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September 29, 2009

Brian J. Helland

BRAC Program Management Office NE
4911 South Broad Street

Philadelphia, PA 19112-1303

RE: RESPONSE TO BASIS OF DESIGN DOCUMENTS — WESTGATE LANDFILL
CLOSURE, NAS SOUTH WEYMOUTH, WEYMOUTH, MASSACHUSSETTES.
CONTRACT N62470-08-D-1007, TASK ORDER WE03, SHAW PROJECT 136398

Dear Mr. Helland:

The purpose of this correspondence is to respond to the comments received from the Massachusetts
Department of Environmental Protection, dated August 28, 2009. Attached are the comments and our
response. Comments will be addressed in the upcoming 30% design submittal. Due to the compressed
design schedule, a revised Basis of Design will not be developed.

Thank you for providing Shaw Environmental & Infrastructure, Inc. with this opportunity. Should you
have questions or comments please do not hesitate to call me at (609) 588-6349.

Sincerely,
Shaw Environmental, Inc

B Ak

Steven Kawchak
Project Manager

Enclosures (1)

cc.
William Deane Shaw Environmental, Inc.
James Dunn Shaw Environmental, Inc.
Project File 136398
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MassDEP Comments on
Draft Basis of Design -
'  West Gate Landfill
Former South Weymouth Naval Air Station. (RTN 4-3002621)
: ' September 29, 2009

: MaDEP #1 ' “Sect1on 5.1 —The report should 1nd1cate that confonnatlon samphng will be v
- conducted to confirm that- the removal of wastes from the adjacent wetland is complete and confirm
. that post-removal condltlons in the ad_]acent wetland do not pose unacceptable risk to human health

- or the env1ronment o :

. RESPONSE Shaw will develop, with cooperatlon from MaDEP, EPA and Us Navy a Quality.
' Assurance PI‘O_]eCt Plan- (QAPP) that will incorporate confirmatory samphng protocols for the West
: Gate and Small Landﬁlls The QAPP w1ll be a part of the Remedlal Act1on Work Plan

MaDEP #2 “Sectlon 5. 3 The spec1ﬁcat10ns in the bullet list concern the low permeabﬂlty layer
component of the cover system [310 CMR 19. 112(6)], not the entire cover system (“cap) as
suggested by the text.” Thus, in addition to provrdmg this brief description of the low. permeability
layer, the report should indicate that the cover system will include a drainage layer at least 6 inches
~ thick [310-CMR: 19.112(7)] and a vegetative layer of sufficient thickness to provide at least 18
inches of soil material above the low permeability layer [310 CMR 19.112(9)]. In addition, as -
vacknowledged here, a landfill gas layer at least 6 inches thick will be required below the low
permeability layer [310 CMR 19. 112(5)] unless the results fiom the pre des1gn 1nvest1gat1on :

. demonstrate that it is not needed ”

RESPON SE Sect1on 5.3 addresses spe01ﬁcally w1th1n the bullets the’ low permeablhty layer.
However the section as a whole describes the cap construction. It is the intent of Shaw to determine
S _the need and thickness of a dra1nage layer, gas venting layer and vegetatlon layer durlng the PDI.

' As Shaw ﬁnahzes 1ts desrgn the Navy 'w1ll, forward to all partres for comment and rev1ew.

3. VMaDEP #3; “Section 5. 5 The report should 1ndlcate that land use controls requlrements will be
spec1ﬁed in a separate. remedial des1gn document (e.g. Land Use Control 1mplementat10n Plan).”

: _RESPONSE A Land Use Control Implementatlon Plan w111 be developed asa separate remed1a1
_ des1gn document : : : o v

| MaDEP #4 ‘ “Sectlon 5. 6: The report should indicate that long tenn momtonng requlrements and

v “long-term maintenance operations and maintenance requiréments will be specified in separate -~
remedial design documents (e_ g VLong -Term Mon1tor1ng Plan and Operations and Malntenance '
Plan.) - : S o -

: RESPON SE: Long Term Mon1tor1ng and O&M Plans will be developed

ﬁMADEP #5 “Sectlon 6. 2 The proposed cover system is 1ncomplete (refer to Comment 2)

. RESPONSE See response to MaDEP #2




6. MaDEP #6: “Flgure C-3: The cover system deplcted in: these sections does not meet the

- requirements of 310 CMR 19.112, and is inconsistent with the text descriptions provided in the
report. The révised report should present a eover system that meets the requrrements of 31 0 CMR

- 19.112, and text and ﬁgures should agree.”

RESPON SE The 30% design w111 correct any 1ncons1sten01es and w111 present a cover system that :
meets the requlrements of 310 CMR 19.112.

VMaDEP #7: “Flgure C 3 Northern Termmatlon Detall The report should be clarlﬁed to 1nd1cate

whether or not construction of the cover system will alter, replace, or retain the drainage ditch. that

* connects a culvert located on the north side of the site (adjacent to Trotter Road) to Wetland W-1.

The presence of landfill debris i’ and immediately adjacent to this ditch (e.g. partially buried 55-
gallon drum) 1ndlcates that the ditch may be contaminated; consequently; sampling and remediation

B of the ditch may be necessary where the ditch i is not 1solated under the cover system.”

RESPON SE: The 30% design w111 indicate the- ditch will be altered, as the debris will be excavated
to réemove it from the wetlands area. Sampling w1ll occur per comment MaDEP #1. After -

: ,conﬁrmatlon of debris removal and no contammatlon the ditch w1ll be: restored to allow for the

connectlon to Wetland W- 1




