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Thisreportpresentspoint-by-pointresponsestoregulatoryagencycommentsontheDraftOperable

Unit2 - East(OU2-East)Recordof Decision(ROD)preparedbyPRCEnvironmentalManagement,
Inc. (PRC)forMoffettFederalAirfield(MoffettField),California.Mr.MichaelGillof theU.S.

EnvironmentalProtectionAgency(EPA)submittedcommentsina letterdatedJuly28, 1994. Mr.

JosephChouof the CaliforniaEnvironmentalProtectionAgency,Departmentof ToxicSubstances

Control(DTSC),submittedcommentsin a letterdatedAugust19, 1994.

Comments from Mr. Michael Gill. EPA

General Comments

Comment1: Overall, the NavalAir StationMoffettField- DraftOperableUnit 2 - East ROD

containsthe majorityof the necessaryelementsidentifiedby the Interim Final

Guidanceon PreparingSuperfundDecisionDocuments(OSWERDirective

•9335.3-02).

Response: No responserequired.

Comment2: Pleasemakeit clearthatthe ecologicalassessmentwillnot causethe ROD to be

amendedoncethe ecologicalassessmenthasbeencompleted. Substantivechanges

couldoccurto theRODas a resultof ecologicalrisks. This issueneedsto be

addressedin the ROD.

Response: Risks to ecologicalreceptorslocatedwithinOU2-Eastare beingevaluatedunderthe

station-wideecologicalassessment. If ecologicalrisksare identifiedat OU2-East,

they willbe addressedthroughthe station-wideRiffs and ROD;therefore,this ROD

should not be amendedbased on the resultsof the ecologicalassessment. Thishas

beenclarifiedonpage 10 of the drafifinal ROD.
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Comment3: Site 19 is includedin the operableunit andhas been left out of the ROD in various

sections. Please include it.

Response: Site 19 consistsoffour former undergroundstoragetanks (USTs). These USTsare

addressedthroughthe InstallationRestorationProgram (IRP)petroleumsitesprogram

and, therefore,have beenexcludedfrom this ROD. A completerationalefor

addressingthis site underthe IRPpetroleum sitesprogram is includedin the Final

IRP PetroleumSites Ou2racterizationReport. The decisiondocumentfor Site19 is

the IRP PetroleumSites CorrectiveAction Plan.

Specific Comments

Comment4: Page 1. Statementof Basis andPurpose, Paragraph1. For consistency with the EPA

guidance document,the words "tothe extentpracticable"should be insertedbefore

"...the National Oil and Hazardous SubstancesPollution ContingencyPlan (NCP)."

Response: The referencedparagraphwasamendedas requested.

Comment5: Page 1. Statementof Basis andPurpose, P_gra_oh 2. The presentation of the

administrativerecord index in Attachment1 of the ROD is unnecessary. A statement

identifying that the informationsupportingthe 'no action' decision is located in the

administrativerecord and is sufficient. The administrativeindex may be placed with

the administrativerecord file. If the Navy feels it wants to include this index, please

explain why.

Response: Thestatementhas beenrevisedto identifythat the informationsupportingthe

no-actiondecision is located in the administrativerecord.

Comment6: Page1. Statementof BasisandPurpose.Thelastsentenceshouldread"TheUnited

StatesEnvironmentalProtectionAgency(EPA)andthe Stateof Californiaconcur

withtheselectedremedy."

Response: TheROD has beenrevisedaccordingly.
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Comment7: _. An "Assessmentof Site"section shouldbe includedbetween the "Statement

of Basis andPurpose" and "Descriptionof the Selected Remedy" sections on page 1.

It can be as simple as:

"The identifiedcontaminantsof concernat OU2-Eastdonotpresent
any potentialhumanhealthrisksandthereforenoactionis necessary.
A station-wideecologicalassessmentis beingconductedandwillbe
includedin thestation-wideROD."

If therewas a reasonwhythis wasnot includedin the draftROD, pleaseexplain.

Response: The sectionhas beenadded as suggested.

Comment 8: Page 1, Descriptionof the Selected Remedy. This presentationshould provide a brief

summary of OU2-East and its relationshipto the Moffett Field Naval Air Station

basewide managementstrategy.

Response: TheROD has beenrevisedto includea discussionof OU2-Eastand its relationshipto

the basewidemanagementstrategy.

Comment9: P_Palgfi.22.Please includeSite 19 in bothsectionswhere the sites arelisted.

Response: See responseto generalcomment3 above.

Comment10: Page2, DeclarationStatement.This sectionshouldaddressthe issueof whether

hazardoussubstancesremain on-siteandwhethera five-yearreviewwillbe

implemented.

Response: The Declaration Statement has been revised to indicate that although hazardous

substances remain on site, they pose no risk to hwnan health and no remedial action

will be implemented. A 5-year review, therefore, is not requiredfor OU2-East.

Comment11: Page2. DeclarationStatement.The RODsignaturesshouldbe changedto replacethe

EPAremedialprojectmanager(RPM)with the RegionIX FederalFacilitiesCleanup

OfficeBranchChief,Julie Anderson-Rubin.We are notsurewhetherthe StateRPM

has signatureauthorityfor a RODeither.
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Response: The ROD was changed to include Ms. Anderson-Rubin, rather than the F.PARPM.

Also, DTSC has indicated the name of the appropriate state signatore.

Decision Summary

Comment12: Page1. Site Name.Location.andDescription.P_ragri_ph3. TheNational

AeronauticsandSpaceAdministration(NASA)bordersMoffettFieldonthenorthern
side aswell.

Response: Page1 of thedecisionsummaryhas beenmodifiedto clarifythis point.

Comment13: Page3. Site Name.Location.andDescription,LastPara_ph. Pleaseremovethe

sentence"TheA andB aquifersarenotpresentlyusedbecausetheyproduceonlylow

yieldsof brackishwaterovermostof NASMoffettField." The statementis nottrue.

Response: The draft has beenrevised to removethepart of the sentencethat explainedthe

non-useof the aquifers.

Comment14: Page4. SiteName.Location.andDescription,P_i_gr_ph2. Pleaseremovethe

sentence"However,potentialuses for the A aquiferzoneare limiteddueto various

physical,environmental,healthandeconomicfactors." This is obviouslya subjectof

greatdiscussionand doesnotbelongin this document.

Response: Thesentencehas been removedas suggested.

Comment15: Page 10. SiteHistory_andEnforcementActivities. Pleaseincludea descriptionof

Site 19 in this section.

Response: See responsew generalcomment3.

Comment16: Page 10, Highlightsof PublicParticipation.Pleaseincludesomementionof the

TechnicalAssistanceGrant(TAG),the TechnicalReviewCommittee(TRC)andthe

futureinvolvementof the RestorationAdvisoryBoard(RAB).
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Response: This section has been modified to include a discussion of these subjects.

Comment17: Page 11. ScopeandRoleof ResponseAction. Pleaseelaborateonthe "firstphase"of
sourcecontrolactivitiesfor Site 12.

Response: The reference to the first phase of source control activities for Site 12 was removed to

clarify that Site 12 activities are still underway.

comment18: Page11.ScopeandRoleof ResponseAction.PleaseupdatetheRODschedulefor

OU5(assuminganewscheduleis agreedupon).

Response: A scheduled completion datefor the OU5 ROD has not been agreed upon.

Comment19: Page 11. ScopeandRoleof ResponseAction. Pleaseincludethe site-wideRODand
its schedule.

Response: The station-wide ROD and its scheduled completion date have been added to the list of

RODs.

Comment20: Page 12. Site Characteristics.Paraeraph3. Pleaseprovidea statementdescribing

how dataqualitywas determinedandused in the ROD. Examplelanguagemightread

"The qualityof datafor the samplingandanalysisat this sitewas
consideredin the selectionof the remediesfor OU2-Eastin
accordancewith the NAS MoffettFieldQualityAssuranceProject
Plan of July 1992."

Response: A statementdescribinghowdata quality was determinedand used in theROD has

beenadded to this section.

Comment21: Page 17. Summaryof SiteRisks.paraffaDh2. Pleasechangethe descriptionof the

transferto NASAto the pasttense.

Response: TheROD has beenrevisedas suggested.
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Comment 22: Page 17. Summary_of Site Risks. Para_anh 3. The second sentence should be

modified to read "EPAgenerally considersan incrementallifetime cancer risk (ILCR)

greaterthan I x 104 to be unacceptablealthough risk managementdecisions are

considered for an ILCR rangeof I x 10_ to 1 x 104.n The value 1 x 104 is a

departurepoint.

Response: The sentence has been modified as suggested.

Comment 23: Pace 17. Summaryof Site Risks. _vara_a_vh4. The text describingberylliumshould

amplify the point that no p__ uses of beryllium have been identified at Moffett Field

and thereforethere is no potential for fate and transport. It should provide a clear

explanationas to why beryllium is not a risk at this site.

/

Response: The Navy modified the ROD to include a discussion of no past uses of beryllium.

Also, an explanation of why beryllium is not a risk at the site has been added.

(However, the potential for fate and transport of background constituents has not been

evaluated. )

Comment24: P_ge 21. Summary_of Site Risks. Paragroph2. The fact that no feasibility study was

conducted shouldbe mentioned. It should also be explained that this is why there is

no mention of remedial alternativesin this ROD.

Response: The ROD has been modified on page 16 to discuss these issues.

Comme_it25: Table2. ILCRsandhazardquotients(I-IQs)shouldnothavebeenrecalculatedafter

": removingthe risksattributableto beryllium. The ROD shouldpresentthe samedata

as theremedialinvestigationOLOand the proposedplan. Please includethis dataand

communicatewhy it is an acceptablerisk.

Response: The values in Table 2 have been revised to include risks attributable to beryllium.

The table also includes a statement indicating that beryllium is not a site risk because

it is at background levels.

Comment 26: Reference List. Please include a reference list, if applicable.



Response: A referencelist has beenadded.

Comments on Rg_ponsiveness Summary

Theresponsivenesssummaryandtranscriptof thepublicmeetingwerereceivedatEPAon_Iuly25,
1994. Wehavenocommentsoneither.Pleasebesuretoincludetheresponsivenesssummaryin the
finalversionof theROD.

Response: No responserequired.

Comments from Mr. Joseph Chou. DTSC

General Comments

Comment 1: P_ge 2, DeclarationStatement. Please note that Mr. Anthony _I.Landis, Chief of

Operations,Office of MilitaryFacilities, Departmentof Toxic SubstancesControl,

CaliforniaEnvironmentalProtectionAgency, is the Staterepresentativeto sign the

ROD.

Response." The Navyrevised theROD to includeMr. AnthonyJ. Landisas the state signatore.

Comment2: Page 3. FirstParagraph.LastSentence. The Navyshouldclarifythe sentenceas

follows: "Withthe exceptionsof severalsmallpondsmaintainedon the NASMoffett

Fieldgolf courseas waterhazards,stormwaterdrainageditches,standingwaterafter

floodingsor rainfall,_ndthe wetl_ls describedabove,no othersurfacewater

featuresarepresentatNAS MoffettField."

Response: TheROD has beenmodifiedas suggested.

Comment3: P_ge3. LastPara_aph. The Navyshouldclarifythatthe A andB aquifersarenot

presentlyusedat NASMoffettField. It is possiblethatwaterfromthese aquifers

maybe used elsewhere(thatis, privatewells)in SantaClaraValley. In addition,the

Navymustclarifythatthe upperaquifersare consideredpotentialdrinkingwater
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sources accordingto the San FranciscoBay Basin Plan andbecause they meet the

criteriaas set forthin the StateWaterResourcesControlBoardResolution 88-63 (as

describedon page 4, secondparagraphof the document). The brackishwaterwas

only found in the northernpartof the base adjacentto the stormwaterretentionpond

and the Cargill evaporationpond.

Response: The text has beenmodifiedto clarifythat the A andB aquifersare notpresentlyused

at MoffettField and the upperaquifersare conskteredpotential drinkingwater
sources.

Comment 4: Page 4. Second Para_aph. First Sentence. The Navy must modify the sentence as

follows: "Currentand potentialbeneficial uses applicableto main groundwaterbasins

in the San FranciscoBay Region are..."

Response: The sentencehas beenrevisedas suggested.

Comment5: Page 6. Last Para_aDh. Sites 9, 14 and 19 (Tanks 2, 43 and 53) should be included

in OU2-West; Site 19 (Tank 14) is partof OU2-East.

Response: Sites 9, 14, and 19 are part of the IRP petroleum sites program since they are

petroleum UST sites. This is explained on pages 6 and 10 of the drafl final ROD.

Comment6: Page 11, ScopeandRoleof ResponseAction. The scheduleof station-wideROD
shouldbe includedin the table.

Response: The station-wideROD has beenaddedto the list of RODs.

Comment 7: Table 2. HazardQuotient(HQ) is the ratio of single substanceexposure level.

Hazard Index (HI), the sum of more than one hazardquotientfor multiple substances

and multiplepathways, should be used to representtotal noncarcinogenrisks.

Response: Table2 has been revisedto includeHI values, rather thanHQ values.
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Comment 8: Table 2. Beryllium shouldnot be removed in calculatingILCRs andHis. It should

be included as any otherinorganicsfound at Moffett Field.

Response: Table 2 values have been corrected to include risks attributable to beryllium.
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