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Dear Colonel ¥Walsht

T an writing in regaxd to your petition (§0759) to delist
ineinerator ash sztored at tha Naval Construction Battalion
Center's (NCBC) Gulfport, Kisslssippi facility, presently listed
as EPA Hazardous Waste Xo. F028 (resldues rasulting from thermal
treatment of goll contaminated with 2,4,5-T). On Februayy 28,
1992 you submitted a draft sampling and analysis plan for the ash
and ground wvater to supplement data presentaed in your delisting

petition., Our comments on your éraft sampling and analysis plan
are provided below. -

adsh _gampling i

We believe that the additional sampling and analyses

proposed for the ash {8 warranted to verify the original ash data

resenteqd in your Gelisting petition and to help resolve mone
nadequacies that vore identified with that data. ¥hile the
ovéerall analytical plan iz acceptable, we believe that
TeallecAting the satpling efforts will better charactarize the
incineration resfduals, Therefors, we recommend the follewing
changes with respect ¢ your proposed sampling methodolegy, 1list
of constituents to be analyzed, number of toial constituent
analysia, number of TCLP extract analysis, and quality
assurance/quality control analysiss .

° To the axtent posgible, the ¢corae gamples should comprise a
full-depth profila of the sampled waste piles, ¥e do not
understand why the top 6 inches of waste should hot be
included &{n the collected sample, fThe core ssmple should
reach clese to the bottom of the pile, if practical. 7The

removal of 1/4" material prior to transfer to sample bottles
is acceptabla, -
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o As noted belew, wa believe 10 composita ash samples will be
sufficient to supplement the existing data. Baecause the
site to be sanpled appears to consist of hundreds of
discrete plles (rather than & centiguous landfill or pile), .
we suggest that you attempt to collect subsamples from
approximately 103 of the plles (including at least several
gubsamples from the ona large ash pile on the site), and
compogite 5-10 of the subgamples accordingly to produce 10
composite samplag, Your proposal to divide the area
contuining the ash into 100 subareas would be accepisble,
provided all discrete piles within each of ke 10 randomly
chosen gubareas are samplad -{n ordar to .generate a
represantative conposite of 5+10 subsanmples.

o Ten (instoad of five) eonmposite ash samplec sghould be -
analyzed for total levels of all of the organics you
sugqestad, {ncluding dioxins/furans (with the hepta- and
octa= I{momers), polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbong (PAMs),
herbicides, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs)/pesticides, and
other comivolatile and volatile erganic compounds (VOCs).

To provide a complete set of total constituent anslyses on

thace 10 samples, we also guggest that total levels of
metals be datermlned. :

o TCLP exiracts of the 10 coumposite ash samples should be
analyzed for dioxins/furans (including the hepta- end oocta~
{somers), PAHs, and maetals. As you propesed, other erganic
constituents need only be determined in the TCLP extracts if
the compounda are found in the totals analyses. Note,
however, that VOCs require & special TCLP extraction and
short holding times before analysis.

In genheral, all sampling and analyses# nust be accompanied by
the appropriate QA/QC information-and should adhere to all
preservation and sample holding timec get cut in sW=846. You
should follow the practical quanticication limits (pPels) )
identified in 8W-846 for all extract and waste samples, If & PQL
is not avallable for a specific constituant, then laboratory
detection limitas should be as @losse to ostafnl
standards as possible, if a standard has been establighed. Our
speoific comments/recommendations on the proposed QA/QC
procedures in your draft plan are as follcows! '

Q The PQILs presented in Tables 2-1 and 2-2 ara adegquate.

° Sanple Quplicates proposed in Tadble 2-2 are not requiraed.
Matrix splke/matrix spike duplisate analyses will provide
adequate precisibn data. .

&  The holding times 1isted {n Table 3«5 should commence from
the date of collectionr (az opposed to the date of receipt).

{shed drinking water " - -
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Please previde an acourate estimate of the currant maximum
volume of the waste. Your statement that tha wasts is in
¥gaveral hundred piles of 15~ ¢a 30-cuble yards each" is
difficult to recencile with your estimats of 30,000 cubic yards
of soil being {ncinerated. Such a volume would seem to requira
thousanda, rather than hundreds, of sterage piles of 15-20 cubdic
yards. An sccurats aestimate of waste volume is important in our

evaluation of the waste, and may be critical if the residuals arxe
moved for final disposal.

ground-vatey Eampling

Your proposed ground=water n°n1t°r1§§§§§“n developed under
POD'es Installation Restoration Progranm ( ' will provide
ground-vater data for several Areas. ¥We are most interested in
the ground-water data for Ares A (location of the petitioned
ash). It appears frem the proposed lecations of four menitoring
wells along Gresnwood Avenue in Figure 3-1 of your draft plan
(and assuming ground=-water flow dirsction is oorrect), that you
may be able to provids greund-water data to determine the lmpact
¢f the getitioned ash on ground-water quality. MNowever, whether
the monitoring system can truly distinguish any impact of thae

petitioned waste from sny centamination possibly caused by
untreated solle ramains to be sean,
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In general, ground-water monitering systems appréved by EPA
Regions or a State will provide the data necessary for petition
evaluatien, Ground water samples should be analyzed for all the
constituents that may be present in the ash. At a minimunm, we
recommend that tha samples be analyzed for dioxins/furans, PANS,
and any constituents detected in the original analyses of the
ash. Any snhalyses for metals should include total analyses,
rather than dicsolved metal analysas, unless deternined otherwise
by the EPA Region or Stats., For adaitional details regarding
ground-water monitoring information requirements, plsase refar to
the Federal Registerinotice on the Agency's use of ground-water
data {n del{sting dscisions (54 FR 41930, October 12, 1989).
Typleally, the minidum of four rounds of samples are collected
ovay the course of 12 rather than 6 menths in order to fully
account for pessible smameonal variations. However, this (and-
other details of any ground-water monitoring plan) depends on the
requirements of the State or BPA Regloen IV.
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"8hould yeu have questions regarding this letter or any
other aspact of your petition, pleagse contact Narendxa Chaudharl

of my ctaff at (202) 260-4787 or our technical censultant, Gwen

sincorcly,

Robert yaey, Chief
Deligting Section

cc:  Narandra Chaudhasi o
JIin Rent' EPA BO. o
Doug ¥eCurry, EPA Regiun
James Scarbrough, BPFA Region Iv
Jeff short, Department o
Gwen da Polx, 8AlC
John Vierow, SAIC

the alr Force




