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July 20, 2009

Brian J. Helland, P.E.

BRAC Program Management Office NE
4911 South Broad Street

Philadelphia, PA 19112-1303

Re:  Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis for the Main Gate Encroachment Area
Dear Mr. Helland:

EPA reviewed the draft Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis (EE/CA) for Naval Air Station South
Weymouth, Weymouth, MA, dated June 2009 in light of its completeness, technical accuracy, and
consistency. The document provides an assessment of potential removal action alternatives and
their associated costs to address contamination detected at the Main Gate encroachment area.
Detailed comments are provided in Attachment A.

The Regional Screening Levels (RSLs) were updated May 19, 2009 and the updated RSL Table is
dated April 2009. The reference section for the EE/CA identifies an RSL table update for April
2009. However, a footnote for Table 2-1 refers to RSLs developed in 2008. Please confirm that all
the RSL values used for this EE/CA are those in the latest update dated May 19, 2009. If an earlier
table was used, please update all RSL values in all the tables to ensure the current values are used.

I look forward working with you and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection on
the investigation and remediation of the remaining areas of the base. Please do not hesitate to
contact me at (617) 918-1385 should you have any questions.

Kymbeflee Keckler, Remedial Project Manager
Federal Facilities Superfund Section

Attachment

o Dave Barney, USN, South Weymouth, MA
Dave Chaffin, MADEP, Boston, MA
Kevin Donovan, SSTTDC, South Weymouth, MA
':‘,Phoebe Call, TTNUS, Wilmington, MA

Toll Free «1-888-372-7341
Intemet Address (URL) ¢ http://www.epa.gov/regioni
Recycled/Recyclable «Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on Recycled Paper (Minimum 30% Postconsumer)
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. pif 12, 3.1

- Comment

'The second sentence refers to. po‘ nt1

ATTACHMENT A

) acts from dreas’ east of the Slte It
appears that it should: 1nstead reference the areas west of the Site (from the road)
Please correct ; ~ :

, 'Please change ‘wee” 1n the ﬁfth bullet paragraph to W-e-i.-:e %

Please support the assertlon that the dreais not class1ﬁed as a’ potentlal drlnkmg
water aqulfer EPA assumed that the entire base may be a potentlal aquifer.

Implementatlon of a removal actron for srte sorl and sedlment is expected to reduce,
the infiltration of PAHS into the groundwater and natural attenuation is expected to

mitigate groundwater PAH concetrations over tifne. Pledse support these assertlons

by comparing the cleanup concentrations with MCL-based and Risk-based Soil -
Screening Levels (SSLs) from the EPA Regional Screenmg Levels document; if

‘available.’ If the SSLs are less than the rrsk-based remedlal goals then adJust the S
i remedlal goals to prevent leachmg : ‘ ; S

This EE/CA addresses a removal actlon for soil, but the text speculates that L
contamination detected in groundwater will not require active remediation. While -

~that-could be: poss1ble additional groundwater 1nvest1gat10n and possibly a remedial

action would be required before EPA could support a No Furthér Action decision for
the groundwater at thls Site. :

In the second paragraph the reference to 460 fi2 should be changed to 560 ft? (the
sum of 400 ft* and 160 ft* as discussed on page 10) Please correct

p. 13 §3.4, M1 Please edit the last sentence to delete the ﬁrst phrase. As. stated in the Nat1onal

Contingency Plan and i in the second phrase of this senterice; ARARs must be:

- considered to the extent practlcal consrdermg the urgericy of the situation-and the

p.20,§44

Table 2-1

scope of the removal. It i is erroneous to state that ARARS 4re not dlrectly apphcable '

- to removal actlons el . -@

In the second sentence from the top, please change the text “_..intent to ‘conduct
clearmg, excavation, and restoration activities in these areas or assoczated buffer -

- zones before work begins.” A similat clarification should be made i in Sectlons 4. 4 2

and 4,52 and also to Table 32 in the wetlands dlscussron

-a) For con51stency related 10 the shadlng of C11-C22 aromatlcs please either’ edlt the :
" note that refers to grey shading (it currently does: not addiess exceedances of the +

MCP values) ot provide an alternatrve 1ndlcator for exceedances of MCP values.

.‘ § b) Please ed1t the: table to report 1nd1v1dual Sample results for all samples and therr
: assomated duplrcates as well as the average values




Table 3-1

Table 3-2 s

- References -

* cleanup goals for soil for any propo

| ¢). Please review the arsenic RSL presented (0.39 m1lhgrams per | kilo gram) and

explam why this is the correct screemng value. This is the carcinogenic value which
is greater than the non—carcmogenlc Value of O 22 mg/Kg (10% of the HI 1 value).

: chosen to use - the MCP -l/GW 1valuesas
removal action coiiduicted: leen that :
several media were 1mpacted by contamination and mult1ple COPCs were 1dent1ﬁed
it is not clear whether the MCP S- 1/GW-1 values w1ll be protective. Therefore, a
tisk evaluation may be riecessary to. demonstrate no-excess risk subsequent to the

a) This table 1ndlcates thiat the Na v h

‘removal actlon and befote a No Further Actlon dec1s1on can be supported by EPA

-b) Cleanup goals for 5011 were niot proposed for dlbenzofuran and ﬂuorene For
consistency, the MCP S- l/GW 1-value of 1,000 mg/Kg should-be propesed for
fluorene éven though there were no exceedances of that concentratlon for fluorene in
the samples collected. No MCP value exists for dibenzofuran. However, both of o
‘ ‘these contamlnants have to be 1ncluded ina subsequent r1sk assessment N |

- ¢) The sediment- cleanup goal for d1benzofuran is hsted as 0 42 mg/Kg However
the background database for sedlment l1sts the background Value for dlbenzofuran as .’
+0.057 mg/Kg. Please correct. :

.ﬁRegardmg the d1scuss1on of the action proposed for the MCP (third llne item); the
«, . text states that MCP Method 1'S-1 values will be used as cleanup goals for sediment.
* However, Table 3-1 states that background vallies, except as fioted, will be used as -
sed1ment cleanup goals Please remove the 1ncon51stency and clarify the intent.

fConsrder addlng Ofﬁce of Management and Budget Crrcular A—94 Appendix C;
dated December 2008 which appears to be what was used to determine the d1scount

' rate used for the present worth cost calculat1ons




