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--MasstEP Commonwaealth of Massachusatts
\ Executive Office of Energy & Environmental Affairs

Department of Environmental Protection

| One Winter Street Boston, MA 02108 « 817-282-5500

DEVAL L. PATRICK RICHARD K. SULLIVAN JR,
Governer Baoretary
TIMOTHY P. MURRAY KENNETH L. KIMMELL
Lisutanant Govarnor Commisgioner

Mr. Brian Helland, P.E. Re: Draft Proposed Plan

Remedial Project Manager Building 82 (Hangar 2) Site

BRAC PMO, Northeast \ Former NAS South Weymouth

4911 South Broad Street : MassDEP RTN 4-3002621

Philadelphia, PA 19112 February 7, 2011

Dear Mr. Helland;

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, Massachuseits, received January 24, 2011. Comments
are attached.

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

Sincerely,

B. Chafpm

David Chaffin o
Federal Facilities Project Manager |
Bureau of Waste Site Cleanup

CC. D. Bamey, USN-S. Weymouth
C. Keating, USEPA
Chief Executive Officer, SSTTDC
RAB Members

This information Is avallable in alternate format. Call Mlchelle Waters Ekanem, Diversity Director, at 617-292-5751. TDD# 1-866-539-7622 or 1-617-574-6868
'MassDEP Website; www.mass.gov/dep
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MASSDEP COMMENTS ON
+* DRAFTPROPOSED PLAN '
" BUILDING 82 (HANGAR 2)SITE "+~ "~
FORMER SOUTH WEYMOUTH NAVALAIR STATION (RTN 4*3002621),
FEBRUARY 7,2011 , :

. Page 3, Site Background and Characteristics: In add1t1on to_providing a descr1pt1on of
Building’ 82 and the ‘surrdiiiding” atea; the’ plan should provide a brief descr1pt10n .of the
actual’ d1spOSal site that will be’addréssed by remedial aétion: - The d1sposal site consists of
several - groundwater contamfinant plumes ‘that “were’ identified - durlng the' remedial

T 1nvest1gatron T support the sité descr1ptlon the plan should 1nc1ude a' map ‘that shows the

" locations of thé' coritamitiant plumes ‘that will B remedrated (GTM 2 ‘plume; Bu1ld1hg 15
plume, and NNPA plume) and the. plan should’ 1dent1fy the cHntaminanis assotiated-with'each
plume. In addition, the plan hould include a figure that shows the locat1ons of the areas
where . so1l removal actions “Were  complete (ﬂobr draIns GTMs access road northem
‘dralnage d1tch) a

iyopsbar

. Pagg'3; Floor Draiti and 'Soil Removal?To identify/contaminants of concern assoclated with
the GTM-2 plurne the plan 'should list the spec1ﬁc VOCs that Were encountered dur1ng the
GTM rerioval act1ons 1ncluding A’ : ‘ bt

. Page 3, Floor Dram and Soil Removal The Proposed Plan should not be 1ssued for publ1c
o “revrew unt1l 'the completlon‘report for the 2010 GTM remoVal act1on has been subrrntted to

o Pag@*ﬁil’:ﬁc‘ceSS RoadéExcavatibﬁs:?The Prop’o”s*e’d* Plan sho"uld fiot b}'ejissued forﬂ pub‘l.i‘c review
until the completion report for the 2010 access road Limited 'Removal Action ‘Has ‘been
submitted to and accepted by the l‘egulatory agenc1es

. Page 6, Draitiagé"Ditch and Stort Sewer Cléaning: The ProposcdfPlan shodld not be lssued
for public review until the completion report for the 2010 northern drairiage ditch temoval
action has been subm1tted to and accepted by the regulatory agenc1es

. Page 6, nght Column, PCBs Tx .a‘Vo1d potentlal confus1on about the need for remed1at1on of
PCBs iiY groundwater ‘the”’ ﬁndrng of PEBs in’ groundwater at ‘concéntrations excecdlng
drinking water criteria should be qualified by noting that the results from the most récent
samples, collected in 2010, did not confirm the presence of PCBs in groundwater

Altemat1vely, the reference t0 dr1nking Water crrter1a could be deleted from th1s sect1on ‘

. Page 6, RI Addefidum’ ReSults T he Proposed Plan should niot be issued for public review
until the addendum réport has beén accepted by ‘the régulatory agenoids (the RI addendum
: report is currently under rev1s1on)

. Page 7, R1ght Colurnn To character1ze ant1o1pated future uses of the site. property, the plan
should idéntify ‘the activitiés’ arid uses that will be allowed in the Village Oentral’ District
zoning district.
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alt(DtrPa’ge 8iRight:C i 1:8h
ol feasrblllty study report hasf been accepted fby thei re
report is-curréntly under rev1ew) :

I
Page 8; Left Column, Conclusions: Thefinal. Senteriée;
appeats to be m1splaced because 1t preoedes ;they digg

/hich concerns the feasibility study,
yssion: of ecologicalz‘-ri-sks. that were

; tory agencles (the feasrblhty study

Page 9 Left Column The statement 1nd1cat1ng that Altematwe G 2 (Chemrcal Oxldatron)
would requlre 20 to 25 years to cornplete cleanup appears {0 be 1ncons1stent with, the earl1er
statement, 1nd1cat1ng that. the contamlnants of concern would be ox1dlzed in. approxlmately
one .yeat., Because Alte;rnatlve G-2.is expected to achreve cleanup much faster than the other
S.. 25+ years) the plan should be clarlﬁed to, ensure that the time

K]

.. advantage. offered by Alternatrve G-2is. obvious.

2

13,

14.
- ;. Attenuation) should-be reduced to “poor” to reflect the relatively longcleanup. time required
. for this alternative. ¥ , : ‘

15.

16.

;Page 9 nght Column The statement\mdlcatmg that

ilternatlve G—4 (Monltored Natural
Attenuation) would require approximately 30 years to complete cleanup is 1nconsrstent with
the information presented in the feasibility study repott, which indicates that Alternative G-4
would require 40, to 60 years to, complete cleanup.. Because, Alternative, G-4 is expected to
require ; substant;lally more time to. achieve remedlal goals than Alternat1ve G-2 (Chem1ca1
Oxidation) and Alternative G-3 (Enhanced Bloremedtataon) the plan, should be clarrﬁed to
ensure that the time d1sadvantage assoc1ated with Alterﬁatlve G-4 is obvious.

Page 10 Preferred Alternatlve The proposed selectron of Alte[rnatlve G-4 (Momtored
Natural Attenuatlon) is inconsistent with the alternatlves analysrs presented in the plan and
the feasibility study. As indicated in Table 1, Alternatwe G-2 (Chem1ca1 ‘Oxidation) and
Alternative: G-3..(Enhanced . Bioremediation), would,, provide. superior permanence, sand
superior contaminant reduction.. ..., . o S AFariea

Table 1: The short-term protection rat1ng for | Alternative G-4(Monltored ‘Natural

Glossary: The feas1b111ty study hstlng should 1nclude the abbrevratlon “FS”,

;MassDEP cannot endorse the proposed selection of, Alternat,lve G 4 (Monltored Natural
_Attenuation): . .- .. . ., . A L , ,

H
i1

'::—’;1

The expected cleanup time for Altematlve G- 4 is at least tw1ce as long as the expected

cleanup times for Alternatives G-2 and G-3 (40 to 605 years vs. 20 to 25 years) and actual

- . ¢leanup times for Alternative G-4 could be, substantially longer than estimated; available
. data are 1nsufﬁc1ent to allow a reliable, ;prediction atural attenuatron rates o

e Based on expected cleanup times and the need to 1mplement land use controls dur1ng the
cleanup.period, Alternative-G-4 would impede full.redevelopment of, the site: property for
at least. twice as long as Altematlves G-2 and G-3; and potentially substantlally longer

i




¢ As indicated in Table 1, Alternatives.G+2:and.G- 3 would prov1de superlor permanence
- + and:superior:contaminant reduction::; . b vy L 1oL K5

i ) 15 :”l\f‘)"l\! : ‘l’)}i"“k ,‘f Ni1edi

ol om0 D Dapagees
Cleanup costs for Alternatlve G-4 could be substantlally greater than estimated if the
L xduration of clegnup extends:beyondi thelassuihied:30:yedr-petiodriFotexanipld; estithates
o “in! thefeasibility 'study indicate that the’ cost of Alternative.Gs4>would:be similar:to the
cost of Alternatives G-2 and G-3 if the cleanup time for -Alternativé’ G-4 extends:to 90

years. S
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