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Lester, PA 19113-2090 
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Re: Year 5 Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report for the Defense Reutilization 
and Marketing Office 

Dear Mr. Evans: 

EPA reviewed the Year 5 Annual Groundwater Monitoring Reportfor Defense 
Reutilization and Marketing Office (DRMO), dated May 2004 with particular attention 
to the adherence to groundwater monitoring plan, the consistency of interpretations 
offered with the available data, and the appropriateness of the recommendations. The 
report summarizes the data collected in the fifth year of monitoring (Round 15, August 
2003), provides comparison of analytical results to cleanup standards and background, 
assesses the results with respect to potential site impacts, and gives recommendations 
for the continuing monitoring program. Detailed comments are provided in Attachment 
A. 

The monitoring data continue to support the conclusion that the soil removal cap 
installation are successful in limiting transport of site contaminants to groundwater. 
The groundwater met all primary criteria in Round 15. Secondary criteria were 
exceeded for bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate (BEHP) and for copper. Levels of copper were 
below background levels. 

Throughout the document the wells are identified inconsistently. In some case the 
letters "GW" are used in the identification (for example Section 3, and Table 3-1), and 
in other cases, the letters "MW" are used for identification (for example Section 1, 
Table 2-1, Figure 2-2). These inconsistencies in well identifications should be 
corrected. 
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I look forward to working with you and the Connecticut Department of Environmental 
Protection to protect the environs of the Naval Submarine Base. Please do not hesitate 
to contact me at (617) 918-1385 should you have any questions. 

Kymb rlee Keckler, Remedial Project Manager 
Federal Facilities Superfund Section 

Attachment 

cc: Mark Lewis,'CTDEP, Hartford, CT 
Melissa Cokas, NSBNL, Groton, CT 
Jennifer Stump, Gannett Fleming, Harrisburg, PA 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Page Comment 

p. 2-1 The monitoring well inspection sheet in Appendix B for 6MW2D 
indicates that: the casing is leaning toward the river. This should be 
<;lescribed in Section 2.1 in detail including the impact on the well 
~ondition. 

Table 3-1 Following the title in the header "NSB-NLON [Naval Submarine Base 
New London] Background Concentration" a reference is made to Note 5. 
Note 5 is a reference to the Connecticut Water Quality Standards. Note 6 
discusses the origin of the background concentrations and is the correct 
reference. 

Figure 3-1 Section 3 and the Table of Contents indicate that Figure 3-1 depicts 
chemicals detected at concentrations above the monitoring criteria. The 
figure was not included and should be included for assessment. 

p. 4-3, §4.2 Section 4.2 provides the statistical analysis results and indicates that 
down gradient detections of chromium, lead, and silver " ... were detected 
at values lower that laboratory reporting limits." This is not completely 
accurate because lead was detected at a value equal to the laboratory 
reporting limit of 5 micrograms per liter (\lg!L). Please modify the text 
for accuracy. 

! 

In addition, the text states that "Historically, results for BEHP of this 
magnitude have been observed but temporal plots have showed [sic] no 
increasing trends in downgradient wells indicating that there is no 
significant contaminant migration from the DRMO." However, based on 
the historical plots found in Appendix F and the most recent sampling 
data, BEHP levels have increased in 6MW2S over the last three sampling 
rounds. While this may not be a definitive trend, BEHP levels should 
continue to be monitored closely in this well, and the recent increased 
concentrations should be noted in the text. 

Appendix D This appendix contains copies of the groundwater field forms including 
the chains of custody. The copies of the chains of custody are poor 
quality and not readable (e.g., the sample identification or the analysis 
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are not readable). Copies that are clearer should be provided in 
Appendix D. 

Appendix F / This appendix provides the statistical analysis and provides two plots of 
BEHP over time. The time scale of these plots is difficult to interpret 
because the 'x' axis scale is not logically presented. the time increment 
is not obvious. It is difficult to match the data points with the dates on 
the axis. Perhaps a different minor and major scale for the plots would 
improve the presentation. For example, only use the month and year in 
the 'x' axis scale and improve the date spacing. Also, it does not appear 
that the most recent data is plotted on the chart. The most recent data 

, should be added to the chart. 
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