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Navy FaCIlltleS Engmeermg SE
Installatlon_ Restoratron CIPT

comments were generated knowmg i:hat the Navy has already proceeded at rlsk with fi
Therefor EPA’s commentsit iframiec : (

.,(
S ce the Navy has proceeded at rlsk,\ comments are bemg prov1ded;tdo clarlfy the ecord w S
L ertai Ses; however; \smce a'fmahzed : Was‘ not appr'o‘\‘/ed prror tdt LT
: g - El




( P
. ;thrs SAP However recogmze that some of the data gap y.pé _
- the area w1th1n the Site 27 boundary Regardless the data gaps should be filled i one
“lSAP or the other. Please refer to. prevrously submltted comments, emalls meetmg o
~ minutes, etc. as approprrate 'EPA understards the Navy believes all i |
B addressed but please ensure th1s is the case. g

4. _"leen the purpose of the Flber Optrc Vault (FOV) 1nvest1gatro
' LNAPL contamination, comments previously submitted regarding the LNAPL :
' delineation Would apply here iri general. This would include the Sit om
feedback « on the Pre-IRA memo, etc. Please refer to prevrouslyssub

- ltems have been addressed but please ensure’ th1s is the case.

, yusly 'sub
J emarls meetmg mmutes etc as approprlate EPA understands the \

accept-this: prob]

e

emails, meetmg minutes, etc. as approprrate EPA understands‘ the Navy belleves all 7

o statement as wrrtten in that 1t would be 1nsuff1c1ent to ensure DQOs were 1dent1f1ed and _
- met.’ However since the Navy has proceeded at risk; there is no need to attempt to reach
- ‘concurrence on- the statement. Rather, 1nclusron of the dlscuss1ons mentioned in the frrst :

T Specific Comment listed below will suffrce for recordkeeplng sakes ’ However EPA w1ll. o

;._:.,.expect;the nayy.to return to:the field if add1t1onali data

vestlga ve i logi '

- these technologles the FLUTe ribbon is the least expensive (but also potentlally least
S effectlve) EPA understands the Navy has agreed to use. the FLUT it

there is 1nsuff1 A ‘ent in rmatlon'tov determme lf a proper*lnveshgatlon of the
APL smear zone w1ll take place EPA expects the s01l core to cross the clay layer and

~ sapplied along a continuum of sorl core nforder to: target .specific subsample locatlons;. of:«

q
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’ go 1nto the water table some d1stance regardless of whether thrs iy “6 8 feet bgs” “or. |
\ T s further M dify.the worksheets to address th1s e :

9. If a: reactlon,rs‘seen on the FLUTe rrbbon or by the PID freld test kits, should be applled
R . n;analyﬁcal sam ‘ '

< 9

10 _' "\(Addrtronal detalls were brovrded regarding fieldlnvestrgatron procedures These should

" be mcluded in the revised document along w1th detalls about 1nvest1gat1ng the smear .

( : -\\7\ Zone E i P / 1:‘( SETER S S «\'-'-f:”’ R :.t.=’;5f B0 NN FLUE TN L3503 e

\, 13, In the Responses To- Comments Sectlon please 1nclude the Objectrves erely Vertrcal
T Locatlon § NAPL, and Potentlal exrstence of L, ,APL ﬁnger west of MW 11‘ ﬁ ar to -

B
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e SAP Worksheet #4, Pro;ect Personnel S1gn Off Sheet is mcomplete as TBD is

]data collect1on However the worksheets are fnot f‘éonsrstent With he rlsk scenarlos .

- 3 'rrsk scenarios evaluated for each area are reported consrstently thr 'ugh'
- _' .text flgures and tables . ' S

qu A .
i would be done as_par)t of the EE/CA as opposed to now Once aRemoval Actron;lWork .

- Art is not: lear v1f Sites:
s as 55/ smce they do not apparently have LNAPL p

* listed for the FOL and the SSO, and nio s1gnatures or dates’are’ prov1ded

o e . SAP Worksheet #5 'PrQ]eCt Organ1zat1onal Chart is mcomplete as TBD‘ 1s_11sted

{«;for the FOL .+~ . e B

.,—'».‘VSAP Worksheet #7 Personnel Respon51b111t1es and Qual1ﬂcatro Table ist o
1ncomplete as TBD is llsted for the Feasibility Study (FS) Englneer the SSO and R
the FOL. o riate o 2

. SAP Worksheet #11 Data Quallty Objectwes Srtes 55, 9 and 16, Section 1171, Problem s
- Statement, Page 31 of 114, indicates that risks to. construction workers, future!
i *workers"orlrh_ypothencal res1dents from exposure to env“ onmenta | m "'dla W1t nvSrtes 55,

1ndustr1al

‘ pta

N

dtd be ldone as part of the EE/CA for a removal action.” EPA is assumlng

,-and ' are to follow lie &)

s llsted for )
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: 1 flSk asééssrhents in thlS document w1ll be apphed andfby usmg whlch data and what SRR
L ,reports will.be generated at Wthh po me; s -‘ i '
: ;,,»record please clarlfy whlch explanatlon is correct of prov1de a correct ef
: otherw1se N , LRI R e e L TR
) reported in thls section If the Navy is 1ntend1ng for the free lproduct removal’ belng - L
: conducted as a CERCLA prev1ous‘ 1nvest1gat10n and remedlal actlon B
. ) ( jv_'
>
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In the Site 27 SAP the Navy replled that the act1on was taken asa mamtenance activity -
FPE _‘and that additional detalls would be provided later. " In the Site 55 SAP RTCS, the Navy
o ey states that the srtewas ,_not an, FFA s&te yet and therefore lrmrted mformatron_:"ould be

L’rncl'uded under the Underground Storage Tank program Th 4~text g to tate that
T .the'tank was’ mstalled in approxrmately 2001 MCRD was lrsted as a Natronal Prrorltles :

- . ,not) as well as rtf seems records would have llkely been kept under the UST | program
Please advise when and in what manner the: Navy:will prov1de 1nformatron pertammg to\
d1spos1t10n of the sorls and water removed from» Slte 55... L :

- 2007 Wor 10. Conceptual. , C

?“atmg the posrtromng of the: LNAPL pomts to the top of the perched water table.

; as discussed in EPA’s prev1ous comments, the more lrkely location’of the
top/of the semi- -confined watet table; ay’ layer ‘‘Please add

nd dotted lines to-indicate this location:as well (Note: ~The dotted lines may

‘}need o ,,e,twhrte ins order to show up next to: the clay, or if’ black dropped down Just low
: enoughtoshow) e LS LR T T O .

o

21, Worl

2 eS-2 ; Y. :
, > _;However* potentrometrlc surface maps in ithe’ RI Work PlaritAdder diim: (J uly
- 2008) F1gure 2-6 and 2 7, 1nd1cate groundwater flow is the northeastl_rn d1rect10n :

) dlrectlon i correct for Sltes 9.and! 16 ;
for all sites in thrs document ‘

e .23 ppe - g -
Appendrx C is reportedly the Human Health Rlsk Assessment (H A) Methodology
. Thetex n.this. sectlon does not; referenc --.Appendlx C as’ perhaps 1t should Also

23, Work

ion, -
add a sentence that states 1f/1t is found that contammated groundwater has reached the
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St Lo | VOCS). polvehlorina RSt des; aild ¢ =a‘.—:’""“"{{ytellst'
(TAL) metals and soil samples w1ll be analyzed for t' get com ’und 11st (TCL) VOCs /

RIS that thrs was a cut and paste error However on further rev1ew of the document 1t was '
v By ‘ 3 : - ‘ ST 6:: ‘ i. - B - - {

= |




e notlced that Sectlon 10 1 page 24-of. 114 mentlons that “whlle sité 9 was actlve -
R personnel from the Paint Shop placed liquid paint waste and pam} strippers- in the storage

drums. The palnt wastes generally consmted "of mlneral spmts, kerosene :and d1esel fuels
and the paint. ' , ping’ ¥

- DL ){of 0. 2\m1111g1=ams per kllogram (mg/kg), will result
' in the collection of step out soil samples However; the PALL for:DDT as'listed in SAP-

o »'Worksheet #15 Reference lelts and Evaluatlon Table 1s 0 067 mg/kg»(Page 48 of 114)
© o As such it he been:cl AP :




’,384.

\:Fl 'ure 17-

, of SAP Worksheet #17 to be cons1stent w1th SAP Worksheet #11 Data Quallty
Objectives: Sites 55, 9 and 16, Section 11.3, Study Area Boundanes and Sectlon 11 4,

~Analytic Approach; and SAP ‘orksheet #18, Samplmg Locatrons and. Methods/SOPs

'Requirements Table, Wthh should now indicate soil samples w1ll be collected from the

saturated zone. Clarlfy in all of these worksheets that the 1nvest1gat1]on area is to include .-

) the clay layer and the saturated sorls just below, regardless of whether th1s is w1th1n the 6‘
-8 feet bgs area or not. The}same comment apphes to S1tes 9 and 16 S ‘-

However due to recent conversatlons between the Umted Stat
Protection Agency (EPA) and-the Navy, it was agreed to utiliz i-aqu ous )
- phase: liquid (NAPL) sampler as a field- screemng method for the detection 6f NAPL.
“Revise all relevant Draft. SAP worksheets to indicate the tise of ribbon NAPL samplers -
durlng soil samplmg activities-arid include relevant standard operatmg procedures (SOPs)
-needed for deployment to reflect recent agreements regardlng the samphng for NAPL
Th1s same comment applles to Sltes 9 and 16." S T R ¢
» i (( B RS -
1 Pro posed Sample Locatlons.

_ entire FOV Exposure Area is recommended ~see F(DV comments) This grid- coﬂuld be'.

;s contmued into the Motor-T area to 1nvest1gate the areas of elevated contammatlon along .

R the boundary between the two 1nvest1gat1on areas. .- . 1

39,

_ worksheet does not 1nd1cate that EPA should be notlfred of,s1gmf1cant correct1v -
“Revise the worksheet to 1nd1cate that EPA wrll be notlfred of* srgmﬁcant correctlve e
act1ons LR I e e R -

\f\«'_ . o '\ ! [

Figure. 17-1 Pro) osed Sam' le LocatlonS°
only be approved after clarrfrcat1on of the groundwater flow direction. See prev1ous
comments regardmg S1te 9 and 16 background mfo and potentlometrrc surface maps

S

Worksheet #18 and #20 These tables do not accurately present the analys1s in that ;

pest1c1des have been om1tted from groundwater analys1s Please correct the tables

Addltlonal soil samphng locatlons are S
recommended for the NW corner of the FOV Exposure Aréa to ensure the proper depth is -
’ mvestlgated and to pre(vent a data gap in this area (1 e.,’a uniform samplmg grld over the

The placement of T™W at S1tes 9 and 16 can o

. ‘\\» -




document ecogmzm th Navy'has I€; dy‘ oceeded at nsk in

- ;the fleld therefore addltronal detailin may have been necessary in the document/which is 1o -
R longer needed to be updated due to proceedmg at riski EPA expects‘t e ! N4 avy to' heet future '

cone ms/needs;,'s may: become necessary.. If there are any que

SemorRPM




