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The U. S Envrrdnmental Protectron Agency (EPA) has completed 1ts rev1ew of the above

referenced document. EPA understands the Navy /' Marine -Corps Recruit Depot (MCRD) is on a tlght .

“tlmelme to finalize this document EPA has strived to structure these comments in a way that =
facrlrtates resolutlon ina timely manner. If you have any questrons that would help you to resolve
these comments more qurckly, please do not hesitate to call me at (404) 562 9969 ‘
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| EPA COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT WORKPLAN FOR
("~ .. ' .~ USGSSURVEY FY07 FIELD ACTIVITIES v
T AT MARINE CORPS RECRUIT DEPOT, - A AT _—
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA R E N R

SITE45 L v\
L GENERAL COMMENTS BRI R 7
’ 1 o The comments have been prepared with the understandmg that this: Investlgatron S 2 -

Workplan (Workplan) has been submitted in response to the Parris Island Partnermg
“Team’s request made durmg a December 2006 team meeting. At the December 2006 - o
-meeting it was explamed that this: study will assist in the CERCLA/RCRA processes by e ey
f1llmg data gaps with respect to.the following tasks: 1nvest1gate potent1al secondary e
- source area at site 45 and further delmeatelcontahnnatron on the westem 81de of the 51te
1nvest1gate the possiblé role preferential pathways (such as pipes, drams etc.) may be -
-~ playing at Site 45; gather additional info with respect to the, appropriateness of MNA 3 as a ,
potent1al remedy in'the southem plume area. -The data collected through 1mplementat10n o NG
- " of the work plan would be utlllzed to support development of the FS. ‘ S ' .
2 . ) P \ - : /":
2. The depths below the ground surface (bgs) of potentlal »subsurface drarns such as sewer
, lmes and other utilities which may affect the groundwater flow and contamrnant
distribution are currently unknown The shallow aquifer zone at Site 45 is currently’, =
divided into a surficial upper zone which i is normally screened between 7 and 9 feet bgs ,
- and surficial lower zone which is normally screened between 15 to 16 feet bgs. Dueto R
: " the thickness of the shallow ‘aquifer zone, the sewer lines and other utilities are more. PRIV
| likely to- reduce or alter contamrnant transport rather than creating.a groundwater barrier | /-
- and: preventmg contaminant transport.” If contaminant transport is being 1nf1uenced bythe
” sewer lines or other subsurface utilities, it is ‘not known what impacts, if any this wrll
] - have on the flux meter study that has been 1mplemented in this area. \

3. . EPA is. hereby requestmg that data and fmdmgs be presented real trme to the Partnermg B
, . Team for: concurrence before installation of permanent wells, and before sentry well B
R AN determlnatlons are made. Addrtronally final approval of the rev1sed Workplan needs to 1 '
- - be obtained prior to 1n1t1at1ng any construction act1v1t1es (Also see Specrflc Comments Vo
below ) : - : o
4, A few places throughout th1s document reference “deeper wells” or “may need tobe
deeper”. Please revrse th1s document to lrmlt depths to above the peat/clay conflmng
layerir.? FE e e :
5. ’Smce the author of this document has stated that the samples taken w1th1n the scope of
th1s document are intended to be /used to mdrcate presence and/or potential absence and
 will be screening level type samples only, and are not to be used to imply compllance
EPA will not requ1re afull sampllng and analys1s plan, for the sake of time. However,
EPA is requestmg that a sectlon be added to the work plan to br1ef1y descrlbe for the o
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© SPECIFIC COMMENTS: -~ .

'Task' 1

' Task 1‘;'Roleof 'sewer‘li'nes../.
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" public, the samplmg approach for samples'| taken in plpes/drams and'a Standard B
‘Operating Protocol reference for samples to be taken from wells. In'the future,a -
Samplmg and Analysrs Plan should be mcluded when samples are bemg taken : .
Also for the. sake of time,’ EPA has deferred many questlons to the pomt of data sharmg
prror to. permanent well placement sentry well determmatlons and the final report

. : ,” L o L ’ = : L ’ B
The text pertalnmg to Task 1in the last sentence on Page 1 state 3, 1f the sewer lines.

1ntercept the contaminated ground water and transport it laterally, then there is a potential - /
that contamination may have been. transported farther; resultmg in as yet undetected
~contamination plumes.” Although it may not be within the scope of this- investigation, it
should be noted that if the sewer lines-are found to play a srgmﬁcant role in 1nﬂuenc1ng
groundwater flow and/or contammant mrgratlon addrtronal 1nvest1gat10n may’ be: . '
requ1red A A R e i L
Al ro‘ach‘:3 Pa e2v SRR T A S

B
Y

The text in Approach 3 1nd1(cates that selected sewer p1pes will be exammed by camera-

to identify. probable areas where contaminants may have entered or exited the pipes. The
.text in'Task 1, Page 1 states that “Substantlal changes over a few hours in water levels.at
‘several wells near the sewer line and at the sewer imply that the sewer lines have' alarge '

~ influence on the water table and therefore on the d1rectrons of water movement ”

“Therefore, it would seem the activities 1dent1f1ed for Approach 3 need to be conducted at-
dlfferent times, as depth to groundwater: varies, to adequately evaluate the integrity of the
prpes and'to 1dent1fy probable areas where contammants may have entered" or ex1ted the
prpes Please revise the: Workplan to address this i lssue - S

‘ . ,
T he text at the top of Page 2 states ..there is a potentral that contam1nat10n may have
been transported farther, resultmg in‘as yet undetected contamination plumes.” Also, in
-the text for Task 3 Approach 1., it is stated on Page 4 “Because of the potential -
widespread and complex d1str1but10n of subsurface drains, it may not be possible; within
the scope of this- 1nvest1gatlon ‘to identify, all of the potential- receptors.”” Pl‘ease add steps. -
or approaches as necessary to describe what will be identified, with respect to transport a

. \\

‘ endpomts/exrts receptor 1dent1f1cat10n ete. wrthm the scope of this 1nvestrgat1on

Please add approach language pertammg to axis 1dent1f1cat10n and sentry well .
-appropriateness.- Enumerate and segregate the: approach language srmllar to the format
used in: the approach text of Task 1 and 20 :




The last sentence on Page 2 regardmg the probable sample depths and samplmg mterval o
is not clearly presented. The last sentence states .. probable depths will a four-foot X
sampling interval with the 10- ft interval from 5 and 15-ft depth % Rev1se the Workplan S
to clarlfy the: text G : _ )

: QFlgure l shows the approxrmate ‘location of EPA’s ﬂux mieter study wells However the §
text did not indicate the significance of the flux meter study wells or whether EPA HQ

+data from the Flux: Meter study w1ll be used for the proposed study Revrse the Workplan L o

“to: clanfy thls issue. o=

~{

' Tem orar -ywelland’MIP borm locatlon and_ ur' ose Item No4 Pa)‘eS

: The text in Item No. 4. 1nd1cates the antrcrpated MIP bor1ng depths will be from land
* surface to between 20- and 40-ft’ depths depending and site specific findings. Based on
the 1nd1cated depths the peat/clay confining layer will be penetrated. Revise the

. Workplan to describe how the potential for cross contamination between the- shallow

: aqulfer and deep aqulfer will be prevented dunng MIP borrng mstallatlon o
- L) J - ce RS

. Permanent-well mstallatlon and sam ling: » Pa" e

- 'The well 1nstallatlon text on Page 5 mdlcates that there may be upto3 sentry wells

- ‘Please explain what data will be used to determme the approprrateness of using well PAI- -

. Task 4 Dehverables, Page 6

45-MW17:SL and others as sentry Wells. EPA suggests that the data and findings be o
‘presented real-time to the Partnermg Team for concurrence before mstallatlon of
: permanent wells for thrs purpose ' :

) i .

‘ Please provrde addmonal text toexplain what a “Summary Report” is and what 1t mlght
: contam Also Task 4 was not 1ncluded in the lrst in the Introductlon

-7

8 Flgurel,Page7 o L i

- . Please revise'the flgure to mclude exlstmg well numbers and Tetra; Tech’s 2005 MIP _ |

\ borrngs ontheflgure o RS

-
-
Vot

. 7 Schedule, Page6

-

Please. include a projeet' s'chedule in the /r‘evised Workplan-.
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