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SUBJECT: SWMU 1 CMj Draft Comments

As pr¢mised, here a
I look fa

docums nt.

i. rha CMS is an

ka my comments on the above referenced
rward to discussing then next week.

engineering document. The f£inal revision

chouli! be signed and sealed hy a State of Florida registered
enginer with respqnsihle charge for its preparation.

2, rovide a land-use map which shows the location of the
resid ntial scenario outside of the SWMU.

3. \lternative 2

hazar lous wastes b

assumes that sediments are not RCRA
| listing or characteristic. The Navy

must insure that all portions of the RCRA HSWA process are

addre szed before s

1lecting an alternative. Make this very

clear in the repori.

4. The economic |

consifders the expe|
wsunk cost". This
cost of thie alter

foll¢ wing method: |

amori ized at curre
proj¢ cted life of
requ: rements). Th
the jrevicus and ©
othe;'wise, the mon
a "sink cost".

wwmparative analysis for Alternative 2
wse of the Interim Action at SWMU 1 as a
nay inadvertently mierepresent the true
yative. I suggest you explore the

ase the actual capital ccts of the IRA

nt government borrowing rate over the

-he alternative (30 yrs under RCRA permit
is approach assumes 100% utilization of
arrent SOUTHDIV budget for NAS Key Wast;
ay spent on the IRA will indeed represant

5. D.scuse briefly

the DQO levels achieved for data (for all

medi 1) and any significant validation issues faced by both

Brow: & Root and q

echtel.

6. A very imporﬂant fact is that groundwater is ilmpacted

with Vinyl Chlerid
calcilations done
grouadwater?

|
i

e, a DEP Primary Standard.

Any
to estimate the volume of affected

7. ' Since RCRA rilles the process at this site, need to

estimate the time)

frame to reduce VC to MCLs which is the

ONLY criteria confjidered by RCRA for clean closure of the
site (equivalent fo a No Further aAction).
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8.
groundy
protec!
level : ccordin

netals TCLP ana

g:ate that the
however,

9.
purpos s,
incenmp Lete.
requir :ments P
modifirations
requiraments, CON
anything e

eventral pernmi
with &z more complet
olesure of the site

for c
ti

-

10. suggest you
the &:te's gw excee
disper sion in combi
there & no foreseea

B: sed on the Mo
ater concentr
ive of ground
g to t
source area was rem%ﬂi
the solrce area beeq‘
lysis

]1
You sh&uld try to al
ortiorn of the proce

1se that Wi
t dely

i ARARS,

8=24-37 5 13:18 804 822 4339- 0i& 3

i

hal results, it appears that a VC

ation of 116 ug/L at the site is

gater at the residential well. This

he text is baged in "that soil in the
gted" Please be more specific, has all
remediated? If any remains, were VC and
done on soll?

lcosts estimates are for comparative

tm under the impression they are

so estimate the RCRA

gg that is, parmit

gan closure, RCRA reporting

jgency fees for handling these and

11 carry the site for RCRA closure and
This will provide SDIV managers

f what it takes to achieve

tiion.
r picture o

’

e text on the fact that while
advection, diffusion, and

1 indicats that
rom the gw.

gppend son

ation with your mode

I
te threat to residents £

o

re only

11. .'m under the
valid for soils wit
soils in KW may hav
resul :ing in Kd vaﬂ
11 of Appendix B, M
clarify that the oliy

|

12, Alternative N
institutional cont
react MCLs, howavel
no site specific a
atter gation or int
there fore, are not
estir ates to achie
to cemply with app
Unle: 8 the NPV of
you ray want te ca
that include in
remesiiation.
clasiified as Cla
site (more so with
curr int statutes ﬁ
v
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for vaivers and sug
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 TeC conte
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Alternative 2 includes
neider comwputing the NPV
trﬂmgic kiorem
Remember, groul

o not provide the

reasion that EPA's equations a
nt greater than 0,1%,
s lower than 0.1% thus

imp re
e

e TOC level

unes different than those of Table 1 page

aotual TOC values or

ake sure you utilize
timates only.

tained valuas are es

.2 implies that groundwa
ols, will undergo natura
, I'm under the impression that to date
{ focused assessment confirming natural
inaic remediation has been performed and,
presented in the document. Reasonable
111 have to be computed in order
locable State and Federal requirements.
such calculations
of alternatives
more active gw

ter, with proper
1 attenuation to

ediation vs.
dwater in spite of belng

,IIT still IS an important part of this
people accessing it down the road) and
Navy with much relief
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