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PROMOTE PROTECT PROSPER
C. Earl Hunter, Commissioner

Promoting and protecting lhe health of the public and. the environment.

January 5, 2010

Commanding Officer
NAVFAC Southeast
ATTN: Mr. Charles Cook
PO Box 30

Ajax Street North, Bldg 135
Jacksonville, Florida 32212

RE: Comments to the RTCs for MRP SAP SI WP
Marine Corp Recruit Depot (MCRD)
Parris Island
SC6 170 022 762

Dear Mr. Cook:

The Division of Waste Management of the South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental
Control (Department) completed the review of the RTCs for MRP SAP ST WP received December
18, 2009. Based on this review the Department provides the following engineering comments.
Additionally the electronic comments, which were expedited because of the potential to affect
fieldwork, sent on December 18, 2009 to the electronic version of the RTCs (received December 4,

2009) are attached and reiterated.

The Department’s comments are based on the information presented by MCRD to date; any
information found to be contradictory may result in additional comments or require further action.
The response to the review should consist of response to comments and revision pages. If youhave
any questions regarding this issue, please contact me at (803) 896-4218.

Sincerely,

. el
Meredith Amick, Environmental Engineer Associate
Corrective Action Engineering Section

Division of Waste Management

@

cc:

Tim Harrington, MCRD Parris Island Lila Llamas, EPA Region 4

Annie Gerry, Hydrogeology Tom Dillon, NOAA (via email)
Priscilla Wendt, SCDNR Mark Sladic, TtNUS

Russell Berry, EQC Region 8, Beaufort Heber Pittman, MCRD Parris Island

éQQL&E&&QL@MQEEABEMENTOEEEALTEAQQQQDEEQNMENTALCONT 01
9600 Bull Street « Columbia, SC29201 » Phone: (803)898-3432 * www.scdhecgoy oo 0
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Marine Corps Recruit Depot (MCRD)
January 5, 2010 '

General Comments

1.

Spec1f1c Comments

1

- The borrow matenal remoVed from UXO 4 1s a RCRA 51te It should be located and

than answering the oomment The comments remain unanswered and' st111 requlre a
,response ' : il

There are several responses to comments that 1nd1cate that the wordlng n uestlon Wa
removed. Please note; the’ Department has concerns about removmg the wordlng rather sk

Response to General Comment #3 ' _ . S S -

should be prov1ded along w1th an explanatlon of why they

Lt 1nvest1gated as. pa,rt of eMRP SISAP. For this reason it is 1mportant for the IR

;the Prel'mlnary Assessment stage.

1nvest1gated as e1ther part of the MRP UXO 4 RI orasa new s1te : SIS RN

-meeting and confer:

' Response to General Comment #7

'}The borrow matenal removed from UXO 2 is a RCRA 'te It Tshould be located and




<

» 'From: Meredlth Amlck e ‘ '
To: o (emall)(tlmothy Js harrmgton@usmc m|l), tlm harrlngton, (E mall),
: Iph; Blanken‘—Mlchelle ' .

Hi team, . "?’_,
. These are the Department concerns on the responses that w1ll affect the fleld work Add|t|
- .‘when the revised SAP is off|c1ally rewewed

Response to General Comment #2 '

- ‘Please explaln for all srtes how the areas orn- which MEC mvest|gat|on wnll be done were chosen. ] :
‘why thesareas not: undergorn MEG: |nvest|gat|onwere, not;chosen The D ment nee i rlnformatlon in order to .

concur Wlth the i

: Response to General Comment #8

- Based on the table prov1ded it stlll appears that at some UXO 5|tes (possrbly UXo 4, 6 and 8), the detectlon depth of the
" instrument' may not be great-enough to detect potentlal MEC. At these srtes, Land.Use Controls will be’ requwed and the ~ .

site may need to be! closed as a landfill, S : o . . g

- Response to General Comment #14

: 'SOIl and Sedlment sampllng depth should be recon5|dered and explamed for each individual site. ThlS explanatlon should be

- .based on both risk (i.e: “deep burrowmg species-in Beaufort known, to burrow to a depth of at Ieast 3ft) and dellneatlon (i.e,
at least 6 lnches below where anomahes are detected) AT i _ SRR

: :Response 1o Specmc Comment #2 S ; e ae

-L:»: e, D0

pH data should be obtamed as |t ¢an effect Ieachab|l|ty of metals Thls may help ina we|ght of ewdence argument smce Sl
’,background data will not be used in the SI

: »Reglon 4 pollcy IS to use the screenlng values from the RSL Summary Table for comparlson Therefore, to remam
jconSIstent these values should’ be used lnstead of the Reglon 5 SO|l Screenlng Levels. :

Annie's review is as follows :

_ 'The Department wants to make it clear that groundwater samples W|ll be requnred for the sntes before consnderation will be- -
'glven for.no further monltonng o

'Let us know if.you have quest|ons ' A . )
Meredith > oL o DR

i

.

C>>> “Sladlc, Mark" <Mark Sladlc@tetratech com> 12/4/2009 2. 18 PM >>>
: Good afternoon everyone

Please see attached RTC for EPA and SCDHEC review comments on the MC and MEC SAPs The most significant |tem that
‘might require some additional: discussion is the resolutlon of- the geophysms ‘study.: ‘We'intend to use modern, up to-date
- equipment for the geophySIcs Surveys. However, the maximum effective depth that:this equrpment can register does have
. llmltatlons that unfortunately:do-not always: ‘match up optlmally with potential-munitions: penetratlon dej This:is not an
‘ ‘d"MCRD, the equ1pment specmed or the appllcatlon ‘We may. need:to be careful about how: we”mterpret a
that provides-less information than we;hope for, | r, but th re are.not a lot of viable options (elther technical
e that any other remalnlng'lssues will be relatlvely mln ' :

ge, physr
S-or cost) to. |mprove the performance We.b

’ Based on our experlence at other S|tes, we belleve the |nformat n collected wﬂl support an appropr tely complete SI

: analysns and documentat|on

~In order to support the mandatory 30 September 2010 submlttal date'for'the final SI R_eport, it ls necessary to expedite : S




Please review the attached RTC and let us know if you |dentlfy any obstacles to
collection issués:are critical, but that datainterpret: ition igsues can still. be resolve
The two attached spreadsheets support responses to'DH mme 1anks. S ; : E )

) Mark SIadic -P: E | Pro;ect Manager ; e 4
_ ' Direct: 412, 921 8216 | Main: 412.921.7 2:9:
e : mark sladlc@tetratech com<ma|lto mark. sladlc@tetratech com>‘

7 Tetra Tech NUS, Inc

g y pr
Any dlstrlbutlon or use of this communlcatron by anyone other than the' |ntended recnplentqs stnctly;p
! . unlawful If you are-not the intended reC|p|ent please notify the sender by replylng fo thls message and then delete it. from :

your system
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