
RHODE ISLAND 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT --.. ----------------
~ 235 Promenade Street, Providence, RI 02908J5767 TDD 401-222-4462 

20 May 2010 

Winoma Johnson, P.E. 
NAVFAC MIDLANT (Code OPNEEV) 
Environmental Restoration 
Building Z 144, Room 109 
9742 Maryland Avenue 
Norfolk, VA 23511-3095 
~+o( 

RE: Draft Proposed Plan 
Old Fire Fighter Training Area, Naval Station Newport, Newport, Rhode Island 

Dear Ms. Johnson: 

The Office of Waste Management at the Rhode Island Department of Environmental 
Management has conducted a review of the Draft Proposed Plan, dated April 2010 for Site 9-
Old Fire Fighter Training Area, Naval Station Newport, located in Newport, Rhode Island. As a 
result of this review, this Office has generated the attached comments on the Proposed Plan. 

I r you have any questions, in regards to this Jetter, please contact me at (401) 222-2797, extension 
7148 or bye-mail at garyjabJonski@dem.ri.gov. 

:Be:: C)~. 
Gary Jablonski, Principal Engineer 
Office of Waste Management 

cc: Matthew DeStefano, RIDEM 
Richard Gottlieb,· RID EM 
Robert Lim, USEPA Region I 
Cornelia Mueller, NETC, Newport, RI 
S'tephen Parker, Tetra Tech 
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." '\ Draft ProposekI plan l. ' 

, :: Site:9- Old Fire Fig.bier, 1tra~Jling~Area,~N aval Stati~~.Ne;wport 
Newport, Rhode Island 

. Dated April 2010 

Office of Waste Management's Comments: 

;1; ; 

1. Page 1, The Proposed Plan Section; 2nd sentence. 

"This Plan describes the Navy's proposed remedy for the Site, which" after careful study 
consists of permeable asphalt/soil cover and land use controls for soils 

.~ ,"" ,.;'4 :}. l-' J_""'~"~ J'.~U 

As per the attached written email correspondence dated 3 February 2QJO, from Nina: Jnhnson I, 

(NAVFAC),'.to Matthew tQ~Stefq.no (RIDEM).,sta,tes,· the· fQ~Jowing: '~~A;tdiseuss,!2d, 'this 
afternoon, Navy agrees to address subsurface TPH contamination that exceeds 2500 mg/kg 
in two locations: B-9 and SB-512. The TPH contamination in those two loca,tions\shait.be" , 
addressed either by removal, stabilization, or by covering by impermeable surface such as 

; asphalt; ':/ 'Blease change· the text in' this section 'from ';'permeable: asph(!1f/s6il COWl'!:'" to 
.,:tremoval, ist.aoi/iza{i'ori' and/or. ,an 'impe,?rne(1ble' 'asphalt \ cover,~', ,as per agneed uponnby. Nina 
and Matthew on 3 February 1010. ; ,1 '" ,:I., '.> ,; ~ 

, .. ~ }~ , -.,' t, ! ':'1" ';'I~ ., ~T~,fi '.!J ;. 

2. Page 2, Scope and role ofthe Response Action Section; 1st paragraph, 3rd sentence • 
. ;. I , 

"The Navy's cleanup evaluation of the Site has .,concluded with· a recomme.ndatiotl ,for 
asphalt/soil cover and .. ,. " 

Please refer to Comment 1 mentioned above. 

3. Page 3, Site Background and Characteristics, What was the ~ite' use'd for:?·; 2nd 

paragraph. ' ,i', " ' 

"The site was then converted into a .. r:ecrea~ional CJrea compris,ed of a playground, barl field 
an open paVilion and barbecue grill. " '.. . .' . - .' 

Please modify the above sentence as follows: "The site was; then'l converted into a 
recreational area comprised of a playground, ball jielc{( I day care Cf:!i1,ter, an qjJdn pav)lion 
and barbecue grill. " . i ". .' , ,',' , 

4. Page 4, Environmental Investigations and Removal Actions; whole section. 

Please add the following bullets to the this section: 20,02 Draft Final Feasibility'Study for 
Soil and Marine Sediment was completed; and 2002 Proposed Plan which call for the 
removal of all contaminated soils to residential standards and the monitoring of sediments 
was submitted. 
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DrafUFfbposetUplan ,} , 
Sit'e,,9j-1'C)la Fit(;';FiglfterJtr:it~iiiin'g;fA~~il,JNai'ilglatihn \Newport', 

.Newpbh~~RhtfdeflsiUl1d;J') 
Da;t~d: ~pliil ZOiJ.fO~, ~ 

5. d~Page !4~':5;iWht:Wwetetbe!mvestigatiOri; re~ults?; wliole'S6cH'()'oJ, 
!f. • ,) j.>1 / tJ:,n·.;,;; ,~ . , -1;._ 

Please remove the followin~itallcized statementsAronHl:u:l':,P,ropose&ill'.fanpd ')b 

• "Oil sheens or oil seeps havenot peen observed in surJace water along the shoreline 
adjacent to the siteduriJrgwitjloftlte; doc'umiinfeti~{Site,.tfif)e'8tigations! '~J/[)Uring;~field 
test pit activities an oil sheen was observed by RIDEM and the Navy's consultant; 

"".". i;"P}11fs:'tydllsZ"si"ent"wifli' 'abr'dileilasphaU we-te'Wl!t'ecterI zlfjiillffruint sample'S Jrom 'tIn 
onsite storm d~ain·'afld\c6nfleded up'grculietzt" Gat~lf'ba'j'ih§ that 'discharged ,tiAhe 
outfalls along the shoreline site."; and "A Jorensic study oj the sediment 
(:fJ'ntamYrllilion'tvas 'i!6iziJu:cft'ktPln' 2004' dnd; '2008! td i darijfJc:tlEe "soutce \ 'Of thl!~~P:.4Hs 

, ~,' 'conta#tll1ti~ls.' 1t ~as 'jdhnd {ftat)tlilPAllsl'il lh"(:;i}etlimerits"we're' fAore clo~eli,retCl'ted 
to' p iH~f~67U qspl1iilt:'ahtl j/ilViiig'then PAHs jt/u,fiJ/'i'n soilS: cit ~hePsite: ".crTtS' d~te:;b()th 

;,/:." l:)EPJ\::hn(f:R:IDEM\ha\'e'rlol'agre'ed"to'tn'esle::statembnH~,' \'.,,' c I, \ . 

i "eif I'Stu'dteT1if1v\e'\shoUJ~ "thai,pifngaizes'fl 'qrliJ,~;s'enit' ccmr)tilur lnllitlrally 'in ithkL~red'ht 
. eleval~if c6~H¥hW·itiibi!s. :tli Wlls' c~n'CZuiJed lhat" tHe me"tlil~\'ar'e: fflosi UkelyYcoTiip'onents 
oj regidlffil ffill;1Jt'lle"tlrbl:)( hhd' hHF tJ re!;iJlt 6f E~fiiarhi1iatlb'Hf:" Inrlie ~atly's'apprdv)thl 
background study for the Site 9-oes not state this; and. " ' 

• "TjJ~~' d()lnlld~~~on} 'sfil:/Wl:ct~~1mllqr '7~Velsi 0/" lhkse!·j t:'6j1tllrAfhatzr'S"lii 'ihe 'mus~~ys~'\ 
e lolZected from the'sites and '{n 'the 'reJerente station. i

,- To date RIDEM has not 
accepted this reference station. "'ft. b:y'" i" If ' , 1 1 yl il., • ,~;, :' i 

6. Page 5;'wIi1~ ~'et~'thiifuve~tig~tioli ¥~sults?; N1eilll~;;2nd sje\i'tkti,~\!: 

"Elevated levels oj lead were associated with jilt milt'efta! (sbJlti & b'ilvet), ", 

, Pt~ft~e t'~IlrtiiH~te itlUf ¥dll&wing t~){l~ilw/M theahove sehtehc'lirt:iUle ~Pr8pbse'i14PIJn: (sand "~~ ~~ , 
gravel). " ~"'.-

",Lea~ det~Ci!t!d at an elevated ~Qncentratio({ oJ3fj. Q ug/L" exceeds the Je4f1ral dh1!!Png wafer 
ci:zm'rit/ol J'.ffJ 7lfahd lJiDEM drih'kHi'g' t,Vatt?,Pt:"fnilrill. ~thouLIiJ'lhswMlwjtJiih the it/DEM 
:c,r~,t~:?¥Yft.'~~;~~fti~?'l¥~(ir~ij'!l '::')'l/lnt"I';J< L )\h:,;1, ~~ 'VYi ';' ii' "':,;; '/ ,:',"; 

:. f-"_f?),--,V~-ff:"\ ,'f; .-l: )-.,~.;- >':' "L' - ,.)...-.' _ ~", i.._ "* " ~ ___ ""1_,_;; ... ,, ,~-.:-') ,-,}., -",f:' '. --,\'l"·}',>-, ," ._. ~_ " 1~i I 

'RIDEN1:grouudwJief qbjecriVes artytlot' liased'8ft;'land":qse: Please'elilhln;~te-, t~e' f6'llbtVifig 
't,eit t~~Pi!h~'~?oyg:seii~ertcf in .!lYd "Pr~€bseif P.f~n: "'fI\?ug~:~(t}g~~;rjr \ylf1;trfii 'th~el,~EM crite' "'drindUstiianis~l>. ," . ,:' ' Nt'""." 'v' ,,), it )t?Ih, "'. f!:' i "'I'C' •• ,,,. 



Dr:aft:Propo~ed"Rlan!. ; 
Site .9r~ Old Fir;e Figbter, Tr;aiqinJ~Ate;a".Nav~!4S~tiQn Newport " 

NtWVpprt;,Rboqe.\Ic~I@J;tc;t~,! 
Dated Ap~iI 2Q1Q; , 

Please eliminate the wording:f&.enahma.rkJ?, tln;Q1)gh9q~J~i~",.§~C:?tjon ;when, c.oU1parjng, tl:}.~ ,risk, ": 
assessment to RIDEM's Direct Exposure Criteria. and Leachability Criteria. RIDEM's 
Criteria are not bencl;imarks~but \actqaLcalculat~d .ris.k ·objectives.. . . 

,', 'J ' " ~ • ~. " ; "\ '::' '~ , .(' \ :" \ 

9. Page 7, $tep 4I'\Cbara,cterr,i1:e,the 19sk;.et~h bunety.~~d sentf?n~.~. 
, ~ ~) 

• '~<; , ! ' ' )" ~ , r' r~ ~ "l.! C " ,,~'-" \ i.;, • ~ 

,"This sc«narioun.(ikely to.,op,CJ!! for thf,fC!~lowing r:e,asons.: .the :s,tqt,e 's 'grt,oundwater 
,olassi[icl(tion a(the aqui(q lfnderlving the s,iteprevellts su,c,h use;.\ .... ":.. " \ 

,Pl~a~~ ,eltwinate th~.::fQ1JQWi~!i· t~xt. fr~~'. the ,.PrqpQs,ed P)an: . ~~thi~(q.t~i 's'~t;ounawater 
,.qhlS~iji,cqtjQn ojt4f? a.q'lfif~r.l,{"flftr:lyi~g the ~i(e pr,e.ve,rJ/s.s,uc;~,~e '~. T~~!,~tM~:s .STPpndwater 
"c\assipcation alone,. ,<;lo<;:s,:pot \Pl\t;X~~~ ~ \drin~Ifg\ wa,t~r,(~~V, tQh~tf, lP~Jal1ed., In, fact the 

groundwater classification of G}l hX' tQ.~,c S.tate~ s ,GrOllP9w,~t,er: l;,lfls~~:J;i<;~tion~d, Well Head 
Prptectl9n .Arel;l i~ 'M-iQ1l9'¥,s; '~QB. :z."Gro1f!1;riVl<({(ljr, r,f~Owc;t:skrLOwn, oJ;ll:~f3s:U1!}.~~unsuJtable 
fQr drirzki11;g ~q.ter UMff,wf(h9Y! treq.t.'?l~w" ... Th~re is I1qtlti~g ,in., tl,tR.~9utt,q.",'!:~Yr.5.13$~ification 

, tb~q~r~v~ntsan iu~tallatiQn O{~<dri~lng Y(flter VlGIl'iq a GJ? C.l'l~siq~d,1wa", , 
. , . 

, .. ~:'}. ~};!< " 1: J ~ V~,~l it 'I J ~'. 

1 o. ~~ge,l 0, ~ugImJ~r,Y,.pf.~~~~d\~1 AIt~rnatives, ~ojl ~J.tern~tiye 4::.XV~~I~\~ec~iQ,n ... 
~ . .. 

,;' .. 1 t 1 :, ;i\ 

Please refer to Comment 1 mentioned above. 

11. Page 11, ,Evaluation o~;~~(e(Jlatiye,s,~~~~f~rreq,~.t~~n;af~v~l~r;§o\l, w<~gll~ f~~~io~~, <. 

Please refer to Comm~nt hmenti9ned above. \ 
\., ~: n',\~ "", ";~'!; \' \'" .i1 " ."-. ~ ~f.·~\ ~j .; .... 1<~. ", ., .. ~ I , \ 

12"f~ge 12, Eval;~~t.~n,qf Alt~rnf:lJj."es.,] P~t;f~rre~ AIMfln,a~~ye (~~ ~rQ~."d,w.~~eJ?,;~nd~lJJlet, 
2 sentence. ;.~ JI", 

"Monitoring would be conductedfqr 3Q J{l!(Jrs, (q!hP,:xea",lx]?asif/ory~q,r,s.J-5 ap4 eVfJryJj/{e 
years thereafter) and .... " ',. .. ," 

. pl~~~~. ad,d .i~e ~?llpiwirig; ,~e;~~i,\ ":C:f '.'1:' ~n,(~i~.~~':~,i, b~f~re',:}Q, YiC:f~ \', ~~1 tq~~ a,~Pf~, S~~~Xn9~. 
When. waste IS left m place at a ~l~e, the standard language for sav:p~tI?-~\ f~q~:~~~n~~ IS .:\o! 
samplmg to be performed at a mmimum of 3D-years and at that pomt ille"natute of waste and 
th~ hi~t,Q,ric~l ~~I?}ip:g r.{(~~lts, arj;': re~y~,1,uf\!~djt ~~at()tim,~1 AI~fh pl~asr, d~Jet~., f~~/9~1<~}'!~Q.g 
t~~t j frol1}.;.)h~.;ab.ov.~'I~~l!lencfli!· "ton a }{~(l'f{X ~(l;~ts for. y(far~<k~? pnd/fye;ry .tt~1,yearf 
thereafter}". TyPically; afte'r'a site is covered arid waste is left in'4J)lace~ th~ tsI:9:\P1QVv:'fl;ter 
sampling frequency is quarterly for the first two years followed by a reeva1U:aif6n' of 
frequency th~reafter. Th~ sampling frtfHV~J1P~;, .. 4FRe~dilJ~}~n t~,~ ~isWr.cp..ls~~#9~r~s~lt,s . ~.: 
and nature of waste left m place, can be petitioned by the SIte owner for a lesser samplmg . 
frequency in the' future, if site conditions warrant it. 
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