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Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
Executive Office of Energy & Environmental Affairs 

Department of Environmental Protection 
One Winter Street Boston, MA 02108· 617-292-5500 

I 

DEVAL L PATRICK 
Govarnor 

RICHARD K. SULLIVAN JR, 
Seoretary 

TIMOTHY P. MURRAY 
Lieutenant Governor' 

Mr. Brian Helland, P.E. 
Remedial Project Manager 
BRAC PMO, Northeast 
4911 South Broad Street 
Philadelphia, P A 19112 

Dear Mr. Helland: 

~ .: I Re: Draft Proposed Plan 
Building 82 (Hangar 2) Site 
Former NAS South Weymouth 
MassDEP RTN 4-3002621 
February 7, 2011 

KENNETH L KIMMELL 
Commissioner 

The Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection (MassDEP), Bureau of Waste Site 
Cleanup, reviewed the draft Proposed Plan, Building 82 (Hangar 2) - Operable Unit 10, Naval 
Air Station South Weymouth, Weymouth, Massachusetts, received January 24, 2011. Comments 
are attached. 

If you have any questions, I can be reached at (617) 348-4005. 

Sincerely, 

David Chaffin 
Federal Facilities Project Manager ~;, 

Bureau of Waste Site Cleanup 

cc: D. Barney, USN-So Weymouth 
C. Keating, USEP A 
Chief Executive Officer, SSITDC 
RAE Members 

This information Is available in alternate format. Call Michel/~\4)'aters-Ekanem, Diversity Director, at 817-292-5751. TDD# 1-888-539-7822 or 1-617-574-8668 
'MassDEP Website: www.mass.govJdep 
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MA:ssDEPCOMMENTSON, ," 
DRAtFl"P;RQP()SED PLAN ;' ."i • 

'BUILD1NG 82'(HANGAR'2YS'ITE'" ' ," 
'. ;FO:RME~ SQUT~ W~Yl\1;oYl'H :Nf\Vi\LAm STA1~O~ (E.T;NA,3QQ~~21), 

, - , ...,; -' ' ; " . . , - . ~ .. " , ' 

" ')" i; FEJ,JR.l)~Y, 7, .fOll '" 

1. Page 3, Site BI;l~kground and Characteristics: In, addition to providing ~ description of 
Build,itig' 82'rurd the 'surtd,iliitliii~'at~~; the:'pHin snould';provide a'bdef description ,of the 
a6tUaf di~pbsaF ~it~that Willbl'~aaressed by' re1n~'draI • actiO!);" The dIsposal site consists of 
se'V~ral" gr6imd\\r~tet cbhtfuliiriiuifplu'Ines ;th:at "we're)identi'fie'd/umirtg" the' remedial 

, inv'estigation;'tol'suppb~ th~"site d~sctiptib'~; th~pl~n should }nc'luoea' ~ap !th8;! shows the 
locations; of tn~1 tontdfuiha'ntplumes 'that 'win 0'6' remediated' (GTMi2'plume';BiiiItlihg 15 
plume, and NNPA plume) and th~'-l~lan shotiltl'iCfei'ltify: the'6C5htrutiihantsassbbiatetl'witlr'each 
pltiple. Ip, aejditipn, the plan ,~4ouid include a figure that shows the lQcati,ons of the ~eas 
Wh6r~ , solI' 'remohil; abti6h~')<~/~re; 'b'6rriplet~U" (fld6"fl' dialns;' GYMs';' 'ijcceSs: rdad, n'ddhem 
',draiIiage;qitch). ,'; ,; " ,n' , ii :;, ,,<' " "~I .' . . 

1" \,' :~ ~jl!"1 .r:.J' '~J ~f 'J I' 

2. Pa:g¢ i3/Fiooi bt~uii and'Soil R'eirt.oyaE1'td identl'f,)ficdntrurtirrants of cbrictem assDchtted'\vith 
th¢' GTM-7 p'luHjg~ ili~'pla:H;shbuJ\1.1ist tfiefspetiflc'VOCs tHat were eh'Cdunte).etldiiiihg the 
GtMirerfib{rlil'a8tidp~;·cii1dluding'~TCAfan;~'DdA.,! ,1 , ': , ' i' ~·!I;/.i 

("~ '>.1 ..... ;;}i.I' -~ .!".~{. ~/(~, J, ;) :"c n~ 

3. Page 3, Floor Drain and Soil Removal: The Proposed Plan should not be issued for public 
reVIeW \mtil\lie doi:Hpl~Hoh"re'p6'it".fb¥the :20tO'I'01'M rem8vaFactlon'~as ibe~n s'Ubirtitt~dtb 
and :ad:~e'pt~d Hfihe' x€gulal~:ty; ~gentie$: ': "i,', "" " .," .,;,., . " " : 

;' .1 J j;' > U\t tli"'CI1: i/· ~ .' L.; /\ f'.', ~~i1;";' fj 1 

4:': Page'8VAccess R6'ad;Exd~vati'Ons:iTlre Prop6sedPlan shduld not Dtdssued for:pliolic review 
until the completion report for the 2010 access road Limited'RehlOYa:J: Acti6n~has :been 
sub,m~tted to a,nd, acc~pted by the :regulatory agencies. 

;:'-;;~:f1!. > ;"iJ! ,J; ,;q. <~t~·,~" 

5 . Page 6, Ol'a:itiag6Ditoh 'and SlQtiIfSeWer Cleanlng;:':fhe' PropJ>sed J Plarifshotild ,n'ot bel issued 
for public review until the completion report for the 2010 northern drainage tlitch,temoval 
action has been su,1;>.mitt~d to apd ac,cep,ted by the regulatory agencie~. 

'\ : . !, ,,1 / ~, .• ;) ; '~~tf,t§}l ., 1 • , I:' ) ~ r , ", f' i ' ,{ i 

6. P&ge 6, Righ~ 901,wnn,P9Bs: 1:(i):a'Yoid potentia~ confusion about the need for remediation of 
PCBs iW)gr'd{yirlt-«rat6r~'th~'I'fi'iMing- of peDs ih"gidtiiIdwatercat 'concentratiorts' exceeHing 
drinking water criteria should be qualified by noting that the results from 'the rritisfr'recent 
samples, collec~ed in 2010, ,did not ..con~rm tpe presence of PCBs in gro~dwater. 
Al1;etnatlve'iy;the ref~ten~e'todrHildhg Watb.::~tllerhlqouId:'bgde1~~edifr6m ~his sect1bh. " 

'c :. !' .~ ~.o 1 ~ ~ , ;}J' ;~."' o""'IJ'" , f- .> 

7 . Page 6, ItT Ji.:lddeftdunf Results: THe Proposed Plan should hot' be is'suea 'for pUblic review 
until the ad8endurh'report Mis!bee'n 'accepted by the regulatory agei1ci'~s' (the RIaddendum 
report is currently under revisiqn). 

~ ; , ~ ~ . ' ' 

8. Page 7,::R:ight Column:' Tb chatacterize'arttioipaled future u'ses"of',tlIe site'propetty, the plan 
should icleritiry·tne activities' afid;"uSes : that will ,be allowed in the 'Village, Oehtial'District 
zoning district. 

:.,\ 
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I 

9. - Pag~-8jLeft Column, Cop.chrsidns·;· ill'h6t!final: s'eliteri~~'£iWhich concerns the feasibility study, 
appears to be misplaced be~ause it preq.e.dys :.the~.di~~U~§iph· of ecological.·risks that were 
assessed during the rem~4iat, il1v.es~jgation .. Oeletion i&.~r~coWlUe.t?-ded. 

;;'f(] 11 h~~}\ml~~;.:; r;.Fq)l.et.c?i.;i xIr~t ;:,:,i:,::i:Jp, ,'.:,v; r;hru~) :;):::{)' ~0';bf);-q:\>Jl. "., . ',,/; . {::80;) qm:.i'e)i ') ,': 
;!,(ih1rRirge S'~JfR1gli~ieol1.iJilt1·';~The+P'Fofl0'scla~P,1ah,~slt@nHifro0i,JjeliilS<sue,df.or!iljub.li<hheYi~Ml}Until. the 
. 'feasibiHty, study. tepdrtl.has1 be.en ,a6cepted 'bY'Jlie\:,feg-~torY: agenqie~; (thefe:asibilifY stuqy 
'''report iscurrentlytmder review). ,,', . . '. .. .. ,\, ;; -. . ; , " 

~" < ·I_i'. ~ , '~;_~'(,)J: ,;, '-:'l"d .,.1 ,,~"'~< l:J:':'! ;') , , 

U. J>~g~ 9"L,eft ;Column.: T~~ st~tementiqqi.R~tip.g tp.Cl:t.Alttm~tix(( G-2dc;p,ymioatQxiqation) 
, wO\1,d r~ql)ire +Q to, 2~, year~. t9, comP,I,ete;, piranup apFear~Ao 1;>'7! ip.Gon~is.j~nt witr, th~, ra.rlier 

stCl:t~<mentj ind\9tl#p.g, th(;lt. ~e . contarpin.liW;~s of. p~~cem WW!J<l, pe 0~id1'1'Yid. ,ip.. a.pp~?,~im.ately 
on.Y.Y~~·n.}3,~8~u~e .f\,~telnat,i\jy.Q-7,ifi eX1PeG~ed to;a~biey~,.c1~W11fllm~9b fast~r t4~. t~e other 
.wt,ym~l~v~~,( Qt '9'€al,' /'1&. ~ f5.+, . y~a,r~)~, thy pli;lIl ~bould,J~e. clarip~4. ,19· .~n,~W"~ . that .. ;W;e. time 
adv~tCl:g~·offere4. by A1ternatiye G-2j~.obviQUs... '. ; ., 

b"V'. .{~: ;'.' r'~; h~ <;'.:'i; ; i' :.,1 \ t, ',:,1 :' :,:, i;~~ I '. ~. ~ ,I: 'J i "~~) 
~2~;P,\gy 9, RJght G9lulOOi, The.$t~tem~i;lt,\in4iC~tiq.g t1;iaLa\t,erp,ative G-4-(MO'nito~ed~a,tural 
, 'Attenuation) would require approxiITiately j() ye-ar~' to cc)mplete cleariup is '1p.con~i~,t,e,Qtwith 

the information presented in the feasibility study report, which indicates that Alternative G-4 
WiQu,l4 r~ql,l,ir~ 4Q"tp. 6Q )"~_arsJq C01Apl~~~ ~l~'W-up, .. :a((Pl~s,~,f\lt~w~'\Y.~\ (J-,1isi ~X.P~9t~d to 
reqlJ~re !s,",b~tanti(;l~ly ,p:J.on~, .tlp:1,e ·to . achieve, remeqilill ;goals }h,WJ:; Altri:qf\~iy,f. Glf "~li~f11ical 
Oxidation) and Alternative G~3 (Enhanceq. '.:B;i9,.~tD;~~~?Jil\ t,hy plap.),~hpl}-ld p~.d~ifie/d to 
ensure that the time disadvantage associated with Altemiitive G-4 is obvious. 
',;~ '/ ~i;,",. ~ "11 ~;;;,J('<'/, ~irf·' d ,J~: ':::,:,"""U"~ ')'1,' "'" . 

) 3; P~gy~; J 0, j ,Pr~f~r,tie4 " Altel11,1~ti;,,:e:. , The',- pt;opose~, .. s~leq~\Qn .. pf. . ~lt~mf:\tive, ; q~;4 .. (Monitored 
Natural Attenuation) is inconsistent with the alte:t;l1a~iy~~)ap,~t;ys~s~pre~ente:d)n}he plan and 
the feasibility study. As indicated in Table 1, Altem,iltive G-2 (Chemical Oxidation) and 
Alte.t'1'lf:l.t:ive 1 ,G-3 I :.(EnhaQ.ced ' Bjpremed,il!th:m.)i ,wQuld; I" Pf;0iY.;i4y .sup,e,rior perlllanenc~, i and 
superior cO,lJ,tat),QinantF€d;\;lytion... ';,. . , I,".; hi'" .'. . 

, ' '.l,r: " . " \" ',,' )r -. f) f,:, ~ " 1 ' ~L:' 

14. Table 1: The short-term protection rating for Alternative G-4 (Monitored Natural 
" ;. Attenuation) $b;Quld; be ;t~d,ll;G~d to ':poor" to reflect the. r~lati vely long Icle~up tinW required 
I '" for thi.s alternative. ~. " '. ", .' , ;, 

, , ""j', ~ ,;-'4~~ \ " J-l: ) '.'J. ' ' -'1 :"~ 

15. Glossary: The feasibility study listing should include the abbreviation "FS". 
, • - ~ 1 , ( '; ~, _' - ';, • J ' ~,' .:"" : ; i. \ :, , . ' ••. , ' " 1 ; ~ , 

16:,M~~$DEI? c;a,1,1ppt fndQfse tht1'J?(QPosed se1ectioJ,l ot~l~Yfn~p,j;ve; G;-1JM,q}1itWed Na~al 
1 , i}:tihU'1fltion):,., O'i; i\ ", i., '.' ';,': 

, . ' ~r!..f ('l\~ ; .: . ' . " ,J , ~ ~ ~ i !' ,l I.' " ). \ . ;: ' , 

• .,J(Q.(( e~nYFted :91~arJ.JlP ~ime f9r A.lt,€tPila!lye,G-4 is flqe~t t»,i~e C\s long as 'h,y' e.~~cted 
~leanup times for Alternatives G-2 and G-3 (40 to 60 years vs. 20 to 25 years), and actual 

. 9leanup #~e~ fRf Alternati~e ,GA, .could b~"suqst~tt€lVY, 1,OJ;lger Jh~.es~imCl:ted; avail,able 

. data are in$l,l({icient to aLJ.ow a reliable, prediction <;i.t:~fltlJt(;l1 atteJ;lu~fiop,rates. . ' 
: ,:' , . ',~ \ ' 

• Based on expected cleanup times and the need to implement land use controls during the 
clel;U1up. p~riod, A,ltyrna!iye 0.-4. woul4 imped~ fuji red.eyelopmt:?l1t.Q~ the si ty: prop~rty for 
at ieasitWi~e,a~ lo})g as Altematives 0-2 ®4;O,"3;jangpot~lltialty s~J;>stcp:1.t\l;\llY long~r. 

, .' > I 



• As, indicated in Table I, AltemativesG .. 2, and ,G .. 3 would provide, 'superior 'penrtanence 
: ahd:superiori~ontami:aantTedua~ion;)!: ;c" iY'~' ,'! \ . " ';",'"" "ll'.' 10! ,'!: :~':S:L1';,:; 

J . .:)L,)'.~){j];-Go~)~n Ei UOU~;}{:7(1 .f10U~;,.~~:J(~v\,ffij ',BfJ..'.ilTi',Yf .,:~[~J :1~fl:':~t;iJ j)5~~8~(~(:i; 

• Cleanup costs for Alternative 0-4 could be substantially greater than estimated if the 
ti,;'~dutati'Onl of id'erj11up eX!tendsJ'De)l0:utlLili(t] assmme1d'B'0ly~af"pe'iiodrt$ or)ex1gnple:~ e~#fuates 

v' ,(0 ',iri.! tI1e'ifeasiDil,ity;;study indicate':that"ihe' cost 'qfl Altemative,'G;4·would :,be ~immU'Ao the 
cost of Alternatives G-2 and G-3 if the cleanup time for,'Alteinative~G-4' extends:to 90 
years. 

, " 
I ,.; >... ,~, L. 

.~ .. ; , :.' ! .. ;;: .J;"; 'J J; 
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