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RE: Draft No Further Action Decision Document
Site 25B, Machine Gun Butt Area
OLF Barin, Foley, Alabama

Dear Mr. Adams:

The Alabama Department of Environmental Management has reviewed the Draft No
Further Action Decision Document for Site 25B, and offer the following comments.

1. Section 2.3, page 2-4: Give more description of how the machine gun butt was
used as a target (i.e. planes would park on the concrete and asphalt pads and shoot
into the mound.)

2. Figure 3-1, page 3-3: One of the two (25B-MW-1) should be changed to (25B-
SB-1). The figure should show the location of the soil boring completed in 1993.
WHF-25B-SS-10 needs (SS) added on the figure.

Figure 3-3 should include 1995 surface soil sampling results also.
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4. Figure 2-2, page 2-3: The Fuel Pit Drainage Ditch is not shown on the figure,

5. Include figures depicting the direction of groundwater movement for this site and
base-wide.

6. Section 3.3.3: Groundwater flow is to the southeast according to Sect. 2.3. From
Figure 3-1 the one monitoring well installed to investigate potential groundwater
contamination, is upgradient for groundwater flow. Can potential groundwater
contamination be determined from this one well? If not, an explanation should be
given in this section and also in Sect. 4.1 of the Risk Assessment.

7. Section 3.3.3: This section should compare analytes of concern to background.

8. Table 3-5 should include background data.
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9. Section 4.1: The above comment concerning groundwater representation should
also be included in this section where groundwater is suggested not to be
adversely impacted.

10. Section 4.1 should state whether the ELCR is in excess or within the acceptable
cancer risk range established in the NCP. The HI should also be expanded on.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 334-213-4322.

Sincerely,
Fey Yilbes 7

David Thompson
Special Projects

cc.  Kathy Hodak, ABB



