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MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVI[RONME:NT 
2500 Broening Highway l Beltimors Mazyland 2 1224 
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Patris N. Glendening’ 
Governor 

J~IW T, Niehida . socn3tuty 

April il,1998 

Ms. Axmalia Berry 
BUC Environmental Coordinator 
E@mrfng Field Abtivity-Chesapeake 
Naval Facilities l$gineerfng Command 
901 M Street SE 
Building 212, Code 181 
Washington DC 20374-50 IS 

RI?: 
. . . . * , 

Draft Work Plan DmeFeaslbllltv uva.l s f4lm . 
warfare CWfe a& , Februaxy 1998 

Dear Ms. Berry: 

Enclosed are the Maryland I 
Administration’s comments on the L 

If you have any questions, p: 

Enclosure 

cc: Ms. Yaz+e Yap-Deffler, Z 
Mr. Richard Collins 
Mr. Jim Richmond 
MS, Shari Wilson 

epartment of the Envirotient, Waste Manaldement 
love-referenced document. 

me contact me at (410) 63 I-3440. 

Sincerely, 

Remedial Project Manager 
FederaUNPL Superfimd Division 

s. EPA 

TTY user9 1-800.735-3118 . . . . ._I - . 
Viig6tbr W6 Can C&an UP” BP I 
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MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF THEENVIRONMENT 
WASTE MANAGEMENT AYMXNISTRATION 

Comments on I s m . 
Draft Work PI& for 1 SQ&, 
Former Navwce Wm, Februaay 1998 

1. The rationale for analyzing one sample fFom each media for grcm alpha and gross ‘beta is 
not clear. One sample is not a sufficient sample size to oonduct a quantitative risk 
assessment of the potential radiological constituents at this site or to atatk4t&lIy 
determine whether the site differs Tom the background data. The Maryland Dep&mcnt 
of the Envtionmcnt (MDE) suggests that the Navy utilize the ,U’A Risk ,&es+ment 
Guidance for hporficnd, Volume I, Chapter 10 for guidance on sampling no&s fol 
conducting a radlatron nsk assessment at the facility, 

2. One round of grotmdwbr sampling is not euffrcisnt to characterize groundwater 
contamination at these sites. The Base Realignment and Closure Cleanup Team @CT) 
had previously decided that quartoriy groundwatur sarnphng should be conducted 81: the 
facility. Please clarify why this BCT dcciaion is not mfloctsd in this document. 

1. 

2. 

Page 1-8, Site 9, The tat shotid be tovised to Indicate that this site consists of both 
leaching ~011s and leaoh fields. , 

Pwc 1.12, Section L.3.1. The Navy should usa the EPA Region 111 risk&sod 
concentrations to screen for contaminants duritig this rcmcdial investigation. 
Additionally, Maryland Toxic Substaneas Criteria for Ambient Surface Waters (Code of 
Maryland R,@ations [COMAR] 26.08.02.03-2) and Maryland Maximum Contaminant 
Levels (COMAR 26.04.01.06 and 24.04.01.07) should be used to compare the 
aontaminsnts of cantern in surfbee water and groundwater, respectively. 

3. Page l-12, Section 1.3.2. The Navy should utilize tbhe recent EPA guidance concerning 
ooil screening ltvels. The recent EPA guidance documents arc: Soil Screming Ouichnce 
(April 1996) and SoiZ Screening Guldunce Trrcknicul Buckground Dwument (May 1996). 

4. Page l-3, Section 1.3.4. MD& sedGeat and erosion control rcgulationv in COMAR 
26.17 may also apply during the excavation of soils. 

5. Figure 3-2- Ths proposed location of well 03GW106 does nor appear to be a practicable 1 
location to install a well due to the steep slope and the proximity of the property fence. , 
MDE suggests that the Navy propose an alternate Ioeation for this monitoring well. I 
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6. Figure 3-2. The proposed 1oFation qf well 03QWI07 appears to be located in rhe l~df$l. 

h4DE does not recommend that the Navy drill into the landfill because oftie potential for 
1 1 

unexploded ordnance at this site. 

7. * Page 4-23, Section 4.2.5, 2”d paragraph, Znd sentence. MDE does not ape that sur&e 
soil samples should be taken within the area of this site that was uxcavated during the 
removal action in 1996 as olean fill was used for backfIX Surface soil samples taken in 
the area of clean fill will not provide any information on the nature and extent oi 
contamination at this site. 

8. Page 6-6, 1” paragraph, 5’h sentence, Please sed comment #3, I 
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