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Mr. Orlando Monaco

Department of Navy

Base Realignment and Closure -
Program Management Office-| Northeast
4911 South Broad Street , '
Philadelphia, PA 19112-1303

Re: Site 9 Letter Workplan (August 2007) .
Naval Air Station, Brunswick, Maine

Dear Mr. Monaco:

Pursuant to Section VI of the Naval Arr Statlon Brunswick, Maine: Federal Fac1||ty Agreement
(Oct 1990), as amended, the Maine Department of Environmental Protection (M EDEP) has
reviewed the draft final “Letter Workplan, Site 9 Removal Action”, dated August 22, 2007,

prepared by Oak Environmental Consultants, Incorporated Based on that review MEDEP has
the following comments and issues.

1. - Section 1 0 lntroductlon “OAK will provide at least seven ) days of advance notrflcatlon to
‘the Navy with respect to. planned’ sampling (and other) activities ..

~~ This conflicts with bullet 1'on page 2 and with Section 8.0. Please rectify.

2. Bullet 5: The location of the sheetrng is up to the Navy and its contractor. Please delete the
' last sentence

3. Table1:

‘a. ) Since there will be two workplans for this pro;ect (October 2005 and hopefully September'
2007), it needs to be very clear which workplan covers what. Therefore the Navy needs to
go through this table and clarify which workplan is being cited. (MEDEP suggest using the.
date of the workplan and adding a foot note with the full title.)

- b ) In the chemical analyses column for ash and for all rows the workplan referenced is
., 2005, however the PCB analyses has changed from 8081 (2005 Workplan) to 8082 (2007
workplan) This needs to be rectified.

-¢.) In the LWP Sampling Plan column the workplan referenced i in the 2005 except for the
CDD row, second line which is the 2007 workplan

d ) Loam & Overburden Row 6th fine. Itis unclear which table is meant since they both are
relevant but are sllghtly different.. (PCBs and Pestlcrdes analyses have been added )
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e.) Loam and Overburden Chemical Analyses There are two new analyses, Total PCBs
_ using method 8082 and'Pesticides using method 8081. This information is not reflected in
Tabie 1 of the 2005 workplan. These two tables must be rectified to include the two new
analyses and the new methodology for PCBs so that there is no misunderstanding as to
- what is to be done.

'f) Loam and Overburden LWP Samphng Plan second para, 1% sententce: Add pestrcudes
to this list. :

g.) Loam and Overburden and Confirmatory Samples: When comparing, sorl results the
most stringent criteria -of the Maine Remedial Action Guidelines or EPA Region Preliminary
Remedial Guidelines must be used.. Please revise.

h.) Also when comparing soil sample results to the Maine State Remedial Action Guidelines,
if there are multiple carcinogenic contaminants, the Navy and its contractor must use Section -
IV.C. Please add'this to the table 1 in this workplan and Attachment 3, Table C-2. The Navy -
may want to consider adding this document to the workplan to ensure that the contractor
understands that unless there is only one compound detected is the guideline appropriate to
use; if there are multiple compounds then someone must determine the appropriate
_concentration.

i.) Note: “Contaminated ash/soil/HW will be removed to a level that meets ARARs for the
site to the extent practlcable

If it becomes necessary for contamination to remain in place the Navy must determlne the
nature and extent of that contamination, determine if it poses a risk to human health or the
environment and establish the necessary institutional controls to prevent exposure.

j- ) Note: “Fill materlal W|II be screened against the MEDEP re3|dent|al standard prlor to
backfllhng Lacking...

" See comment3 h. above

4. Section 7, Methodology, Note: “Liquid wastes generated from dewatermg opera’uons and
decontamination-are handled per the Site Workplan and as prevrously approved.”

It is unclear exactly is meant by this sentence because Section 3.0 of the 2007 workplan and'
a portion of the 2005 cover the handling of liquid wastes. Please rectify.

5. . Page 11, Figure 3 and Insert B: “Temporary Sheetmg -at locations determined in field with
concurrence of on-site regulatory rnspectors o

It is unclear what this means. MEDEP has no confirmed that temporary sheetmg is in place
so does it mean that the existence of temporary sheeting will be determined in the field? If
so, please revise. If not, please delete as MEDEP cannot determine where the proposed

- sheeting should be placed. That is the decision of the Navy or its contractor.
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_ Please contact me at (207) 287- 771 3or claudia.b. salt@malne gov, |f you have any questlons or :
comments.

’ 'Respeotfully,

. / laudra Sait

Project Manager-Federal Facilities
Bureau of Rem_ediation & Waste Management

_Cf: File ,
Chris Evans-MEDEP
Dale Mosher-BNAS
Christine Williams-EPA
Mike Daly-EPA (email only)
Carolyn Lepage- Lepage EnVIronmentaI
Al Easterday-ECC
 Ed Benedikt
David Chipman (emall only)
Carol Warren-(email only)
Catherine Guido-ECC (email only)
Joe Gallant-BNAS (email only)



