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White Ozk Environmental Office (C831)
vaval Surface Warfare Cemnter

10901 Wew Hampshirve Avenue

Silver Spring, Marviand 20963-5000
Re: White Oak NAVSKC Installaticn R

estoration Program

After reviewing the various Lector‘kion methods for the seven remediation

sites at the above referenced facilitv, th
suggested by Malcolm Pirnie, Inc

1.2
carbons from the s<oil
standards are met.

2. It
been excavate
removal of any
expediting the cleaan
this method.

is recommended that

d from Sites 2, 7
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soil flushing be considered once the soils b

8, 9, and 11. This method should facilitate

at mav still be Dbound tc the soil, ther
Extraction wells must be operational prior to initiati

; office supports the recommendations
with the following conditions:

review of the thermal destruction method of reducing PCBs and hvdro-
L0 ensure

hat air quality and other environmental

the final soil cover

3. From a public relations effort,
he clegn £i1l, free of P(CBs

This office proposes the following rankings for prioritizing the
remediztion efforts at this facility

1, 9ite 2 - this is the onlv site which ig currently detrimental to
1e“conal health and to the environment Capping the landfill is a mandatory

2. Site 9@ - Protection of
the envirenment, hut zlso 1o pud
Paint Branch crezgtes the next rn
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Mr. Dorn Carlson
September 22, 1993

3. 8Site 4 - While not of immediate thre to public health or the
environment, this gite supports one ¢f the greatest concentration of contaminants
and has the second fastest rate of transmission.
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5T sed constructicon, then remedl stion of this site can oc
i1l and material excavation prior to cdonstruction, and
during and after construction. Under such scenario, 1
te be given a third priocrityv. If the location cof the W
v the remediation effort such that the remediation of the s
on the construction, then the priority of this site greatl
place in the rankings. It is important to understand the impacts o
on the remediation efforts. It is alsc important to assure
environment exists before constructi ing ‘ 1
plume, in relati&ifhlp to the locati
the ranking of this site.
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5. 8ite 3 - The capping of the landfill i e { cguirement. Since
the capping of Site 2 is heing considered by this office as the first priority,
it mav be more cost effective to cap the landf oncurrently with

er remediatio 5065 not appear

tne landfill on Site 2. Groundwat
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‘then the technologv may bhe

necessary for other sites of a higher priorityv, y
ni r priority of this site should be

available on-site and consideration of a
given.

In summary, this office believes that the PCBs must be removed from the
soils from Site 2, the landfills on Sites 2 and 3 be capped, extraction wells
initially installed on Sites 4, 8, and 9 and then on Sites 2, 3, 7 and 11 in
that order. Excavation, tre jobs r disposal of solls and other
contaminated materials at Sites 3, 4, 7, &, 9, 11 (depending on construction),
should be accomplished in that r

Should wyou have any questions concerning this matter, please ¢
weekdavs between 7:30 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. on extension 285.
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Sincerely vours,

Paul Mever, Engineer
Environmental Health

cc: Melanie Christodoulou
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