
VIA FACSIMILE
(~15) 244-2774

May ~2, 19li7

Mr. Larry Douchand.
SRAC Environmenta~ coordinacor
Engineering Fiel~ Activit¥ West
N.val Faoilities SnginG.r~g Co~r~nd

900 Commodore Drive
San ~ruDO, CA 94006-2402

Re: Draft Sandbla8t Grit Araaa (Site 2) R~moval Action Field
Work Plan and Draft Time-Critical Ramoval Action Memorandum
Sandblast Grit Areas (IR-02), Naval Fuel D.pot Point Molaee

,
Dear Mr. ~ouchand:

The U.S. ~nvironmental Prot:ction Agency CU.S. EPA)
appracia.t:es the opportunity to p~'ovide comments on documents
entitled. Dra~t:. S~dblagt Grit: Ar~!a. (Site 2) Remova.I Act:.ioll Field
Work Plan (work plan) and Draft ·~·imQ·Crit:J.caJ. Removal Action
Memo.lUJdwn S&ndblasc Grit Areas .'IR-02) N.1val Fuel Depot Point
Mala te, Ri.chmond, C4I.l.i.fornia (ra:lIoval mamo). The work plan and
removal memo ~e prepared ,by PRe Environmental Management, Inc.

·on bahalt of the Department of the Navy and are dated April 21,
l~~7 and Ma.y 7,'1997, r ••pec::tivaJ.y.

cr. s. EPA comments ara provi:led below (plaaite .ee Enclosure) .
U.S. EPA'g Technical Support Sac:t.iCln is unable to completll its
review of remova.l memo Appendix El, Riek Scr••ning within th_
T~view period provided; however. U.s. EPA staff will trAnsmit
Technical Support's memorandum f{Jllowing receipt and review.

It you havQ any questions concerning U.S. EPA oomments,
pleaQe do not hesitate to eontaet~ me a~ (415 J 744-2365.

Phi i Ramsey
Remed a~ project Manager

Enclosure

cc: Mary Ro&e Cassa, C~liforn1a Dep~rtm8nt of Toxic Subscances
Control

Jam.1i NusraJ.a, California :R.ag1on111 Water Quality Cont.rol
Board • San .Prancisco Bay' Region
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u. s. EPA Review of Dra.ft Sandble,lJt Grit ° Areas (Site 2) Rallloval
Aceion Field Work Plan and Draft. TimQ~Critieal Removal Action
Memorandum Sandblast Grit Areas (IR-~2), Naval Fuel Depot Feint
Molate

Specif1c Commenta on Draft Sandblaat Grit Areas (Siee ~) Removal
Action Field Work Plan;

1. Section k.O, Introduction. U.S. EPA requ••t •. that the Navy
includes a statement regarding agcnc1ea involvement in work
plan review and document: dt:velepmanc proa••s.

2. Section 2.2, Site 2 Op.rat~Jns. U.S. EPA requeats that the
description of Area 29 be Moa1!1ad to stata, "While no
sa.nc1blast grit was observed at Area 2a during a January 28,
1.996, .ite visit, large ci.l~ris and brush piles were noted in
the g'8neral area wher. gz:01 t: was reportedly disposed.. II

3. SQction 4.1, Soil Sample Locations. Please provide Navy
rationale for .election of nexavalent chromium samples.

4. Section 4.2, Sample Collect:ion Method.s. Please modify the
forth ilent.ence in parilgrapb number one 1:.0 read, "[aJ
stainless aeael trowel will De used to collect grab samples
from the 0.0 co 0.5 -foot il1terval".

5 . Section 4.3, Ana.lytical Mel:.hods. U. S. EPA i8 unclear why
the Navy r.farenced. Mgthodla for Evalua.ting the At:tainment of
Cleanup Standa.rds (0. S. EP;t, 1989) after its acknowledgment
that EPA Methods 7196A and .xtraction Method 3060A will be
used for analysis of hexav~l.nt chrom1um. u.s. EPA requests
that. t.he Navy raferencli pe:,; .onal communicaeions b.twaen U. S.
EPA staff (Phillip Ramsey) and PRe (Brian Sohuller on
approx1mataly Mareh 12, 19;7 and 1nd!cate U.s. EPA notified

. PRe that it has not. withdr.9WI1 any analytical methods for
chromium iUld SW846 EP). M.t:~.oc1s 71,6A and 3060A (alkaline
carbonate digestion) ara t.::~.li!I approved method" for analyzing
hexavalent chromium samplei. Alao, on Page 4-4, ple.58
delece the ••ntence, "[e]xtraction method 30&OA (an alkaline
digestion extraqtion proce~~re) will be used as it ia
believed to be more aeeurate Chat. using deion1zea w.tar for
extraction.

6, Section <4.', Indicator MatJ.l.. Text. propos.. to analyze
liIoil samples for nin. (9) i.ncU.cator m.t:a.~s (Antimony,
Cadmi~m, Chromium, Co~alt, Copper, Lead, N~ckel, Thal1iu~,

and z~e), in order to "8t2~am11ne" the invo8ti~at1on. If
laboratory coats ara great~~ for the analyses of indicator
met.als than for the entire suite of·Met.ho~ 6010 metals, u.s.
EPA recommend that the entire. suite of meta.l. be analyzed.
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Specific Comments on Draft 'I'imQ-I:ri.tical Removal Action
Memorandum Sandblast Grit Araaa (IR-02), Naval Fuel Depot Point
Molate:

1. Section 2.1.5, National Pri.,riti•• List Status. PlsalilQ
rev18a text to indicate thl:: it. MOlate baliill been
prsliminarily licorec! aa paz":; of the P~aliftlin.ry ,
AsaaQsment/sit. In.paetion (PA/SI) and 18 a lew priority,
active ComprehenQ1v. Env1:-c':11t\8ntal Response Compensation,
and Liability Information S:f.tem (CEReLIS) .tee.

2. Appendix A, Administ~at1ve :lecord List Applicable to Site 2
Ral'!'loval Action. Please inc:lude minutes from March 24, 1.997,
BRAe Cleanup Team (BCT) and R.med1al ProjQct Managers (RPM)
meeting and all oorrespOnde!:lcetran811'l1tteci by regulatory
agencies for IR Sita 02 r.nl~al action in Administrativ.
Record List.

3. AppenQ1x a, Ri~k Screening, Table ,. PRG Screening
Evaluation. Residantial and Occupacional Exposure Scenarios.
~lea~e check calculat.d ri~~ ratio for carcinogenic
chemicals under residential and oocupational axpoiilure
scenarios.
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