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_ _ UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTALPROTECTION AGENCY

_.__ REGION IX75 Hawthorne Street
% ,_o__' San Francisco, CA 94105

Augu._t 16.2001

I]RAC Euvi]'oJlmeIltal Comdinalor

Base Realigmnenl and Closure, Enviromnelltal l)ivisitn,
Attn: Mr, Deal} C;{}ukl

P.O. Box 51718

h'vim-, ('A 92619..1718

RE; USEPA comments {m draft Proposed Plau tbr Site 16, Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro,
dated .rune, 2001

Dear Mr. Goal&

EPA has reviewed the above-]eferenccd docmnent and provides the enclosed comments.

I}}gene]al wc lind the fimnat and COlltlCllt Of the Ih'(}posed Plan acceptable. The enclosed

c{m]mel]ts are pr{}vidcd i_ order to>clarify issues raised in the l}lm_. Please z_ote that comments
tram EPA's legal staff will be forthcoming as som_ as available.

l=lu_.tscalso ilo tle that, although we do ]l()t address it iu these COllltl_llt8, EPA has conce.ms

with the No Further Action remedy proposed ibr vadose zone std.ls, as we will indicate in our
cOJllillellts to the: draft lhml Focussed Feasibility Study im' Site 16.

If you have auy questions, please call me at (415) 744-2366,

Sincerely,

Nicole G. Mm._pux /
Project Manager .,,_
Fc:dera] Facilities Cleanup Branch

co: Marc Snfits, SWI3IV

Triss Che.,_l]ey, DTSC
Patricia l]mmon, RWQCB

Greg l lurley, RAB Community ("o-Clmir

Marcia Rudolph, RAB Subcmnnfittec Chair
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Comments on drat% Proposed Plan for Site 16
Marine Corps Air Slallon, El l'oro

June, 2001

CJuIl_l'U]Colll111_Ilt

EPA has uonct_nls with the feasibil,ity t)i"the Navy's preti_rred remedy b_causc it allows

contmnillalion ill the grom_dwater to llligrate beyond its current tbolpriqt and therefbre _nay not

comply with groundwater ARARs. In fact, the remedy does not seem to meet one of the Navy's

rellledial z_ctionol2jectives stated on page 8 of the proposed plm_, The Navy's second RAO is 1o

"Prevent further llfigratioJl of VOC-contaminated groundwater frnm the source area", By nat

providing containment of the plume, it is dit'ficuh to dutcrmb_e how the Navy is mt_etiug this
t_bjt:ctivc,

,_Specific COll'lnlelltS

1. Pg 1, secured paragraph ill rigl_t columa: The Navy makes the following statmnent, "hi

gcncnll, the risks to hunmn he_Itl_ fin- expr_sure 1o soil at tl)e site are considered within U.S.
L!PA's alluwablc or generally allowable risk range under residemial and industrial reuse

scenarios." "l'llc tt:nn "ill general implies that son'Je surface soil areas lhll out of these

categories. If so, they would require actMn. Please rcphrase this .,_entence.

2. Pg 1, last sentence: This sentence ends with "by file..." and does not tinish up on then _ext
page.

3 l'g 2, I _ paragraph of secund columm Second selitt.ncc has a tyf_o, "pravices "should be

"provide".

4. Pg 2, Last paragraph alldef Ullhs 1 and 2: In ll_is pm'agraph, tile Navy lllakes reference to the
I_etrtUeum conlaminatkm which exists at the site and that h'Lwill be addressed at a later date.

Sillce. these contaminants ark ctnnminglcd, please provide a justification of why it makes sense to

handle this co_t.amintttiml separately and jx_t shnultanem_sly with the VOC cleail up of soils and
gl'O_,llldw i;_ter.

5 Pg 7, Table 3: In describing risk management considerations for Unit 3, ple_se include tile

pel'cel_tage (d' risk conu'ihuted by each chemical. For example, how much of the risk is due to
PAJIs

6. Pg, 9, FiBure: "l'lle lcgend on the figure refers to t_"cm_taimnel_t l)lume ''. Should this say

"coutamit_ant plume'"? If not, what is a coutaimneilt plume?

7 Pg l0,Om_pliance with ARARs: As noted in thu gcncral cotnment abo,ve, given that
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uitcrnadvc 2 allows migration of die contmifinatcd groundwater above MCLs, _PA is unsurv that

groundwater ARARs haws been satisfied.

8, Pg 15, s_:ond bullet: The Navy states that "movement oi"I1_ MCL liae of the VOC plun'_ is

vn])t_ctud it) [)t_niinimal", This statement does not seem to be substantiated in either the proposed
plan or lhe tbcussed t_asibility study however it appears to be a primary basis for the preferred

zcmtxly, l"lt_as¢ provide further t_xpkmatiol_ of this statement.
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