
._ •.1,'
• ~,~ I."

j

~QfotwJm~B""'tU#rIMMl'~'~

11, Woat Street • !freeport..Maine " 04032·1133

Oct 27,93 13 : O:"_hl_. 0 1 /:.J.O .n")j.l''l.d
, N60087.AR.000393

NAS BRUNSWICK
., 5090.3a
BOBEB..TG•.. ~ .

GERBER, INC.

, 207-86S-6138

GeNEIW. S RVIOiiS A MINISTRATION

OPTI~AL. FORM eEl (7-80)

. FAX T RAN S MITTAL' 1101~~ ~ .:3
TOB~b 11t!.! (/,,,-11' Fram ~".ecl €v~ S
be P.l\OIlCl·l./~ -'5'f~ ..~'S~1

Full ZliiS -6r'!5""'~-55~

J ' .

Ms. Lou1de' Lofch.ie
Brunswick: Area' Citizens, for a Safe EnvUonment
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. .
Subject: Review of -Draft Pinal Tecbn1ca1 Memorandum. Site,9. Neptune Drive Disposal SUeu

•

. Naval Air Station,Brun~k. Bruntwlck. Maine, ~eptembet 1993•

. "DGat Ms. 'Lafcbie:.

A. requ~ by ,the Bruns~kArea 'Citizells ~ a Safe Environment ·(B~CSB). 'Rob!m 0.
Gerber, Inc. ~QGI), .~ reviewed the -Draft Final Technical Memorandum. Site 9. Neptune
Drive Disposal Site" tor Naval Air Station Brunswick. Brunswick, Maine, ~ted September
1993. Tho document was prepared by AU Environmental Services, Inc., (AlB) for ,the U, s.
Departmel\t o~ the Navy for the Naval Air, S~Oft Btunawick (NAS BtuDawlck) located in
Brunswiek, Maine. The,subJect document ia intended to summarize site investigation activities
and make reoommendations for _futura actions-at the Neptune Drive Disposal Site. '

, ,
I ' •.

Site 9. also. known u the N~ptune Drive D.sa1 Site, is located in the eenttal portion of NAS
. Brunswick. Tho site initlaUy included three areas of potential contamination: a former

incinerator location and ash dispOSal area; an area reportedly used for burning and disposal of
solvents; and two streams~dna iton-stainioa cbaracteriAtic of leac~ Results of W:lier
enviraDmen.W investiptions were reported in· the August 1990 J)raft PinalRemedia1
Inveltiga~on (lU) and the April 1991 Draft Pinal Supplemental RI reports prepared by B. C.
Jordan. " '

The subJ_ docu~t presents a sU~1I18l')' of investigations and. analysis conducted through
1993. and: recommendations for future activities at the si•• We commeatedon the June 1993
versioh of th.. subject document in Olit 1~ to )'oQ dated August 10, 1993. Several of the
issues and concerns we raised in our August 10th letter remain,' particularly those related to
IOU~ identification. We have summarized our eomments ancs~conceml in the foilowinS:

1.~ Coawne.ot. The JX,irnary, fceu. of the recent'investiption activities conducted at
Site 9 has been on field eValuations and enVironmenta1 sampUna related to the ash landfiU and
,the sep~ -system at BuilCSina 201. As the NaY)' bas concluded that neither of these two~ :
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is. the current S()UlCe of the low levels of volatile organic compounds (Voes) detected at Site
9, additional investiptions of Qther current and· histbric pot=tia1 sources should be conducted
at this time. For instance, it is our understanding that there is an auto hobby shop re1ative1~

close to and upgradienc of Site g~' several fugbtline buildings are a1~ located upgradient of Site
9. Theae and other potential soUrce areas should be, invea~gated as the possible sources of the
VOCa, ' The investJptions could be conducted concurrentl~, with the implementation of ,

.. jroundV'ater monitoring, with ,tho W\detstanding that the monitoring plan mish.t be modified to
ICa)mmodate newinforrnation. Additional field investlgadons might also be necessary to further
evaluate the environrnentil,eftects of any new,potential ,o~.

, ,

2. GeDetal CoIimIen' We reiterate comments we made in our Auaust 10th letter conceming
the. need tor additloiW data tod~e mOte precisely ~e direction ofJfOW\d~flow. the

. relationship. of groundwater to streamflow in the. two unnamed tributaries, the effect of the
(ormer stre:an1 ~ne1 'and the .former drain location Oft. groundwater' flow and contaminant
migration, and ,seasonal variations of tho hydrologic system. 'Hydrogeologic data aathered in
the course. of the proposed quarterly~ should be presented in the form of water level
contour maps. and other, appropnate forms for review on a regular basis (annually" at a
minimum). 11te results caf~ data analysis and compilation may. indicate a need to modify
lSSumptioas conceminl the 'groundwater flow regime and/or conduct adCUtional fleld
inv..tigations. ' For in·stanc:e, additional data may indicate monitoring well MW~916 cannot be
.conlidered a background well.

3. Page .3-1, torexamp1e~ It is misleading to eharacterize the occurrence of VOCs in
~ samp1ea coll~ at Site 9 as -spomdio·. lather" the eollecllDn Qt simples·has ,.
been sporadic (six times over,the past five,years). Rathe.t than continue to speculate with the

, limited data currently ,available, we feel that the regu1arl~ scheduled (quarterly, for ewnpla)
collection and analysis of environmental samples rtom. ~Iting sampling 1ocatiortJ sbould be
inidaCed in a timely fashion. wlillc ad~itiona1 inYe4dgations '(aueh as for, potential sources) should
be con4ueted .c.oncurrently. ~ possibilitY of the concu~t ~ns .~ presen. by lim.,.
Shafer (Na\iy Jl(orthern J'JIvision) at· tbe September 23, 19.93 TRC (TecMical'leview COMmittee)
rfteedng. 'PerhaPs an interim action, mentioned in the SPA's August, 11, 1993 comment letter
(A~dix 'D), wou14 be ~priate fOr Site 9. There seem. to be Seneral agreement among
the partieI ptQv~JlI ~ca1 comments and responses to comments that additionil
environmental data is needed to determine along·~ plan for Site 9. An interl~ action could,
aU w the coUection of the on~men~ data ·from eaisting $ample locations to bcain and
accommOdate. DeW. information generated duritiS ~ncunertt investigations, such as the evaluation
·of.ddUio~a1 potenti.,l sourcu. ' ," , " .

.. . . ,

4. ' Pales 5-1 • 5-3. While" agree with th8 proposed. em-PS momtol'ina ot groundwater
quality in the existing weUs at Sita9 i we cannot agree &hat there is ~o con~u1ng source of
VOC. at·the site based on currently avai18b1e infonnation. The ~ce of VOCI ,m
8l'OUDdQter S:'JIlples .inclieates .there may 'be more than QIl8 source. Additional investigations

,I I. •
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ahould'~ conducted, bothno~ 'and south of Neptune Drive. to respond to the questions and
comments outlin~ ~ and to identify, the ,source or, ·sources. Once the source(s) is, (are)
identified. additional'remedial actions should be eva1uate4. Institutional controls, should also
addreu the· excavation and removal of the ash 'landfill should any construction occur in the
barracks area. '. ,.' . '

S.· Appendix D. In responSe to our ~ment #16 in our August 10th tetter concerning the
evaluation of radioactive hazards, at.the site, the Navy ,describ.ed the, inStrument· used durinl
investigations at Si. 9. ancl ~tated,~a.t ·~I,I..,OVO background were not rioted durin, the
survey·•.aowevu. we ate uncertain~bac~~d leve1s'wete det'errttined.· P1eaie provide
specific information concerning h()W background lovels for tadioactive hazard ~uation ,were
cletermined. , ' .' .,.' .

,.,~ Commeat. T~ s~bject. ~ment wu ~scuued during a conference cail on
OCtober 21. 1993,. by repteSOntati~ ,of the Navy. U.S. Bavitonmental.~on Agency
(EPA). and Maine~tofBn~tal·~9I\.· Wew~ inltlally contacted by Bob
Lim of the SPA at 2 PM Oft October 2.1st U) plJ'ticipate in the conference call that was to stan
an hour later at 3 PM. We indicated we wOUld need. ~ contact a BACSB representative to
authorize us to .actively. participate in the conference call. '.b~t at a ~mum. we' could 1lsten to
'the conversation and ask q~tiona. However, we never .received d\e conference call. :We also
understand that'Mr. Lim contacted'Susan Weddle (BACSB),aftel he contacted us, and that she
did not receive his measIp. until'~ evening. We are Concerned that BACSB d'ld not receive
information'in a timely fasbion aboyt the conference call·fi'om either the Navy or BPA. As a

, resuIt. BACSS wu left out. In 'ldditiOn.·wO had Indicated 01U' in~t in participating in the
call. but ROOI was also left out. It was out UJlderstanding~ the same~ involved in the
.confeteftce' call regarding the luna 1993 version of the subject document were to participate in
the lateat conferenCe, c:a1l.' SuftlQi~t notice should be provided to. allow BACSS and its
representati~ to partici~, in a Constructive manner. ' '.. '
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