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Cardinale, Louie CIV NAVFAC SW, PACO

From: Sunga, Remedios@DTSC <Remedios.Sunga@dtsc.ca.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, February 23, 2016 14:21

To: Cardinale, Louie CIV NAVFAC SW, PACO

Cc: Forman, Keith S CIV NAVFAC HQ, BRAC PMO; Clark, David J CIV NAVFAC SW; Zech,

Myriam@Waterboards; Chris Glenn; bob.beck@sfgov.org; William Carson; Wright,
Matthew (CDPH-DDWEM-EMB); Singh, Sheetal (CDPH-DDWEM)

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] TI Site 31 Data Gap Investigation Work Plan - DTSC and CDPH
Comments

Attachments: Site 31 Data Gap WP CDPH comment memo 2-23-2016.pdf

Hi Louie,

DTSC and CDPH have reviewed the Draft Work Plan, Data Gaps Investigations at Installation
Restoration Site 31, Former Naval Station Treasure Island, San Francisco, California dated
December 2015 (Work Plan). DTSC received the Work Plan on January 7, 2016 and the Navy
requested comments by February 5, 2016. Attached is CDPH’s memorandum with comments
on the Work Plan. The following are additional DTSC comments.

1.  Section 2.2.1-2002 Trenching and Excavation, Page 2-2. The first paragraph states “Two
trenches, Trench 29 and Trench 48, exhibited concentrations that exceeded the project
screening criterion for dioxin (19.5 nanograms per kilogram. “ Please clarify that the dioxin
concentrations of 19.5 nanograms per kilogram (ng/kg) was the detected concentration in the
trench sample. The dioxin screening criterion of 12 ng/kg should be discussed for comparison.

2. Section 2.2.2-Additional Excavations, Pages 2-2 and 2-3. Please discuss the reason for
stopping the excavation work in 2010. The first paragraph on page 2-3 states “One localized
area of elevated radiological activity was identified in Debris Area D-North.” Please clarify that
the area of radiological contamination found during the 2010 excavation is the same as the
area in the 2012 excavation and cite Figure 5 for the location of this area. The scanning of the
excavated soil in lifts in the radiological screening yards should also be discussed.
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3.  Section 2.3-Data Gaps. Please discuss the rationale of surveying only 20 percent of the
exposed sidewalls with only 50 percent of the excavation sidewalls. Since only 50 percent of
the excavation sidewalls will be exposed, 100 percent of the sidewalls should be scanned. This
comment applies to subsequent sections (6.4.2, 7.5.2, 7.5.2.1, and 8.5) and the Sampling and
Analysis Plan that discusses 20 percent survey of exposed sidewalls.

4.  Section 3.2-Project Objective, Page 3-2. Please spell out EMB the first time and clarify
that EMB is a section of CDPH.

5.  Section 4.1-Radiological Criteria, Page 4-1. This section states “per agreement with
EPA.” Please verify if this is an accurate statement.

6.  Section 4.3.4-Environmental Protection Plan, Page 4-3. Waste management is addressed
in the Waste Management Plan and not in the Environmental Protection Plan.

7.  Section 5.2-Community Outreach, Page 5-1. The occupants of the adjacent day care
should be notified either by a work notice or a verbal notification.

8. Section 5.4-Traffic Control, Pages 5-2 and 5-3. Please discuss the estimated volume of
impacted soil that may be transported offsite. Since the work is primarily and a data gap
investigation, there should not be significant soil volume that will impact traffic from the work
plan implementation.

9.  Section 6.2.3-Topographical Survey, Page 6-2. Please discuss the need for a
topographical survey since the work areas are small and flat. This section can be deleted.



10. Section 6.-3-Air Monitoring, Page 6-2. The first paragraph states that dust action levels
will be based on exposure limits for lead at Site 12, but the second paragraph states a dust
action level of 10 milligram per cubic meter from Cal OSHA. Please clarify the basis of the dust
action level.

11. Section 6.4-Excavation Screening, Page 6-2. Please discuss how the excavation limits will
be determined. Were the excavations lined with demarcation material before backfilling?

12. Appendix B-Draft Environmental Protection Plan and Appendix C-Draft Waste
Management Plan. Please update the Navy RPM who will be approving this plan.

Thank you — Medi

Remedios V. Sunga

Project Manager

Department of Toxic Substances Control
700 Heinz Avenue

Berkeley, California 94710

(510) 540-3840





