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Mp.' Orlando Nonaco
Naval Facilities Bagineering Command
.Coda 0223 .

10 Industyrial Highway, Mailstop #82
Lestery, PA 13113

Re: Naval Air wWarfare Canter (NAWC), Warninster, PA

Dear Xr. Monaco:

This lettey provideas additional ZPX commexniz ox a Dratt Phase IITX
Reaedial Investigation (RI) Work Plan ("Draft Work Plan®) for the
subiect facility submitted to EPA on June 27, 1594. ‘Thesa
comments ware initially discussed during our Base Cleanup Team
meeting of August 23, 1994. 7Tais letter suxmarizes and expands

upon the coxments discussed.

Asrial Plctogzrapl Interpretation

As Tequestaed in correspondence dating back to November 24, 1992,
prior to scoping CERCDA RT work, all available aerial photo
iwsgery should be inventaried and reviewed. The mcopa of RI wozk
should then be supperted by the documentad results of this review
.and the inventery of photos should becoma part of the
Administrative Record.

The Dzaft Work Plan does not provide an inventory of photos in
the HANC archives or document the reviav of thesgs photos. The
Navy should conduct an invantory and review these photos, and
Zevime the scope of tha Draft Wark Plan as needed. If no

ruvision im nesded, this should bs documentaed.

Pleage nocts this letter does not comment on the affactivensss of
any aerial photo review cuzraently refsrenced in the Draft Work

_Plaa.

Area D .

In scoping RI work for Arsa D, the Draft Work Plan finds that
sghould ongoing groundwatar investigation activities reveal that
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the building is a potentlial significant source of contamination,
a study will ba performed to attempt to ldeantify the leocations
and past uses of underground drain lines® and that "based on the
findings of this etudy, additional couvrce area work may be
proposed.” However, an EPA lettar to the Navy dated May 11,
1994 has already requested the review of information regarding
rdrain lings™ to ba part of the RI scoping process for potential
sources within Area D. Sheuld the Navy baliaeve the results of
"angoing groundwater investigation activities® for Area D (which
are availlable at thia time) indicate there is nc naad for such a
raview, please provida this documentation to EPA. oOtherwise, th
. hiatoric information regarding drain lines should be reviewed as
praviousnly requestad. The Navy should alsc congider tha results
of thess recent groundwatar investigations in Area D in the RI

.acoping process.

A revieow of aerial photos and interview results (see comnantg
below) should alse be used to scope RI work for potential sources
in Area D." One objective of this raview should bhe to halp define
‘he serial extent of Ar¢ea . While Plgure 2=1 of %thas Draft Wark
Pian suggeats that the area of Site 9 and Ar€éa D are synenymous,
availadle information indicates that all NAWC property wsst of
Jacksonville Road could be a potential gourcae of groundwater -
contaminatica in on-base wells ¥P~l1, MP-2, MP~-3, SW~-1 and SW-2,
and monitoring wella locatsd in the vicinity of Sites 1, 2 and 3.
on this available informaticm, Arma D should include all
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3 (Axax A). As a result, the review of background information
(underground lines, intaxviews, asrial photos, e2c.) for Area D
should include all XAWC property weat of Jacksonvillas Road. If
this reviaw indicates portions of this area are not a potential
saurce of contaminaticn, thess portions may then be axcluded from

Area D.

NN

Interviews

A review of ihtprviw results should be part of the RI scoping
procass for NARC. Howavar, the Draft Work Plan does not refar to
the reviev of any intervisw results, nor is an inventory of

intervisv results provided..

EPA has praviously rsquestad the Navy to conduct interviews with
a reprecentative group of current and former NAWC aemployess in
letters dated January S, 1993, October 28, 1993, and May 11,
199¢. Despite these requests, EFA is not aware of bhaving
recsived any interviev results from the Xavy (with the excepticn
of those regarding “CERFA-uncantaninated parcels® noxrth of
Bristol Road). In addition, RPA has spescifically vequested the
Tesults of an interview with Mr. Dick Lav in lettars to the Navy
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dated Septembar 10, 1593, Octobar 20, 1993, and January 5, 1994.
The Navy has not. responded to any of these requests.

As noted in the previcuas correspondence, EPA cannot consider any
RI Work Plan addressing potential scurces of contamination
attrikbutadbla to NAWC to be conplste if these reguasts are not

addregsed.

Page 2=35 of the Draft Work Plan does indicate "the Navy is
preparing a report describing historical intervievs with basa
personnel regarding past ocperations in the vicinity of Area D-.
Thae results of thesae lntarviews should be used to scope RI work

for Area D.

denarsl

As discussed during the BCT meeting, the entire NAWC property is
2 CERCILA Maticnal Priczities List site. Given this ie tha caae,
ths objaectivae of the Draft Work Plan is unclear. Section 1.1 of
the Draft Work Plan states that the "purpsise of this work plan is
to discuss the scope of the Fhasa III RI® and that "although all
sites have heen investigated as part of the RI process, this
workplan addrosses desper groundwatar, sclils, surfacs water and
sediment contamination attridbutable to the base.™ However, nmany
questions arise from these statements. Is the purpose of the
Draft Wozrk Plan to describe the scope of 3ll remaining
investigation vork required by CERCIA for HAWC? Or is the
purpose to describe all RI vork required by CERCILA for
Ingtallation Restoration (IRN) Sites 1 through 8 and Araea D? If
the anaver to this last question is yes, wvhat CEBRCLA
investigation work is planned for the balance of NAWC and how
will this work ba sacoped? Is any CERCIA Sita aAssesspent work
planned for areas outsids of IR Bites 1 through 8 and Arsa D?
*ast iz the role, if , ©f Ing FAase II Envircasmental Baseliue
Surxvey (EBS) in pexs Site Assesazents and/or other
investiqations required by CERCLA?Z

Without answers ts ths questions, EPA cannot coament on the
conplateness of the Draft Work Plan. As digscussed, thoese
quastions should be rssolved in tha BRAC Cleanup Plan (BCP),
wvhich should be revised by ths BCT to aspure that all -
requiromonts of BRAC and CERCIA will ba mat at NAWC. As a zember
of the BCY, EPA looks forward to working with the Navy and the
Pennsylvania Departuent of Envircmmental Rescurces in revising
the BCP to mest these objaectlives. )

While many of the coxments above request a cagplete a raview of
baskground information and a revised scope of tha propoged RI
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work based on this raviav, EPA plang to pravide comments on the
investigation procedurss proposed in the Draft Work Plan during a
meating of the Technical Subcommittae of the Rsstoration Advisory

Board on Septexzber 9, 1994.

Should you have any questions or comments regarding the above,
pleasa give me 2 c31l.

gincerely.
Do EXT L

Darius Ostrauskas
Remaedial Projact Manager

TOTAL P.285



