportsenttotheRegionalWaterQualityControl
_.v Board?If there is documentation which shows the submittaldate, please include this in
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the report.

pg, 2-7, sec. 2.2i It seems ,asthough the data from the recent investigations at the Golf
Course landfill should be included in the OUI RI or FS. Please dazlfy the reasons that
this information is being included in the,OU2 FS,

pg, 2-9,lastparagraph The landfill i,_locatedfartherto the northeast, not the northwest.

pg. 3-16,section 3.8 The San Franciscoforktalldamselfiyneeds to be included in the list
of endangered, threatened and rare species in both this section and section 7.3.1.3.

pg.6-2,section6.2Itisnotunusualtofindisolatedpocketsofcontaminationwithina
landfill.Thesecontaminationareasshouldnotbe downplayedjustbecausethe
"persistence"ofthesecontaminantsrasyb,elimited.

pg.6-4,par.3 SiteIinthefirstsenten¢i_shouldbereplacedby site_2.

pg.6-12,par.5 Thefirstsentenceofthedescriptionofxylenecontaminationatsite2
shouldstatethattotalxyleneswereJ!oundinsubsurfacesoils[samplesatW02-09(AI)].

pg.6-16Withonlythreewells,andliu_tedsoilboringsatsite2itisinappropriatetorely
heavilyonargumentswhichlabelacontianinant"notpersistent"when itisconsistently
detected in one of the wells, These sections which describe the persistence of

_=_ contaminantsareincludedforwhatpurpose,andwhatguidelinesare..beingusedtolabel
acontaminantpersistentornotpersistent?Ingeneralthesesectionsseemasthoughthey
area valuejudgementand thatthe datashouldbe presentedwithoutthese
interpretations.

pg.6-:[8,par.i Pleasefla-therexplainwhy thePCB contamination_Ltsite2seemsmore
extensiveeventhoughthehighestconcer.trations,18,000ppbofPCB'swerefoundatsite
I.

pg.7-21,par.2 Itisimportanttostatethatthedayintervalswhichunderliebothlandfills
are part of the "interfingering" of fine and course.grained materials _nd that the limited
subsurface data can not prove a consif_tentday layer below the fill materials.

pg.7-21,par.4 The descriptionofthedownwardmig.rationintotheA-1aquiferzone
needstobeincludedintheHydrolo_,Tsectioninchapter3.

pg.7-25,section7.3.2There-usescer,,_riowhichassuraesthattheupkeepon dikesand
thedrainageoftheareawouldbe discontinued,andtheassumptionthatthewetland
hydrologywouldbere-establishedisinappropriate.Thereisno reasontobelievethat
thepresenthydraulic€ontrolswon't€ontinne.Thereisnolawwhichwouldforcethese
areastobecomewetlandss_ndthepfiwttesLdtfiatssur:otmdingtheareawillcontinueto
prohibittheareafromreturningtoitsnaturalstate.Theareamay potentiallybe"real

'_ estate with a view" in fifty years,
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pg. 7-26,see. 7.3.3 Please include the laboratory results for the wells at site I and site 2
which show the levels of total dissolved solids.

pg. 8-3,Fate,and Transport The statement which asaumes that if contaminants were
going to migratethey would have alreadydone so in tl_elast 15yews does not take into
accountthat 8eochemical €onditio_ within the landfills could change to facilitate the
mobilityof these compounds, or that they will eventuallymigratein the next fifty years.

Figure4.1-2 There should not be any distinctionmade between aquifer water levels and
leachate water levels within the fill material All fluids within the landfill boundaries
should be labeled leachate.

If you have any questions or concerns,please callme at the San Francisco BayRegional
WaterQuality ControlBoardat (510)286-3980,

Sincerely, _

ProjectManager

v

co: RobertaBlank,US EPA
MailStopH-9-2

"_ CyrusSh.abahari,DT$C
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