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Mr. Latham and Mr. Campbell,

Below are AEROSTAR’s responses to the FDEP’s comments regarding the Final SAR

for Naval Hospital Pensacola.

Comments

L.

I concur with the conclusion that the polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbon
contamination detected in the soils by Building 2269 is a result from the
historically use of that area as a skeet range and is not the result of a petroleum
discharge. Therefore, the department concurs that the further assessment and
remediation of the site should be conducted under the Navy’s Munitions
Resnanse Prooram as the Corry Station Skeet Range.

Concemning Building 2270, AEROSTAR’s recommendation to collect soil
samples for laboratory analysis by Total Recoverable Petroleum Hydrocarbons
(TRPH) Speciation is a good one and should be conducted. It may also be
advisable to conduct SPLP extraction on soil samnles as well.

Concerning Building 2270, I could find no laboratory analytical data within the
report that would corroborate the statement on page 21 that “...there are currently
at least two feet of non-impacted soil between land surface and the impacted soil,
therefore engineering controls may already be in place.” In order to demonstrate
this with actual physical data, surface soil samples should be collected in the
vicinity of the diesel aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) and analyzed for

netranlenm nraducts’ contaminants of concern.

2 22

073



Mr. Latham & Mr. Campbell
July 7, 2011
Page 2

4, Most all of the soil and groundwater sampling locations are to the north and east
of the diesel ASTs at Building 2270. With groundwater flowing to the south as
depicted in Figures 12 and 13, there needs to be a well installed directly south of

the ASTe Snil skamnles shonld he enllacted durino well ingtallation

5. Another round of groundwater sampling and analysis should be conducted on
wells MW-1, MW-4, and MW-5 to verify that the concentrations of
ethylbenzene, total xylenes, naphthalene, 1-methylnaphthalene, 2-
methylnaphthalene, and TRPH detected in those wells from May 12, 2011
sampling event remain below the Department’s groundwater cleanup target
levels. This groundwater sampling should be conducted in conjunction with the

eamnlinag nf the well mentinned in camment (4) ahnve

6. Please note that the May 12, 2011 groundwater elevation for MW-7 should be
91.46 feet in Table 8 and Ficure 12.

If you have anv auestions or reauire additional information, please feel free to contact me at (251)
432-2664 o

7Y,

C R. Mills
Project Manager



