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lO Industrial Highway 
Lester, l?ennsylvania.19113 

Re; Nava.l Air Warfare, Center (N]\.WC): PA 

Dear Mr ~ 'Monaco: 
~, 
i 

I 

1! 
The purPose' of this letter is tco' transmit: (1) initial EPA 
;:omments on a "Draft Area D Remedial Investigation Work PIE",:" 
prepar~~ by Brown' and Root Environ.mental under' cover let'teT dated 
November 9 I 1995, and (2) EPA' comment s on a "Proposed Surf ~i,:~e 
Soil IIifr'estigation for Aircraft ',~est Site'" prepared by Bro·",'1. and 
Root E#X1ronmental and dated October 30,_ 199? 

~ • ,I 

- t i~'~ 

DRAFT, ,AR.U D R:I' WORKPLAN 

1 . 0 'In l;rodu,~ tion 

It is indicated that the RI will i:westigate the 'nature 'an;:). 
~:'xtent of all hazardous substan..:e releases at- the faci;Lity d~.hat 

,.<I.re . no'C, regulated and are not being investigated under the 
i',l.uthori:t.:y, of ... RCRA ... II However, based on a preliminary re,rl.ew of 
HeRA f.i~J.e information for NAWC, ~t appears "that some of the 
investigation work proposed serv~[-, to meet the RCRA requirements 
which !:;fi.e applicable to NAWC; FOz example, the' RI ,addresses the 
former:;.p~ating shop, which gene\·:3.ted a listed RCRA hazardov,'S 
waste :~§:-bm the years 1980to 198,1 and therefore may be cons,idered 
a So~i~<;i 'Waste Management Unit U~WMU) under RCRA. 

; -:~ 

1.l P\~ ,'pose 

"It is stated that ,in the subject.,workplan, "investigation 
activit teo!? are also included fOl: suspected sourc:;:es within Area D 
that are generally .not addressed 'lnder the base-wide 
Environmental Baseline' Survey' (m-:S) currently underway. II Please 
recall)khat EPA does not consider the Basewide EBS issued by the 
NaVy=irt March 1995 'to be complet~ and does ,not consider this 
documefit to iden,tity or provide adequate information regar'd.ing 
all"s,~~pected sources" within Area D. Since this workpla)". (as 
well as'i:,the EBS Screening Matrix) cites the Basewide EBS of March 
1995, 4~];'<the source of background information reg~rding potential 
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contamllhant sources ~n Area D, it;:, is possible that ,there are 
additi'bh'al contaminant "sources which hav_e 'not been ''identified 'and 
are noA~;~~~arg~ted for investigation under' the EBS 'or' this 
workpl.:cin : 

,~, '1, 

~ -,;{~,: 

Areas-~ormerlY used for aircraft manufacturing a~d modification 
purposes are an example of areas-,within Area D where background 
information is.inadequate to determine whether the proposed 
investigation will, determine the source of groundwat-er 
contamination underlying Area D. ·For example, EPA has not been 
provide4 (1) the actual locations of historic' ,a'ircraft 
manufacturing and modification ,work within Buildings I, 2, or 4, 
(2) the~ location of drains and sewers directly under these areas 
as weI:1/. ,as el sewhere under Buildings I, 2, and 4, (3) information 
regar~~hg,the maintenance, upgra¢e or repair of sewers underlying 
Buildi#g~ 1 and 2, and 4-, and (4), information regarding the 
purcha!§~!i: generation" storage, treatment and disposal of solvents 
prior lito I the effect of RCRA (i. e., prior to 1980). For example, 
no infp~ation has been provided regarding the disposal methods 
for wa"~;te solvents generated within Buildings 1, 2, and 4, prior 
to 19~6. ' 

PROPOSED S'9RFACE SOIL INVESTIGATION FOR. AIRCRAPTCRASH SITE 

The s~J ect letter proposes the analysis 'of soil samples fo'r BTEX 
compoun~s only. Based on the information presented, it is ' 
uncle:a,r;: whether this analysis alone is adequate to confirm that 
the ,s1.l-:p'j'ect~elease of aviation fuel does not present a health 
·threa~J~'!:: Based on 'a toxicological. review of components of . 
aviatf9'p:fuel, the Navy shoulddetermine'whether·an analysis for 
Gas R~.fug,~ Organics or a similar analysis is advisable to ma,ke 
this-c~nfirmation. Please advise, us of your determination prior 

.. to cori~u'cting the subj ect sampling. 

. - - \.::~ 

Should,you have any questions or.: comments, please let me know. 

~ ----- ~ 
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,,: 

Sincerely, 

DariusOstrauskas 
Remedial Projeqt Manager 
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