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December 22, 1994

Ms. Kymberlee Keckler
Remedial Project Manager
Federal Facilities Superfund Section
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency - Region I
JFK Building
Boston, MA 02203-2211

RE: Action Memorandum for the Defense
Reutilization and Marketing Office and the
Spent Acid Storage and Disposal Area
Atlantic Project No. 1256-26-03

Dear Ms. Keckler:
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engineers
geologists
scientists

Atlantic Environmental Services, Inc. (Atlantic), on behalf of the U.S. Navy, has
prepared this letter in response to your comments of November 4, 1994.

In general, the majority of your comments concerned the VOC contamination at the
DRMO. The action memorandum does not specifically address VOC-contaminated soil because,
based on the Phase I RI risk assessment, VOCs were not determined to contribute significantly
to the risks at the DRMO. The purpose of the time-critical removal actions are to remediate
soils contributing to risk. The Navy acknowledges that VOC-contaminated soils may be of
concern regarding pollutant mobility (i.e., potential impacts to ground and surface water). The
Phase II RI, which is ongoing, will determine if these impacts are of concern. The limits of
VOC-contaminated soils in the unsaturated zone (approximately 0 to 3 feet below ground
surface) are within the limits of lead and PCB-impacted soils that are to be removed during
implementation of the time-critical removal action. Soils containing VOCs are also present at ,
greater depth in the saturated zone.- The.Navy believes that remediation of these soils, if
required to address pollutant mobility, will be most effectively performed by in situ technologies
such as air sparging or a groundwater pump and treat system; however, the Navy understands
that future data may indicate that other ex situ remedial options are preferable. If this is the
case, the Navy will remove and replace the cover to perform any required remedial activities.
In addition to the results of the Phase II RI and the risk assessment, CTDEP's cleanup standard
regulations and groundwater classification for this site are key factors which will drive the
establishment of final remedial action objectives for groundwater at this site. Presently, the
cleanup standard regulations are evolving and the Navy is evaluating the appropriateness of the
existing groundwater classification for this site.
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Presented below is the Navy's response to each comment in Attaclunent A to your letter.

Page 5, Paragraph 1

The Action Memorandum will be revised to state why VOCs are not COCs for this time
critical-removal actions. These reasons are stated below.

There are no utilities in the portion of the DRMO to be remediated. The utility at 4 to
6 feet below grade is the storm sewer which passes through the southern portion of the DRMO.
Contaminants above level of concern have not been detected in the southern portion of DRMO.
The three-foot depth was based on a number of factors as follows:

• the depth to groundwater is approximately three feet;

• CTDEP's proposal for cleanup standard regulations define accessible soils as
those from the ground surface to a depth of three feet; and

• potential future construction, although none is planned, would probably not
involve excavation below the groundwater table at this site as construction
below these depths would be difficult. Site soils are pervious and highly
connected to adjacent surface waters, making excavation dewatering difficult.

Page 9, Paragraph 2

The Navy agrees. The text will be revised to state that the cleanup standards are
preliminary.

Page 20, Paragraph 2, First Bullet

The text will be changed to characterize the VOC concentrations as moderate. As stated
above, the Navy acknowledges that VOC-contaminated soils may be significant from a pollutant
mobility perspective.

The soils near 6TB16 are being removed due to the high lead levels detected at this
location. As stated above, the lead and PCB-impacted soils being removed include iqentified
VOC-contaminated soils in the unsaturated zone. The comment in the FFS refers tb deeper
VOC-impacted soils in the saturated zone. The text will be clarified regarding this issue.

Page 25, Paragraph 1

To address this comment, the Navy proposes to revise subsection 3.1.1 to list all
contaminants of potential concern. These potential contaminants of concern would include· all
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detected contaminants as defined in your comments. This section would then conclude by
defIning contaminants of concern for this time-critical removal action as PCBs, PAHs, and lead.

The Navy appreciates your timely review of the Action Memorandum. Should any of
the issues raised in your comment letter require further resolution (beyond these responses),
please feel free to contact Mark Evans or me. Once we have your concurrence that the
responses herein are adequate, 'the Action Memorandum will be finalized.

Sincerely,

ATLANTIC ENVIRONMENTAL
SERVICES, INC.

~~
Barry L. Giroux, P.E.
Project Manager

BG:sjg/jls/sr

cc: ~ns - NQRDIyJ
Mark Lewis - CTDEP
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