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Subject: Review ofDrtJ/t FlIUIl ~ntltim RecOrd o/1JBcilion/Or1MCHo~ OP'ftlb18 Unil
(JJ Site 9, Nawll Air SttUton ,Bnu&.rwk:k, Bru1I.IWid, Maine, August 1994.

Dear Ms. Lofchie:

As requested by the BrunswiCk Area Citizen. for a Safe Bnvironmeftt (BACSB),' Robert G•
Gerber, Inc. (Qerber), hia reviewed, 1M. IJrqft Final lnurtm R«:ortl 0/ Dsets/on /Or 1M
GroU/UlwQler OjJerabk Unit 41 Slk 9, Nflwzl Atr Station Bnur.rwlck, 1JrID:&,rwldc, MdlM, dated
August 1994. The document-Was prepued by ADS Environmental Services, Inc., (ABB·ES) tor
Cbc u. s. J)epirunent of tho Navy for the Naval Air Station Brunswick (NAS Brunswick) located
mBrunswick, Maine. In the subject do.cument, the Navy presents the interim ren:tedial action they
sel~ced to address ground~ contaminaCion at Site 9. .

Site' 9. also known as the NeptUne Drive DisjJosal Site, is b:ated ~ the'c:Co~ portion of NAS
Brunswick. The lite initially inc;ludtxfthrei6 areas of,potenti&l contBmination: the location of a
former incinerator and an ulOCiat~ ..b diapowarea; an area reportedly used 'for buming and
disposal of solvents: and two streams ezhibitiJig iron-staining characteristic of leachate. Reaults
of earlier environmental investigations were reported in the Augu,st 1m DffI/t FiPUll Remallal
Investlgatlon (RI) and the "April 1991 Drqft Finm SupplemDWl Rl repons prepared by B. C.
Jordan: The September 1993 Drtl/I Technical Memorandum"!or Sire 9 pre5SDted a summary of
investigations and ~ysis condu~ thfougb 1993, and recommendations for future activities at
the lite. Several of thei~ we raiJed in our review of the September 1993 and earlim' versions "

f the Technical Memorandum have been broached at subseqUent meetings of the Technical
Review Com,,"ittee, and remain outstarutil)g.
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We recaltly reviewed the July 1994 Propciied Pkmfor Site 9 that preSented the Navy'l preferred
alcmwive for an interim lMICdia1~ for grouild~terat Site 9. The proposed interim acti Ii

, indudes poundwa1er remediation by natiua1 attaluation, implementation ~f institutional controls
to prevent human exposure, and ~g-tenn monitDrlnl of -groundwater. sUrface water. and
sCidinieou to evaluate d1aDIes in envirOnmental :qualitY- "We presented our comments on the
Propo.rid PI4n in Our IeUa to you,~ AUgust 10, 1994. The Navy recendy provided responses

.' to comments on ~'PropoUd Pkln~ dUring the public comment period in a
~vmeuSUm~· that Will be included in Appendix A of the fi!ml RJ!aJ1d 01DecIsIon
or ROD•. We'abo review~,the Drqft fin4l Long Tema Moll,Jlorlng Plim, Site'9, NepJIIM Drive
DispoItIl SiZe, daIed August 1994,. and provided our comments to you in our letter dated August
19, 1994. ' . ' ,

Our comments on the dmft final Record ofDecision'are as' fonows:
, . '

, ,
, .

1. Paae 1. The tim sen1ence under the "Statement of Basis and~. hCading should be
revised to reflect,that dte interim'~aeti~ &e1eacd indw:les U)stit:lilional controls in addition
to long tam moni,torlni ~d remediation ~ gmuQdwater by natural attenuation.

2. Paces 3 &: 4. ,Captain Racbor's name ~ld be,~g~ to the new, Commanding Officu's
name. In addition, Appendix C, whiCh will include the'Maine I>epar\111~tof Environmental
PJotecdon's letter of concurrence.. shoUld be ~etenoed,oD both signature pages.

, -

3. Pale 7. A biief~on, similar to the reisponse to comment 2 in the-ResPonsiveness
Summary-. regarding why the old drain is'~ eonQDt'D :should be included.

4. hies 11 & U. The final paragraph of $ection. IJB should refelence tho -Responsiveness
Summary" in Appendix A fOllowing the c1isc:ussion o~ Ihe July 1994 ~1'O~d PI4n and Public
Hearing.
. . . . .
5. Page 29. The limns~ desCription of the~ teIl1edial'aetion components presented here
shou~d be siriWar to that on psge 36' in dlat it should include groundwater remediation through
natural attenuation. ' ' ,

. ti.' Page 36•. The 'discussion ~f the estimated time of 0.70 years for a water panicle to travel
Itthrough Site 9" should be~ to reflect that it'~ an estimate for the travel time for water in
the vicinity of ~eptuneDrive to ~scharge to~ stream (see Page 28).

aOBEaTC.
GEllBER, lNC.
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, We arc enclosing a complde'~ of the '"ResponJiveness Sumnialy.- and the -Ac1miniJtrativ
ReamS Index- that will be inCOlpOrared~ Appendix.A and B.respedively~ J~the final ~OD as
you only received the August 1:9. i994 cover letter from ABB-ES•. IIl.the -Responsiveness
Sum'mary-, the Navy has responded to BAC$Bts concerns regarding· ~.UaIing conlaminated
atream sediments.in the vicinity of·Site 9 and conducting ~e additional investigations at Site 9 in

. a timely fashion. .' " ' . '

Sincerdy,
R bert G. G~t Inc•

.~1r(J:~...~
carolyn A. Lepag~ c.
Direcmr of Operations
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ROBERTG.
GERBER. INC. '


