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At-t A 

-ammls - 1: 
It ShaiLd be cleer that the scredng lwel data is not acceptable for risk assessmt plrposes. 
 he m t i m  of a separate report containing the sxeming data is mecesaq.  he saeenirg 
data wmld met appropriately be incluQd in the Remedial Imrestigatim Report as backpmd 
Monmtim for selectirrg CXF (W level IV) 
reports for t k e  sites is uneceffary. It is m c h r  why these sites have not been consolidated 
into one site. 

locations. 'Ihe generation of three separate 

-: 
-Navy- not propasiq to use scredng level data for riskassessnent yxuposes. 'Ihe risk 
assessnent will prilmrily utilize the results of the Phase 11 investigation which includes all 
dysesatfUllCXFprotoeo1. Aswillbediscxrssedinsubseqwntmqarses,PhasesIdIIhave 
b e e n c a n b h d a n d t h e ~ a n a l y s e s d r o p p e d .  PerSectim21of theworkplan,aseparate 
report for phase I i s  not propad. Ihe Navy agrees that cme report dmld  be written for these 
three sites, plus the d t s  of the adjacent Site 13 h t i g a t i m .  The work plan has been 
modified to reflect this. 

W t 2 :  
All cumntly amihble, relevant M o m t i o n  should be i d u d e d  in the work plans so that the most 
m t e  rmceptual Rlodel possible can be dewbped. 'Ihis work plan generally includes d y  

m mste mmagment practices at the site and data from previcxrs imtestigations should be d to 
imp out tk present extent of conminatial, and potential migratid- pthways, to the 
maxinun extent practicable. 

references to previars invwtigations perfomd at these sites. A l l  historical hfonmtion 

( h e  the most mrplete camptual model possible has been fotnulated, the work plan should go on to 
identify the data gape Wch need to be addresd  in order to akquately characterize the 
site for the puposes of p d o -  a- Risk Assessmt (BRA) and selectirgaRemedial 
kt im (RA). Clearly, the adequacy of these reoarmendations is directly dependent on the @ty 
and rrnnlptgless of the conceptual rodel, re-enphasizirg the importance of the latter. 

Givm the amoult of inbornratim which currently exists for these sites, every effort should be made 
tomakethemxtphaseof fieldworkthefimlphase. Whetherornot thisgutalisaccanplished 
will depend largely m the quality and S t e n e s s  of the present E(yFs work Plan. 

RBspmse: 
A l l  cunxntly avaihbk and relevant Monmtim was included, surmarized or refemxed in the work 
plan. It would be cunpletely impractical to include the data fmn a l l  previous investigatim in 
the work plan. A amp s h d q  the ummt extent of affected grorndwater has been added to the work 
plan. Ihe 
Mme detail 

Every dkrt wil l  be made to 

l?catiars propod in the work plan were designed to f i l l  lmdning datagaps. 
s q l e  locatim rationdle was provided in the work plan. a the next ptmse of field vork the final phase. 

n 
+ ' ,  I 



Re0rS;anizatim of the section 2.0 to include the infonmtion rmtained in Sections 3-7 lmuld 
facilitate forrmlation of a more q h t e  site description. 'Ihe mterial rmtained in thse 
sectim mi&t be more effectively wmsectiad~t as follows: 

(i) pmal, mad infonmtion 
(ii) site-specific Momation (inclvdirlg all data obtained a 

previcm irnrestigatim) (i.e. the cmceptd site model) 
(iii) data gaps which aust be filled in order to perform a BRA and select an RA. 

2he field, lab ad interpretive methods presented Sections 16-18 d then be focusigl so as to 
provide direct to the "questiad presented i n  Section I t ( i i i ) " .  

Rlespamre: 
2he work @an has been restructured to follow =A's syggested fonmt. 

W t 4 :  
Sections 15.2.3 and 15.2.4 state that PUC well casing will be used for this investigation; 
stahless sted well cas- shuuld be used. Use of PUC nust be justified as noted in the crmnents 
on the Interim Rata Reports. 

A justification for the use of PUC materials for mcinitw well construction has been appended to 
. the work plan for review ad approval by E A  and FDW. 

-t 1, sectim 1, htmrbtiax 
h Executive Sunm~~ ShaiLd precede this section. 

Section 1 should identi@ the general types of cantmination f d  at the 0 sites and discuss 

of theRI/pspmcess, ~ t h e s p e c i f i c g o a l s a n d ~ o f w o r k t o b e ~ t e d a t  thec;rouPO 
sites. The appqriate &dance documtation associated with inphmtation of this wlork plan 
(e.g., =A's Wdance far O n d u c t b  R e d i a l  Irrvestigaticns and h i b i l i t y  Studies Wer 
[lseS], EWs SP/W [1991], etc.) should also be r e f d  in this section. 

the possibility of 0- potential mire areas. It also shwld contain more detail on the steps 

-: 
An executive sumaary has been added to the work plan. TIE! requested Monmtim and references 
vill be added to the intmducticn section. 

w t  2, Page 1-59 Sktian 1: 
m!seaondsentem! in thenea to last w a n d  the f i n a s e n t a r e  in the 
to Micate that a full-scale RVFS is opticnal. This text aust be mmkl to 
that the plrpose of this doamglt is to direct the activities of a Bmdial. 
rnvestigati-bility study of the NAS EensacoLa sites 32, 33 and 35. 

IastFaEqpphsew 
reflect the fact 

A-2 



-t 3, 2-1 to 2-5, secti<n 2, site Descriptcm: 
a @  

&tiam 4, 5 , 6  and 7 W be induded as pert of the site description sectim and include 
separate physical feratures, dmgmphics, Wwter  use, and soil sections to develop a better 
UlderStandM of the site ldcgmmd and physical setting prior to evaluation of existing data Epd 
i h t i f i c a t i a l  of data gap6. 

-Pm=: 
Ihe material disclrssed in Sections 4, 5, 6, a d  7 was inclded in  the site description in Section 2 
in order to amply with DA's formatting requirement. The a d d i t i d  requested information (i.e., 
-a, land use, etc.) was also added. 

CZraRlt 4, 2 4  to 2-59 lsble 2-1: 
lhis table 
sanpb investigation data. zhis table sbuld also inclde the installation dates, dimensions and 
~ t r u c t i o n  laaterials used for each well. 

in the site history section alalg with the discussion of previous gradwater 

lRespc*lse: 
Table 2-1 was moved to the site history section in order to conply with EFA's formatt* 
requireolent. The installation dates, dimensions and c a w n r t i o n  materials for each w e l l  wds aided 
to the table. 

(harnt 5, pases 3-4 to 3-9, section 3: 
"he site history section is incoaplete, i t  only surmarizes sane of the existing data prior to 1989 

. and does mt evaluate past 1%9 quarterly grumdwater m n i t o w  data as wr?u as other site data 
docunented for 0 sites identified in   abl le 1-1. 

Additid figures identifyiryr the location of the existing wells disarssod in this sectim should 
be included for refermcirg plrposes. 

-: 
lh summy of the pre-1989 data was eqmded and a suwary of the asmilable puet-lB9 data was 
added to the site history section of the work plan. 

A f w  the ht iw Of the other veils disclrssed (E-1 ~~KU&I E-6, and W 7 4  and -75) 
madded to tl-ewdcplan. These wells haw a l l  bea~eitheratmrksd or destroyed. 

A data table sunmrizixg prwiarS grunhter saplbg data which exceeds mzS ms added to the 
work plan. 

6, -31, Sctian3., -2: 
Is there n0tfiit-g in the PDER files with details on the 8o,o0Ogallals of tIlbwnmaterial that 
resulted in  a fish kill? What did the waste spill consist of? 

k-3 



-Pa=: 
Ihe 
specified in Landfill and &face rupamhm t M o m  E h h a t i O n ,  N-869, E A  1980 and Lining 
of Vaste Inpambm tandMsposal Facilities, N-870, EPA lm, 'Lhe calculations used an estimated 
permability for soil-wnent and a pond stage of 5 feet. 

thmgh the soil-cement b o t t a  of the surge pond WS estimated us* the lne!thodologies 

m t  8, peee 3-2, Sectiar 3., 
Was rory SanPllHg performed to determine i f  the sulfuric acid spi l l  clean-up was successful? 

5: 

T i 4  last sentence in this paragraph states wo other infonmtion regamling the IWrP sludge dryirg 
beds l a 3  available duritg the time this mrk plan was being prepared".' Is this true? TakiI43 into 
acannt the regulated history of thew sites, it wuld appear a large boay of infonmtion has 
alreedy been collected. All pest site infonmtion should be used i n  preprirg the RIA% work plan. 

-Pa=: 
It is mkmwn whether any sanpljllg ws performed specifically to mnitor the acid cleanup. 

Ihe Navy's RCRA section has located additional information regarditlg the sludge drying beds. lhis 
infarmation has been incorporated into the site history section of the work plan. 

(hllPnt 9, -3-3, Sectim3., - 6 :  
Why w s  only one d l  (DG6) analyxd for pesticides/ETlk? 

-Pa= 
Well DG6 was selected for analysis for Pspenaix VIII constituents which included pesticide/PCBs. 
lhis was per an agreenmt betwen the Navy and the Northwest District EI]ER. zhe text was modified 
to reflect this. 

(1214t lo, 
"Lrrw anwltrations of cyanide wxe present in the five R a A  detection moruitoIilg Welk, althcq$ 
the results could not be caf i rmed due to the interference of high sulfide aoncentratials." 
the source of the sulfides n a W y  
spill)? 

3-3, secticrn 3., RSqpapb 7: 

was 
(salt water intrusim) or mwmde (sulfuric acid 

-Pa= 
nlesouraeof thehighsulfidesisudrrown. 

-t 11, 3-3, !kcticrn 3., 8: 
IntheInteriramtaIceportsf~sit~i, 2, 11, U, 1.3, 14, 15, 24, 2 6 d 3 0 , ~ o f t h e  
coaparrds listed here 
0et)grlene dibride. uly wasn't the same reasm used for this data? 

written off as laboratory-ckrived ma t i a l ,  particulsrly the 

'Lhis 
ccmpands. 5 s  the smre of the amtamination been identified? Is this a true backgmd well? 
mlBe questials shaild be €ddIxsd .  

indicates the beclrgrand well mtained law concentratial volatile organic 

Ihc sollroe of uxls Qtectd in well UT-1 has not been determined. This weU is not a true 
bdqmd well given that i t  is located iydmulically -imt fran the site. bwewr, the 
well was egmd upon as a badtgrmndd in co- be*:&.wad the EPAand FUB 



a the preparation of the dosure permit. mt analytical d t s  Micate that the 
glmmdwater in this - is not impELcted by tk IwrP. lhis w clarified in the work plan text. 

-t 12, -34, secdar3., pacagraph 11: 
Ihe last sentence indicates that infonmtion 

, permit #I.#. 17-68087 was not available for the preparation of this work plan, homer, this 
informtian is currently available in the 1988 W t y  and Miller semi h m d .  Report, Corrective 
Actialand axuplhm - Monitoring Progmm5, !%qe Fond opelation Pennit m w  penssacolaand 
dmld  be sunmrized in the data evaluation section of the wlork plan. All existing information 
mt be utilized to eliminate m e s  d to c & i p  a caqlete, efficient, costdfective 
rn mrk plan. 

the surge p a d  temporary RUU operation 

-: 
Ihe hezardars waste facility mentioned here is located near Ehelle, AMam, and is operated by 
Weal Waste hnagmmt, Inc. lhis infonmtion was added to the text. 

w t  14, 3-79 S C t b  309 aO: 
If law or detectable levels of phenols, cyanide, 1 , 2 - d i c ,  l,Michlorobenzene, 
1,4di&-, and toluene were detected in soils beneath the sludge 
SUrBe pond, tlxl hrrw cauld these d t s  have beelgiven chm-&sm status? 

beds and/or the 

-0 

m y  the p o w  and stabilizatial ponds IEre cleanclosed. me s1- beds and surge 
pond - closed but with a fo- d t o a  plan BccoL7diTg to the past-closure permit. - 
l k e  wells wem reported to have been plugged and abendaned properly folkwing the Northwest 
Florida hter -t Mstrict abdammt pmdures. The t a t  Tms modified to reflect this. 

-t 16, paee 3-9, *ticn3., €?mqpph 26: 
"Since July 1990, tk recmery system bas been imprathe.. ." What other d i a l  activities have 
been ccnducted in the interim period to substitute for the inoperable well reccwery system? nK 
mst reCelt literatlux on well reoovery Systenrs indicates that pulse pulp-, not cmtirrwxrs 
pp-, is the k t  method to use for antanntnated gLwlduater (Randell Ross, m, Ada, 
-) 

Ilespclllse: 
No other remedial activities l eLe  conducted duriq3 the interim period. Ihe recovery system is 
curmt ly  SJlghiled to be repaired and lsroqght to operational status by November 15, 1991. 
carmart m%atdi& pulse p l q i I q 3  is noted. 

-t 17, Paege 3-9, S C t h  3.. 27: t. 1 

 he nwt to last sentence in this 
been thelqxd frua these s @ h g  efforts other than formal data tran&ssial.n vhy not? It 

Ihe 

status "NO inte;ihretiie'o$ inammy reports have 
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appear that this of informatian be c r i t i d  to pmvi- -te 
I 

Monmtian for risk assessllent and remedy selectian without "reinventing the wheel". It seam 
sanewhat irrespDnsible to ignore this datawhen i t  has the potential to save time and mney in  the 
study. 

-Pa== 
M y  fonnal data transrdssian is required to meet the quarterly permit requirements. Section 12 of 
the wrk plan did propose evaluatirg and prepdng a caaplete surmary of this data for use in  the 
irrrrestigatim.It seam sanewhat IIaKclmtructive and useless to ask questions which are 
tholq$Ily answeml elsehem in the work plan. 

W t  18, 
zhis sectian should include a NacuL 
temperature and raMall data for the pensacdla area. 

. 
4-1 to a, *tim 4: 

monthly climatic data table sumrarizw the current - 
A NMA cliagtic data table w s  added to the sectim. 

(LIIRlt 19, 

of the subsections are written as being site-specific but reference Wolfe et al. (1988). 

Ihe FWR smples collected almg the WWPP outfall are significant but are aiLy briefly mentiad. 
More detail describing these smples and d t s  should be provided. E I c w w i l l  the drastic drop in 
species abudaroe and diversity close to t h e m  autfall/turning basin be addmsed and 

5-1 to 5-9, Secticn 5: 
It appears that an dangerd species/ecological SuLveyWs mnducted in March 1986; however, araDly 

remediated? 

h detail r€qJading the sitespecific estuarine system and wetlands classificatian in the 
vicinity of the site is mxssaqr. - 
'& bby did perfom an ecological survey in 1986 at PJAS pensacola as part of a home porting study. 
ThestudybyWolfeet.al. (1988)wasregiadbut indludes theN&~laarea .  'heNavystudy 
Monmtian is presented in a site-specific context -, b l f e  et. al. is more m. Ihe 
text S e f m  very clear in this regalxi. 

H o r e d e t a i L s ~ E D w s a o p l e d t s n s a r t h e o u t f a l l ~ a d d e d t o t h e w r k p l a n .  Ihe 
iqact of the outfall al biota in the 
pensacola Bay h Site (Operable h i t  [a] 17). 

wil l  be assessed during the investigatian of the 

More &tail regadhg the estuarine systemand wetlands near the site w added to the w~rkpkm. - 20, 
pisvres that identi@ surface water lomtidrm-off patmnrys, and the 100 year flood plain, if  
applicable, d x d d  be utilized in the W p t i a n  of the site-specific surihce water hydrdlogy to 
iaentiry potential migration pathwaly. 

&l to 6-2. !kctiaa 6: - 
The aily potential surface water nrroff pathway idmtifid an the site is the drahage ditch south 
of the 
fromtheditch. Afiguresb&thelomtimof the1OOyearfloodplainwasaddedtothework 

and stabilizatian pads. surfaae wata and *t sanples w i l l  be collected 

Plan- 
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e 
(z1Rlt 21, W p  Sectiar 6.2: 
The portion of the creek adjacent to the three sites, Bayou Grande, a d  parsacola Bay are a l l  
subject to tidal fluctuation in water levels." %at studies have been or will be per f04  to 
determtne how t b e  tidal fluctuations effect groladwater flaw direction and gradient? 

rrean#c: 
This canoent is inconsistent with mmnent 25 beluw which v t s  that tidal fluctuatiolls should 
not have a significant influence on surficial zone water levels. Nonetheless, the hydrologic 
assessment section was modified to include collecting water lev& at opposw tidal phases to 
ohwnte the influence of tides on water levels. 

cz.IIRlt 22, raSep 7-1 7-7, s8cticn 7: 
lhis section shtnild incluie both r e g i d  and site-specific M p t i o l l s  and fisures for soil type 
distribution, geologic structures and geologic gross sections. 

Resparrse: 
Soil type distribution w s  added to the text. A discussion of geologic structures and a gwlagic 
cross section was added to the Wrk plan. 

CZrrPnt 23, P.ge 7 4  secticn 7.1.2.1, 2: 
Thewater from the surficial zcme is currentlynot used for driddrgwater in the vicinityof the 
disposal sites at MS. bwever, water fran this zone is dkhaqpd to wetlands mNAS pensacola 

enhgerd species, areas defined as ecologically vital. As autlined by Ihe 
-ter Classification 
the 

. m d t o t h e p e n s a C o l a B a y d ~ G m d e .  Theseareasarehabitatsforrare, t h t x a t m e d , d  
for 

the EFA --Water Protation Strategy, the S U r f i C i a l  ZCSE Of 
Aquifer is classified as Qass Ispecial Qumd water. Qass I aquifers are 

subject to the mrst s-t cleanup standards. 

zhe value provided in this section for hydraulic conductivity of the surficial i m e  of the 
Sd-d-Gmvel aquifer is 16 to 56 ftlday. h w e r ,  on page 3 4 ,  the s a t e d  hydmdic 
conductivity value for this zone is 170 to 230 ft/yr (0.47 to 0.63 ft/day). @kaulic conductivity 
clarification for the surficial z a ~  shauld be made. 

4 Ihe EPA reviewer has cmfused hydmulic conductivity with gmmhter flav velocity, both of which 
are given in dts of feet per dqy. Ihe text in Section 7.1.2.1 r e f e r r e d  to hydraulic rmductivity 
uhere&3, page 3-4 referred to flowvelocity. 

ChRlt 24, 7-3, secticn 7.1.2.1, 5: 

%tal dissolved Solids m) analytical d t s  s b l d  be provided to confina this classification. 

pmmts d c a t i m  be- the surficial and the major p d u c i q g  zone, the major pmddrg  ne 
could be classified Qass II-B, Potential srxlroe of 
major zone is c c n t w t  m a IDS ancentration of less then 10,ooO ppn. 

chs i f ica t ion  of the gJmndwater in the Hain prEdu&g zane shaild be discussed in  this sectim. 

ks lmi tq  the lcrwpenneebilityzone is ccntinwus i n  theNAsFmsaadaareaand that this Z a E  

Water. A Qass 11 assigrrment to the 

IQsponse: 
A discussion of the quifer  classification was added to the text. 

A-7 



rZlRlt 25, pace 7-5, sectian 7.2: 
lhis sectial mentions that the later lev& of the surficial une of the Sand-ad-GraVd Aquifer 
vary with the fluctuating tides. Section 3.6.2.1 (pge 3-7) of the Interim Data Report for Site 14 
also discusses the influen?e of tidal fluctuations on the gradwater flow direction in the 
surficial ZaB?. 
s w f i c a n t l y  affected by tidal fluctuations. ulconfined aquifers have hi& storage values (0.01 
to 0.3) allcwiq the aquifer to efficiently dissipate 1- fran tidal fluctuations. lhedore, 
relative water levels and gmuxhater flow directians of unconfined aquifers M d  not fluctuate 

If this une is truly &W, relative water levels should not be 

significantly with the tides. 

-va=: ! 

lhis carment is inconsistent with WA's oarment 21 abe. See response to carment 21. 

m t  26, 7-5 to 7 - 6 9  secticn 7-29 1: 
"Water levels observed in  these wells indicate that the later table occurs approxhtely 1 to 4 
feet m, depmdiq on tidal inawn<se and land elevation..."; "...the direction of gromiwter 
flaw within the surficial zme in the vicinity of sites 32,33 and 35 is t d  either &lyouGrande 
or pensacola Bay, depending on proximity to either water body."; vvMditionally, the direction of 
gradwater flaw.. .can be locally i n f l d  by operation of a saewel l  recovery system installed 
i n  the surficial zone..." zhis information is also applicable to the ten sites covered in the 
recmtly reviewed Interim Data Reports, and should have been d i s d  in those docwnts. - 
The IWl'P recavery well system is too far fran any of the 10 sites mentioned, except passibly Site 
13, to have any a p p d a b h  effect on water levels or grumdwater flow directions at these sites. 

U t  27, 
Wqage fran the rewvery system CBaSed in July 1990." Vhat other remedial activities have been 
rmductd in  the interim period to substitute for the inoperable well recwery system? 

7-6, Sectkn 7.2, h r q p p b  1: 

I-P=Jt= 
lhis carment repeats the question asked in cannent 16. See reqmse to carment 16. 

C L t  a, -9-1, *tial9: 
3he Generic Site -t Plan discxrsses in [3.3.2] Work Plan Dwelopnent that the exist* site 
datamuld be evaluated and u d  to develop a carmptual site model which shdd  have been 
presmted in this wrk plan. In addition, the potential location, actial, and chemical specific 
ARARS should have been presented as a pert of this work plan. 

C L t  29, paee 11-1, sectian 11: 
k&al IVEPAspecific@ddba and requiranmts should also be considered in preparation of the 
sw. 
RRBlrrrsPt 
Ihe Nevy was not amre that Wal IV EPA has guidelhs and qu i ranmts  for the preparatial of 
SOAPS. ZheNmyrequeststhatEPAprwideacopyof thisguidance. 

mrla$l.etlsivle perspective" durhg fkwlopmt of this wrk plan. Ini&tial, the data should have 
been includd for M e w  in this report. Ihe references to a "phasedll approach aust be eliminated. 
lhis WAC plan sharld be revised to reflect the quantity of historic data currently available 



and to include all sanplirlgdeemed necessary to produce the k d i n e  riskassessnent and, 
ultimately, suppart remedy selection. 

-Pa=: 
A s~rrmary of the results of the quarterly grmrkater data was added to the wrk plan site history 
section. Ihe EPA RlIIA branch has previously been provided with copies of the data. The work 
propod for Phases I ami 11 w dined into one phase. Euwever, the possibility exists that 

plmses was mcesary. Ihe work plan site history section was revised to include a more detailed 
disassion of available site data. 

anotherphase0fwork~berequired tofillanyl33ddngdatap;aPs. %, sanediscussionof 

P 

31, paeeS 15-1 to 15-17, sectian 35: 
A complete evaluation of existh data should be mrpleted prior to identification of data gaps and 
sdasqumt selection of Phase I Field scredrg and Phase 11 olaracterization and &tent 
Dellneation si iquqj  methodologies and analytical parameters. 

Phase I analytical - detection Wts for water, found i n  Tables 9-1, 2, 3 and 4 of the 
WW, were nu& greater than the WA CIP Cantract Required Olrantitation Limits (CRm) (Le., phase 
I scree&g detection limit for Eieptachlor = 5 t&L vs Eieptahlor 
with m's general aarment M. 

= 0.05 w). EPA concurs 

several subsectiam of the field methublogy section reference the GIWP objectivedadvantages and 
methods and am not sit+specific. zhe sitespecific OAW (SOAP) hss not been provided and is 
essential for a canplete review of field methodologies proposed in this section. 

Riespcllse: 
zhe evaluation of existirg gkwmdwater data, as propased in  Section 12 of the draft work plan, has 
been rmpleted and the results 
been incorporated into the work plan to pruvide a more thorcqh discussion of data gap and 
sanplhg and analytical rptluirements. 

in the revised wrk plan. This Mornration has 

Ihe originany proposed latxxatory analytical 
deleted. 
&ievable. 

for saae of the phase I sanples has been 
All semples w i l l  be analyzed according to CIP protocol with the! h t  detection l i m i t s  

l he  9oAp - was hc lded with the draft work plan as Appedx B. 

-t 32, paee Sl, seeticn l5.1, RaLqpph 1: 
Ihe first sentence stat- nlhe priarary objective of the Phase I field 
effectively and efficiently focus the Site Qlaracterizaticm/Extent Dellneation (Fbe 11) study." 
Futtw d d e  EPA's overall objection to this appraarh, is this a defensible expditure at these 
sites? Ihe Marnration to be gained from the "Phase I field screenirng" appears to be available 
from past smplbg activities at this site. 

investigation is to 

In addition, rmcfi of what is anticipated as "scrwur@ ' canbermductedcIuriIqtheRI/Fswithout 
the added expediture of mbiliziqg and d e m b w  for these "phase." Mr#mation gained 
the "Phase I field 
reports to be of limited wefuhss, evm for the "prhxy objective" as stated in this perapph. 

investigation" has been denonstrated in the 13atch 1" interim data 

Basrrrrrsei 
Ihe pmposed Phase I surfaoe water, sediment and soil lyg never bem carducted at these 
sites. I h e e x i s t ~ r m n i t O r i r r g v e l l s ~ t O b e s a m p l e d ~ R e s e I ~ n o t b e e n ~ l e d  
for a full suite of analytes in at least five years. . >  

b ' -  f 

A-9 



As disarssed above, the wrk orighally propased for phases I and II has been canbjned‘bto one . -  - 

phase and the laboratory analyticdl scredlg has been Lxphced with f u l l  UP protocol analyses. 
In OOntraSt to E A ‘ S  opinion, t h e b y  feeds that the Phase I data for b a t h  1 and 2 has been 
vety useful, especially in  accaqdishing the stated objectives at those sites. 

(LIIRlt 33, Rqp Sl, secticn 15., 1: 
“le Gmeric Qualily Assurance and Project Plan (1988) was reviewed in July 1989 by PA. There were 

& for Sites 25 and 27 that had corrected saae of these deficiencies. Why is the 1989 
version 

inadequacies and deficiencies noted in this docunent. lherewas a 1990version of them 

referenced over the 1990 version? 

Respl.rse: 
‘&e referenoe should have specified the 1990 W. Ihe text ws corrected accon%@ly. 

Qmrart 34, page 115-2, sectiar 15.1.1.1, €bKqpph 3: 
Ubat instnments will be used for the air d t o *  - WA, OW, €Nu? etc.? 

-: 
As specified in Section 6.1.1 of the OOAPP, either an WA or an BElu will be used for air 
nnitorirrg. 

. aDlpaat 35, pase w, secticn 35.1.1.2: 
Section 15.1.2 is referenced for establishnmt of the soil gas sumy grid network when Section 
15.1.1.5 dmld  have been referenced. e IkSP-e: 
The text w!3 corrected accomli@.y. 

I)rrrpnt 36, page 115-2, secticn 15.1.1.3: 
Ubat is the r a t i d  for using both the Hi-ater and the g a m  scintiUatim detector? W i l l  
t k e  instnments detect alpha, beta and gama d t t e r s ?  

Ikrrr#p: 
Both meters are rrsed to detect galma radiatim. lk Micro-RHeter r d s  in dts of 
Hicm-Iben~ per trxlr rad is useful for det- lnmran exposum rates. Ihe gsnma 
scintillation detector reads in cants per minute. Both instnments are used for 
pllrposes. Any hot-spots detected will be further hvestigated us* a su~vey ratemter with: 1) a 
pancake --Mailer probe which detects w, beta and 
probe which detects alpha radiation d y .  lhis Morrmation was added to the work plan tat. 

-t 37, Rqp 15.2, * t b  15.1.1.4: 
'Ibis section dmld  include the identification of ecological receptors and identification of 
dadnant plant cwrmnities. Asermd ecokgical survey should also be proposed in the event that 
the initial effort Micates a d d i t i d  data am mded to assess the known pethrcTys and receptors 
or that a d d i t i d  pethways and receptors need to be investigated for a d d i t i d  risk 
characterization. 

I 

i 

radiation; and 2) a zinc sulfide 

&+&Lo h 8 > 4  - 

The hebitathiota survey will identify ecological receptors and ciamimnt plant d t i e s .  I f  
neoessary, an a d d i t i d  s u l ~ e y  Will be p e r f o n d  to identify other pethys  and receptors. Tact 

. J A r  ‘ 1  , \  
I 
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CZaRlt 38, paee 15-3, %?cti.cn 15.1.1.5: 
Ihe soil gas survey grid anits paved areas. What Phase I field -methods are proposed for 
thesepavedareras. 

-: 
Ihe intended p p s e  of d u d i q g  paved areas during the soil gas survey was to avoid disturbing 
theasphalt-capped formersludgedKyingbeds areaas is specified in thepost-clo6urepermit. lh is  
area has already been investigated and closed, and is not proposed for further investigaticn. 'llhe 
allyo* pared arees are rodways whichwill be investigated dunlrg the soil gas sumey. 
t& lias modified to clariry this. 

ChlRlt 39, paee 15.5, pieure 15.2: 

two surfacewater srmples are proposed. 
fully characterize any cantamination in the ditch. lhis carment also applies to the proposed 
Sedinmt srmples. 

'llhe 

* 

to this figure, thedrainapditchappears tobeabout 1OOOfeet inlalgth; however, d y  
q l e s  would probably be an inadequate to 

Respllllse: 
Two additional surface water and sediment sanqles were added to the middle portion of the drahage 
ditch. All the simples will be analyzed for TAy'rrz parameters instead of s w  parameters. 

-t 40, 
A sinple statement of the proposed saqlhg locations for each media is not adequate. A rationale 
or justification, describing hrw these proposed samples will f i l l  existing data gaps, nust aLso be 
provided for eech &e. 

s 5  to 158, Sectial 15.1.2.1: 

Ihe deccntandnatian pmcedure giwn in Secti,cn 6.10 of the 1989 aoAw was not acceptable. I f  this 
is the procedure to be used instead of the 199Ov;ersion, then the equipmt carmot be considered 
adequately decontaminated as per the EPA Region IV EC3 SXQ!M. 

RBsparse: 
Ratianale for the proposed locations was awed to the work plan. 

( L t  41, pclrzIe -5, Secti.cn 15.1.2.1, hrqpqh 4: 
W i l l  soil s m p h  d y  be collected where anadas organic vapor amcmtratiars are nreasured? 
lhis t d q u e  can be subject to false negatives and should d y  be used for site s m  and not 
for carfirmation. 

-: 
7het-e is currmtly m informtion which mild Mimte where or i f  significant soil amtarainaticm 
mi@befourlattheIWIP. ZhewastesprocessedbytheIWrPmildbe~tedtooantainvolatile 
e c  rmpands (Wb) by virtue of the fact that rmch of the material is derived from solvent 

and paint strippixg operatians. M w  analyses of soil and jpxmdwatff samples as0 
Micated the pmmxe of VOCS. As a result, the soil gas survey sfiaild be an effective indicator 
of ay amas potentially ha- ccntandnated soil and/or gromdwater. Pdditicnally any other 
indications of cantaanination (e.g., stained soil) observd duriqg the site mxmahmm or other 
field tasks w i l l  be rmsidered and soil sanqles will be added as appropriate. Zhe wlork plan text 
lias modified to reflect this. Any false negative soil gas readirlgs would be subject to 
ccnfirmatial by the proposed laboratory analyses. 

( L t  42, l5-6, Table s1: 
- -. 
I + ~ 3: , t-, 

W 

Why w i l l  the teaporary and permwent monitoring wells be analyzed for different parameters? 
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and radiauclldes for all media withaut a complete d u a t i a n  of a l l  existing data. OA saqdes 
(i.e. duplicates, rinsate blanks, etc.) should be included for the sediment, surface water, soil 
and grumdwater (d) portian of the table and not just the permarrent grodwater w e l l  s q l i n g  
evmt. 

bsuranmts for Total R e a m d l e  Petrolem E y d m x b w  (TRPEs) are not helpful for detenninhg 
amplhce w i t h  grandwater ptectim criteria since there are no mzS or MUGS for this 
cantaminant. Specific canstitumts which are suspected at the sites shauld be inclded in the 
analysis. ? 

-: 
The mdc plan was revised to incluk "IU analyses plus radicxpuclides for grudwater samples, 
whether collected fran tepporary or pmment 
As previously m e n t i d ,  the laboratory analytical scredqg has been replaced with l?wm.l 
analyses. Ihe field OA SEnpleS have been jncread accoL-diIgly. 

Analysis of gLuuldmter samples for lRpIIs has been dropped. 

-t 43, 
Based an a review of the Interim DataReports, the fiydraulic gradients at NAS PensaCoLa are low in  
the lateral and vertical directian. Contantinatim my tlmefore not always migrate in the 
directiotl of regicnal gmndwater flow, but may disperse radially. zhis should be cansidered in 
devising a gradwater saqding plan for these sites. 

158, sectian 15.1.2.1, (anI&Rae: 

c z t  44, &#e lw3, skticn 15.1.2.1, parag;Qqph 4: 
Phase I soil srnple analytical screenirg parameters inclulem, therefore these sanples should 

collectim which may cause the organics to volatilize resulting in rmch lower caKsentration levels 
not be mpposited fran the 0-5 foot intemal, as rmpositing requires 

forthesealtminants. 

of the sample prior to 

-: 
Soil e for WlC analysis will not be composited. See Sectim 6.6.2 (pagraph 8) of the 
m. 

45, 158, sktian 15.1.2.1, RuqpaFh 6: 
uhat assuranr?es are them that the salt water intrusionwill not affect the stainless s t e e l d  
txlsiI@sCreens? 

-Pa= 
The teaporary stainless steel wells w i l l  be installed to a.depth a few feet below the water table. 
lhere is no known salt mter at this depth beneath the site. 

46, Rqp 158, sc- 15.1.2.1, RiUqpph 7: 
Hore than m tenporaryveus should be proposed in  the Phase1 screeningactivities. 
sqg@?sted tbat llpBradient teaporary Inmitor wlell points be included just S c n l k t  and scxltheast of 
the exist- wills. lhese wells wculd ChaKaCterize the g?xmdwater caditions and any contaminants 
which may be contrihted fma off-site which seems to occur at Pensamla EIAS. ALSO, what nethods 
are pmpoosi to h t e  the potentidl for cantaminatim in a 7 of the -vel 

It is 

@ 
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Aquifer at these sites. Justify the decision to postpone imtallation of all intermediate and deep 
wells to the SeMnd Phase of field work. 

-: 
IPdsting sh l l cw  annit- wells Wl2R and m-l3 are located an the upgradient side of the sites 
and are relatively free of contamination. lhese tw wells w i l l  serve as the b & g r a x & e e n t  
wells for the M a w  zone. 

Gummnt 47, m 15-9, Secth  15.1.3, hngraph 1: 
what benctrmark will the elevatials be Emwyed relative to? 

-: 
'&e elevations will probably be SUrvqFed relative to either a spot elwation b a d m d c  h t e d  in 
the northern portion of the site or a 115Gs bendma& located cn chwaller Field to the sauth of the 
site. "his infonaaticn was dded to the work plan. 

-t 48, m 15.9, k t i m  15.1.3, 
Details of the aquifer tests to be pehxmed for these sites med to be p&W. What d y t i c a l  
nrethod will be used to evaluate the aquifer characteristics (hydradic amhrstivity and s t o w  
values)? what assulptians lmre used to select this analytical method? 
the w i n g  and &tor wells? What is the location of, and depth penetrated by, each of these 
wells? uhatwilltheduraticnofthedraduwnandrecaverytestbe? 

3: 

uhat wlells will serve as 

IQspmse: 
Hore details mgading tte proposed aquifer test, analytical methods, assulptions, well location9 
and depths, and test durations have been added to the work plan. 

(haRlt 49, paee 15-10, kth 15.2.1, 
Biota~shou ldbermductedregard leso f  t h e d t s o f  thebiotasuntqr. Theecological e at a ndniaun, shaild include benthic *tebrate e as well as possible fish whole 
body tissue analysis for ccntdnants of cmcexn. 

-: 
. rrllrrrlpte ecological risk assesmmts, i d d i n g  biota m, of the wetlands, Bayca Grarxle and 

Fensacola Bgor area will be perfarmed as part of the investigatiolls of (xls 15, 16 and 17. For 
efficiency, the Navy wuld l ike to Perfona the imrestigatian of the wetland/aquatic habitats 
adjacent to the IWl'P at the same time as OUs 15, 16 and 17. 

rZlRlt 50, paee 15-11, lsble l!ja 
Uhy will the soil and gramlwater sanples be d y z e d  for different parameters? 

Analytical Suite A shaild include the follrxbg gross peraoleters; 'IS, pE redarc potential, 
dissolved imn, cations and anions for plrposes of evaluating the soil and gmmdwater 
drarrrteristics for partitioning of ccntdnmts. 

RBspaare: 
Gim that thsse prqused s€mples are beilqgcollected in prwiauslylmlsqkd - and the 
potential aontanrinents aredamn, the soil and gnnmhtmts 
smle pwalletezs. The! table bas be!a Kwised to include the full TAvTa for all the saiples. 

=A's ament apgears to refer to Mte B for soils. MteA is for water saaples only and the 
laa;iority of the sugeested a d d i t i d  d y t e s  are appropriate for soil aily. An a d d i t i d  
analytical suite has bem aided for soils to include these dwL-tion paramters for 
selected soil smples. 

s h l d  beanalyzd for the 
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m t  51, Rqp 15-12, sectial15.2.2: 
Soil 
the s€mple container. 

m y  6 soil sanples frana total of two boreholes are proposed. More soil 
llppclpcl for smrce characterizatim and to determine the horimxltal and vertical extent of soil 
contamination. ALSO, see carment 41. 

where will the propased Phase II soil sanples be collected? 

to be analyzed for UXS are not to be conposited but mrst be transferred directly into 

locations are 

Respollse: 
see respollse to carment 44. 

Ihe total tunber of proposed soil sanple locations for TAwTa analysis has been increased to 12. 
'here are no lorwn smxe areas based on existing information and it  would be impractical to 
collect samples randanly across the entire site. Ihe sample locations w i l l  be based on the results 
of the soil &as su~vey or any other observed s@s of potential ccmtaminatim. See response to 
comnent 41. 

As specified above, the soil sanple locations will be based on soil gas results W o r  any visual 
observations, thus the proposed locations are currently tmlctmn. 

f h w n t  52, pasle 15-12, ktial 15.2.3: 

was &inch PK chosen over 2-ind-I? 
. Vbat is the raticide for using 0.05ind-I slotted screen for the shallow mnitoring wells? Why 

-: 
Ihe specified O . O l 5 i n c h  slotted screen is recarmended based on its carpatibility with a coarse 
grained filter pack material which is d y  used for wells installed into the Sad-andAvel 
Aquifer in this area. 

Four-inch diameter plfl: is remomdd over two-inch for the followiq rsmms: 1) the u 
diameter allows mre flexibility in the use of larger pnps, i f  necessary, for develop*, pngitlg 
and p e r f o a  aquifer tests; and 2) the laqp diameter welzs cm be used as svpplemental 
recwerywells, i f  requid. 

w t  13, 15-14, ktial 15.2.4: * 

Same comnent as above for the intermediate d t o r i n g  wells. 

I: 
The r q o r s e  to callmlt 52 also applies to this oarment. 

-t 54, pace 33-14, secticn 15.2-6: 
Uhat benchnrerk w i l l  the elevatians be surveyed relative to? 

w t  56, pasle 15-16, ktial u.2.6: 
see colplpnt 48. 
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U t  56, &ge S l 6 ,  secticm 15.2.7: 
S e w e d  surface soil samples should be collected for grain size analysis to d e t h  the extent to 
which, i f  q, dust/airborne particles act as a potential cantamirrant migration pathway. 

REsparrse: 
Ihe collection of surface soil sanples for grain size analysis was added to the wrk plan. 

m t  57, 517, sectian fi.5.1: 
Ihe dexmtamination procedure given in Section 6.10 of the 1989 aoAw was not acceptable. I f  this 
is the procedure to be used'instead of the 1990 version, then the equipnent cannot be considered 
at3qmtd.y W t a n h t e d  as'per the P A  won IV ECII 9oFQAM. 

Riespaet 
see response to carment 33. 

-t 58, &ge 517, Sectian U.5.2: 
EIar will the investigaticnd&ved waste (water, cutting, protective clothirg, etc.) be ultimately 
disposdofandbywhan? 

-w= 
Ihe Navy is i n  the process of estab- procedures for the ultimate disposal of the 
investigation derived mstes. 

m t  59, 17-1, 17. 
It appears that the gradwater mditiorrs and the existing analytical data on the site alreedy 
pBovides sufficient information for 
w t e r  
jldulkd. t 4 x J F Y m m a y b e m o r e d t a b l e t h a n ~ .  

the assessments of the two scenarios. However, i f  
is p e r f o r m e d ,  sane explanation of the wdel selection process should be 

-JlJf==: 
Gim that the sttents of potentia contamination in the shallow and intermediate zcnes are not yet 
fully defined, it w d d  be iapossible to sirnilate amtaminant plune movement d o r  clearaup times. 
An e!xplamtial of the model selection ratiamle was added. 

f l t  60, Fqp 18-1, sectiar 18.1: 
Ihe cmcept and selection of indicator (surrogate) &mi& is not appropriate for site 
characterhatian and risk assessaent pnposes. Section 5.8 of Wsk Assessnent Guidance for 
.Qlacrrfi.rl: Volune 1 - 
of -. Wth W W t i o n  bd. (Part A)" details the selection of Meals 

-F=: 
The riskasssssllent will be performed in full acaordance with the ref- riskassessment 
guidance Qarment. Ihe selectial of chllicals of calcern will be as specified in  this docunent. 
Ihe risk v t  sectian of the WOLk plan has been modified acC0-y. 

# 

( L t  a, 18-3, *?Am 18.2: 
Ihe f h l  step in the ~ q ~ ~ w n e  assesgllent is to develop a quantitative estimate of exposue. A 
qualitative esthte is not acceptable in the vast mjority of amtaninant pathway des. 

Besrrase: 

aalified acxodl@y. 

M 62, 184, *tialm.4: 
It shaild be noted that institutional barriers to access, fmces and guards for -le, are not 

d ( I h e m m w i t h t h i S c a m r e n t .  meriskassessmentsectionoftheworkplantexthasbeen 
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carsidered in a basellne risk asses9llent. Ihe KP states that instituticmal controls should not be 
d d e r e d  when c0ndUctiI)g the baseline risk assessaent. 

Renrrrpp: 

received i n  1990 on other wlork plans. 
Comaent noted. Hmever, all the bulletted itens listed in Section 18.4 were added per EPA m t s  

w t  63, 21-1, sectial 21: 
What is the purpose of 
draft, then a final report. 

13esporrre: 
The 901): draft is the first version of the report sutndtted to the Navy by the antractor. 
F o ~ N a v y  review and any revisicms to the 901): draft, the 1ooR: draft report is submitted to the 
EPA, FDwdIRCapmhpllr .  

a ''90%" draft? Most reports are sutdtted as a first draft, a final 
. 

C L t  64, h@pdiXk 
asis safety planwas last dated 1/23/91: Have any- been- since that time? How is the 
mMrad aqmable to the M e t e r  and the scintillation detector listed on page l5-2? 

Ihe m listed here was not mted in the text an air mnitoring. 

Ihe Qcantdnation produm listed an pege 3 of 6 is not acceptable; the deantamination 
produms given inlrppendixB of the EPARegion IVm SOW s k d d  be wed. 

lw-= 
Ihe Sitespecific Safety Plan (SSP) has been rwised to reflect the pmpcsed date of field 
activities d several other ndnor chflqp. No significant changes have been In&?. 

See resporrse to casment 34. Section 6.1.1 of the aoApp states that either an OVA or an HW will be 
used for air mnito*. 

D##ltauhtion will be performed accom to Section 6.10 of the GK)App. Ihe pxedwes listed i n  
the ssp will be modified i3cco-. 

-65 ,  sppertixB: 
IherrRhprof tripdfieldblanksgivenhereisnotadequate; ~ e e s e c t i m 4 o f  theEPARegianIV 
Em smMM for the corm?ct rludlerand type of blanks to collect. 

WwdiIg the "Gross paraoreters" listed an page 7: 

a. Ihe pE deterndnations dmld be rmducted at the time and saaples are taken (within 15 
admtes). 

c. EpAfailstoseethemedforanyof thesepmmetersinanRVFS. 'Ihqrwillrequirea 
special analytical d c e  (SAS) and will be quite expwive. 
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-2 
IheElavyuxild l ike to point out that EFA’s carment 31 indicated that the SOAP had mt been 
pruvided; hocRver, these cammnts refer to the s;oAp. 

G;iven that the SOAP has two sections which list field OA sanples, analytical mxening (phase I) 
a d  rqularmalyses (PhaseII), thebvy is mureabout which section the EPA is referring to. 
As noted in previcm mspses, theanalytical scremiq p-, which had a reduced level of OA 
smples, has been dropped for these sites. anrS the lnmber of field OA sanples w i l l  be similar to 
those proposed for Phase II. The EPA SOW is not very clear rqadng the rnmber of trip and 
field blank ~ c y n p l l e s  required, haever, the relative ramhers proposed for the investigation appear 
to gemally calfom with these requirements. 

a) pFI masumm~ts on water sanples will be collected in the field at the time of s q l e  
collection; 

b) w1) and OJD are determined for selected simples in order to evaluate potential remedial 
altemtives; and 

c) Sane of these parameters wue also remmded by EPA in oonments 56 ( g a i n  size 
analysis) and 50 (total suspended solids, catian capacity, etc.). These 
parameters are gemally required in order to evaluate potential remedial alternatives. 
Many laboratories d y  analyze for these parameters. 

. 
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At-t B 

ament 1: 
In gmeral, the docunent outlines adequate assessaent methodologies and procedures destined to 
advance the CA/RA tawads phase II (Characterizaticnktent Delineation). Eowever, while 
"screed@ detection limits are not provided w i t h  this docuaent and i f  said limits are ixrplied to 
be the sane ones used in the CWRA Investigation for Sites 1, 2, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 24, 26, and 
30, a pmblem 
well as volatile organic aranatics for soils i f  the detection limits for thase unstitwnts are 

detected at the stated detection limits in  the "screedng phase", they could still be present above = standards or guidance cmoentrations for clean soil and grouxhter. Iherefore, w recrmnend 
that lcxlsler detection limits for the cmstituents stated above be used. 

arise with the PAHs and chlorinated phemLs detection limits for gmmdwater as 

than = standads or guidance cmcentratiars. 'Ib, even tbalgh crxlrtitwnts may not be 

Respmse: 
zheworkplanhasbeenrevised tocunbinethePhaseIandPhaseIIobjectives. Gmsequmtly, a l l  
saples will be anal* for the f u l l  Target canpound List/Target Myte  List parameters and will 
utilize the k t  detection limits attainable under CLE' protocol. 

al6mt 2: 
Corrective Actions for this group indicated that conthous pmph and treatment of gmdwater at 
this site- to be carried aut, howwer, i t  seems that such workhas stopped due to mechanical 
reasms. Is there an estimated date on which such activities will m? - 
zhe gmndwater recanery system at this site is shedded to be repaired and returd to o p t i o n  
by November 15,1991. 
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Attaclhneat C 

-t: 
Fk have V e E y  &am calcems with the areas Of'BayrrU Grande and perrsacola Eby, as they contain OUT 
jurisdictid trust re#xlroes. Iheworkplanajppears to study the- areas of oocy3eTn. 
Ibwer, we do have mwernswith the surfaaemter and sediment salpliqp. on Page 15-5, surface 
mter and sediment 
Gmup 0 sites during Ehse I. Ekxver, i n  Phase 11, there is no mention of further surface water 
and sedimmt s q l i n g  study should a correlation be f a d .  W y  grandwater and soil sapling will 
beewmdedIlwh* 

fran Sites 13 and 30 w i l l  be used for "possible correlation" to the 

Ihe surfax mter a d  sediment saplings at Sites l3 axxi 3 O w i l l  be addressed durirg their studies. 
Emmer, i f  eantdmmts related to the Group 0 sites are s3ywn to be of issue in these samplings, 
then Phase II needs to incorporate further analysis related to the Group 0 sites. 

-: 
kcsw to the revised (September 1991) Gtwp C work plan, the Ebe 11 investigation of site 13 
will be perdarand rmcurrentlywith *Group OWKk. Ihe proposed Wrk inCl* the collection of 
surface mter and sediment sanples adjacmt to the Industrial Wastewater Treatment Plan (IWICP) in  
perrsacola Bay. Ihe investigation of Site 30 will be Later according to a different sddule but 
includes the collection of surface and sediment water samples in- Grade adjacwnt to the IMP. 
hy surface water W o r  nsrlirnent oontmination detected as part of either Site l3 or 30 will be 
incorporated into the Gtwp 0 results. I f  additirnal salpm is required to further delineate the 
extent of q eantaminatim detected it will be performed as part of either Group 0 or Site 30. A 
statemalt to that effect WS adQd to the Group 0 WKk plan. 

C-1 



Attarhaart D 

m t  1: 
zhe soil gas survey w i l l  not h t e  contamination by toxic elenme, d-vo la t i l e  organic 
rmpands, me or pesticides, which may be faud separately in soil and grcmdwater fmn organic 
conpcluds. phese I soil and grudwater sanpljq should be performed in  a systematic umm 
thm&out the site mless current and rdiable soil and grundwater data are availahle to 
detensine h t ia ls  of contamination. 

I 

Ilespcrrre: 
zhere is currently no infomatim which would indicate where or i f  sigrrificant soil contamination 
might be f d  at the Industrial Wastewater Treatment Plant (IWIP). zhe wastes pmcesed by the 
Iwrp wuld be expected to ccntain volatile organic capads (Wk) by virtue of the fact that nuch 
of the fmterial is deriv€d fmn solvent clhming ami paint stri@lg operati-. previaus analyses 
of soil and &ramrtwater sroples d s o  indicated the premce of W. As a result, the soil ~ B S  
sumy dmld be an effective indicator of any areas potentially having mntminated soil &or 
gmdwater. Additionally, any other indications of antamination (e.g., stained soil) observed a the site -or other field tasks will be considad and soil samples will be 

chaart 2: 
The use of tclaporarywells did not pruvide reliable results in Phase I 

wells &add be installed for Rmse I. 

of other sites. 
ulless cheP . lgesa r t ?d  insalpuJgandanalySis procedures toaddress theseproblems, pmlamlt 

-Pa=: 
UiLeSs d m a t o r y  salqles collected fmnpemanent wells prove otherwise, all Phase I sarrglirlg 
d t s  dmld be m a s  reliable. %Group Oworkplanhas been revised to cnmbine Rmse I 
and Phase II objectives, d wil l  include the installatial of p?rmnmt llratitorirg W d l S  as opposed 
totenporarywells. Ebwever, theMnryfailstoseetheaomectionbetwemsamplltlgdanalysis 
p lnshxs  and the typeof mnitoriq3well installed. 

-t 3: 
'&e assunptiar that additional data for c;rauP 0 sites w i l l  be prwided by -of Sites 13 d 
30 is not supported by Mormatim provide3 for tbse sites. Ihe rermmendaticns for Phase II: e included with the In- Data Rieports for thee sites did not prwicle for dellneatim of 
m-tim fmn Graq, 0 sites. Plamed BRyou GranQ Phase II surface water and sediment 
smpllq for Site x) was too limited. A c c o w  to the Phase It Site 13 
in tk InterimdataRepom, contamination fran theGroup0 sites shauld be investigated as - 0  
smpllq. Additional surface water ami sediment sanples shaild be collected at Bayou Grade and ' 

~ B r s y u h e r e  SurfacevateK Orgnmndbater from th2 sites dhharge, as part of Group0 
= 4 ) u *  

Acrordirlg to the revised (September 1991) G~UJP C work plan, the phase D[ htigation of site 13 
w i l l  be performed rmaarently with the Group 0 work. 2heprapased mrk indludes the m t i m  of 

ParSaodLa Bay. The investigation of Site 30 will be later a c c o w  to a different schedule but 

remnoendations 

h3lXmse: 

slrf=e water and *t s q l e s  adjaoent to the I n d u s m  wast&t= Treatment Plan cnrrp) i n  
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I .  

includes the colle!ctial of surface and *t water samples in B a p  Grade adjacent to the m. 
Any & water and/or sediment ccntamhtion detected as pert of either Site l3 or 30 will be 
inanprated into the Grmp 0 d t s .  If additional -ling is required to fur- delimate the 
extent of eply Contmdnaticm detected i t  W i l l  be p e r f o d  as part of dthr Group 0 or Site 30. A 
stat0nmt to that effect w!3 added to the Group 0 work plan. 

-t4: 
~ ~ I a n a l y s i s o f ~ s h a r l d b e m o r e ~ ~ i v e t h E o n p l a m e d .  A t a m i n i m m , d y s i s o f  
a l l  saeples shadti be for all TAL substances, Wudirg mcury, and PCBS. Detection limits for 
metals, pesticides and PCBS should be at or below the ambient water quality criteria for the 
protection of aquatic oqaniam ( A W )  for surface water and podwater sanqiks and IB-L 
ancentrations (Lag and Morgan, 1990) for sediment sa@-, i n  order to provide m e d n g f d  results 
for evaluation the potential risk to aquatic organism. 

-Pa=: 
As a result of canbiniq Phase I and Phase 11 objectives, all saaples w i l l  be analyzed for the full 
TAwnr and will ut i l i ze  the hest detection limits achievable usiqg (rp protocol. 

ChRlt 15: 
zhe effects of mjor storm events on surfaoe water m f f  shdd be umsidered when inspecth for 
slrhce dminage during the Phase I plysical reamnaissance. A l l  dminage pathwlp M be 
included in the sanplirrg pragram for Group 0 as well as the portians of Bayou Grande and pensacola 
Bay near the d i s m  points of thase dmimges. a -  
--effects of major storm wents on surface water m m f f  W~U. t~ considered. a u ~  far, the only 
identified surface drahage feature on the sites is the draimge ditch south of the p o w  and 
stabilizatial ponds. The nunber of propawd surface water d sedinent scnples in  the ditch has 
been increesed from t t ~ o  to four in  order to better characterize the extent of any possible 
c o n w t i a l .  Any a d d i t i d  surface water pathways identified will also be sampled. 

Omarrt 6: 
A ccqdmsive surface water and sediment saq- program for BaycuGrande and FmsicolaBay 
should be amsidered as a separate effort frun individual site prograars. A ampreherwive 
pragrrn would provide data for evaluating individual sites and interrelatiumhips bet wee^ sites, 
and for locat* ccntamirraPlt sources not prwiausly identified. lhis type of program is needed to 
carduct an ecological assessmt for the NAS Pmsacola site. 

-: 
The bvy agrees with this m t .  A cqxehemive surfacewater and sediment 
will be oonducted at NAS pensacola 
[CUI 151, the EULSP Wetlads (OU 16), a d  pensacola Bqy (OU 17). 

program 
the investigatim of the BayouGrrade Area (operable h i t  




