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Mr. Stephen Chao

Naval Facilities Engineering Command
Engineering Field Activity, West

900 Commodore Way, Bldg. 101

San Bruno, CA. 94066-2402

Re: Draft Operable Unit 2-West (Building 88) Project Summary Report, dated May 16, 1995
Dear Mr. Chao,

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has received the subject document and
submits the following comments. This report is generally well written and provides a sufficient
description. of the remedial action. Once this report is approved as final, a fact sheet should be
written to provide a summary for the community. If you have any questions, please call me at
415-744-2385.

Sincerely,
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Michael D. Gill
Remedial Project Manager
Federal Facilities Cleanup Office

cc: C. Joseph Chou (DTSC)
Michael Bessette (RWQCB)
Ken Eichstaedt (URS)
V. Tom Jones (Schlumberger)
A. Eric Madera (Raytheon)

et Sandy Olliges (NASA)

Peter Strauss (MHB)
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COMMENTS ,
Draft Operable Unit 2-West (Building 88) Project Summary Report, dated May 16, 1995

1. Section 1.0, page 1, para 2, sentence 5. This sentence should be re-written to read: "The
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) determined that the Navy is responsible for
remediating the western portion of MFA utilizing requirements in the MEW ROD since this
ROD covers all aquifer zones affected by the MEW regional VOC groundwater plume.”.

2. Section 2.4, page 11, para 2, last sentence. The sentence states "...additional samples were
collected from the excavations...". Where were the additional samples collected (the bottom
of the excavation, the sidewalls, etc.)?

3. Section 2.5, page 11, para 1, last sentence. "At the end of the aeration period, samples
were collected to verify contaminant reduction.” It is believed that these analysis results are
the ones presented in Chapter 3. If this is the case, please indicate this in the text.

4, Section 2.5, page 11, para 2, last sentence. "With City of Sunnyvale approval,...". Please
provide a reference of this approval.

5. Section 3.1.2, page 15, para 1, last sentence. "Only one detection, 34 mg/kg, of oil and
grease was observed (sample EX68-1)." These units disagree with those in Table 3.

6. Section 3.1.2, page 15, para 5. The results from the samples collected at Tank 68 are not
always below VOC and petroleum cleanup levels. The groundwater samples presented in
Table 3 indicate VOC groundwater samples greater than MCLs, which are the MEW ROD
cleanup levels. For example, TCE and PCE from well GW68-1 are listed at 170 ppb and
200 ppb, respectively, and the cleanup levels for both constituents are 5 ppb (MCLs).
Please clarify that the "no further action required" statement applies to soil and not
groundwater. The levels indicated in Table 3 show that future action is required for
remediating groundwater.

7. Section 3.3, page 17, para 1. In the second sentence, it is stated that the source control
measure is "a separate action implemented to address PCE groundwater contamination from
Building 88". Because other constituents besides PCE have been detected in soil samples
and the possibility that this soil contamination may have contributed to groundwater
contamination, it would be more accurate to strike the reference to "PCE" and replace this
statement with the following: "a separate action implemented to address groundwater
contamination from Building 88".

8. Section 3.4, page 18, para 1. The last two sentences of this paragraph describe how samples
were collected. Please reference the methods used for this collection.

9. Section 4.0, page 19. Please include a schedule for the upcoming closure report.



