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Subject: Naval Station, Treasure Island, San Francisco,
California, Suitability study of Floating Product
Removal, Draft Summary Report, November 5, 1991

Dear Mr. Galang:
"

The staff of the San Francisco Regional Water Quality Control
Board (SFRWQCB) have completed their review of the above document
that was received in our offices on November 12, 1991. The
following are general and specific comments that should be
addressed.

GENERAL

1. This report is incomplete and does not adequately address
the question of the suitability of floating product removal.

2. There are no acceptable chemical analytical data for the
Fuel Farm Area (FFA). The physical data presented for the
FFA from the slug test of the piezometer well B1
demonstrated that soils in this area appear to be fairly
permeable, yet no conclusions or specific approaches to
address the problem of floating product in this area were
put forth. If floating product removal is not to be
recommended in this area, the reasons for this position must
be clearly stated. If contaminated soil is to be removed
because the area of floating product is small, that approach
should be presented. The report did not contain any
information as to how the data gaps for the FFA would be
rectified.

3. Data demonstrating the presence of measurable amounts of
floating product in Well 6 (Table 3) in the Fire Training
Area (FTA) were presented, yet no discussion of specific
approaches to address the problem of floating product in the
vicinity of this well were put forth. If floating product
removal is not to be recommended in this area, the reasons
for· this position must be clearly stated. If contaminated
soil is to be removed because the area of floating product
is small, that approach should be presented.
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SPECIFIC

p. 12, Section 4.1, paragraph 3: The results of chemical
analyses for the FFA presented in this section are
essentially useless. SFRWQCB comments on the Draft Field
Workplan (8/1/91) specifically stated that piezometer wells
are not" capable of functioning as groundwater monitori-ng
wells." These types of wells typically have very short
screened intervals, and therefore, they are not appropriate
to function as monitoring wells where the screened interval
typically extends across the entire length of the aquifer to
be sampled. .

2. p. 14, Section 4.4, bullet 2: Modify to read, "Areal
extent••• " This estimate is probably a conservative minimum
rather than the maximum implied by the text. The fact that
floating product was £ound in monitoring wells 1 and W3,
which are approximately 25 feet from the tanks, suggests
that the minimum radius of a circular plume may be 25 feet,
leading to an areal estimate of 2,000 ft 2• The fact that
floating product was found in these wells indicates that the
full extent of the floating product plume has not yet been
determined.

3. p. 15, Section 5.0, bullet 3: The analytical results do not
suggest that the plume "is of limited areal extent" but
rather that the plume may not be circular, and may extend
farther along the east-west axis than the north-south axis.

4. p. 15, Section 6.0, item 2: No indication is made as to how
the proposed four additional monitoring/recovery/extraction
wells around Tanks A and B and the three wells around Tank C
will be situated in order to "further evaluate the
feasibility of product recovery".

5. p. 24, Table 5: Modify the symbol in parentheses under
"Salinity" to "%0" or "ppt".

Please direct your questions or comments to me at (510) 464-4222.

Barbara M. Smit
Toxic~ Cleanup Division

2



t

cc: Treasure Island

~ Mr. Randy Friedman
Code 0311
Building 1
Naval Base, San Francisco
Naval Station, Treasure Island
San Francisco, CA 94130

Mr. Jim Sullivan
Code 84
Building 1
Naval Base, San Francisco
Naval station, Treasure Island
San Francisco, CA 94130

Ms. Roberta Blank
U.S. Environmental o Protection Agency
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105

Mr. Romy Fuentes
Department of Toxic Substances Control
700 Heinz Avenue, Blvd. F, Suite 200
Berkeley, CA 94710

Mr. Michael Buchman
Acting Coastal Resource Coordinator
NOAA/HAZMAT
7600 Sandpoint Way, N. E.
Seattle, WA 98115

Mr. Mike Rugg
California Department of Fish & Game
Region III
P.O. Box 47
Yountville, CA 94599

Richard Cooper
Bay Conservation and Development Commission
30 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102

Mr. Scott Lutz
Bay Area Air Quality Management District
939 Ellis street
San Francisco, CA 94106

Mr. Steven Schwartzbach
U.S. Fish & Wildlife service
Endangered Species Office
2800 cottage Way, Room E-1803
Sacramento, CA 95825-1846
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Ms. Sharon Moreland
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
211 Main Street
San Francisco, CA 94105-1905


