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’ INSTALLATION RlBTORATiON PRo&AM ~ / 
In accordance with the requiremerits oi the Comprehensive Environmental~Response; Co&mation; and Liability 
Act (CERCLA) an$ tlx? Resource Conser+ion ar;d Recoye~ Act (RCRA), the Depa’tment Of% i%vy (&my) and 
the Unit&d States E&ronmental Protetion Agency (EPA) invite public comment 0n e Proposed Pla&br Site 3, 

) the P&o1 Rang; Landiill and Site 49, the Tric.hioroethyletie (TCE) $&dw+eI P&me in, the 400 Area.‘& the former 
Naval surface Warfme ~C&nter&NSWC), ‘mite Oak. pUb#c comment wiu‘lqbi’on July &ZOO4 and clqse on July 30, 
2004. A pubIic,meeiing is Scheduled at 6:30 PM on July 13,2004 at Riderwood Village, 3llO’Grz+e9lIe Road, 
Silver Spti& Maryland to p&sent the Proposed Plans &d ZXXISW~~ qnestioxts. The public is encowaged to protide 
cornme&, ask questions, andpaticipate in discussion dwing the m&&g. 

The Propc&d Plan for Site 3 recopmmw.is no further a%tion as the preferrec! alter&tive b&use tke r~oval action 
has reduced sic risks and the potential for contaminant migrat&. After the Site 3 ietioval action was completed, 

~ 

soil and groundwater sa&ples were colDcted,and evaluated. Based on the results of these investigat+e acti.tities, 
tie Navy and EPA con&d&d that no fur&r action’is needed at the kite. I 

A Feasibility Study-for Site 49 has been completed that,‘supports in-& chemical oxidation of chemicals -in tba 
groundwater (treating the groundwater c@ami&ion in place) as the prefmed~&temati% to reduce the potential 
risks from exposure to site groundwater. The preferred alternative also includes long-tern monitoring of the 
groundwater to &sure‘.that those ch+cals that Bre not directly destroyed by the’in-situ treatment decay naturally ~ 
over time. Institutional-controls to keep people from ‘wing the gromdw&er will &so be put in place until the cleanup 
goals w$ met. 

, \ 

The Proposed Plans are issued as part of tb$ Navy’s Installation Restoration P<ogram. The Proposed Plans describe 
the background and rationale for the selection of the’remedies preferned by the Navy and EPA and solicits public 
comment on,tbose remedies. The public is en&ounged to com%.ent on the proposals. Final remedies will be seldcted 

i 
;. 

only after the public comm&t petigd, and alternative remedies may be. selected after tMe comments that are n&&d 
are considered. _ 

~ 
;I 

The Site 3-l$sk kssessment, ‘Site 49. Feasibility Study, a.nd,otber relevant environmen& documents foi the fo.mer 
NSWCWhite Oakare available for review by the public at &her of the following repositories: 

Montgomery County pulilic Library, White Oa$Branch 
11761 New Hampshiti Avenue Engineering Field Act&y Chesapeake 

1 Silver Spring, MD 20904 
(301)622-2492 : _ 

1314 Ham’ood St SE 
Washirigton Navy Y+, DC. 20374-5018 . 

Hours: Monday-iharsda~, lo:00 AM&O PM, Friday (202) 685-0061 - 
10100 AM-TOO PM, Saturday 9:OO Ah@OqPM Hours: Monday-Friday, 8:00 AM4zOOPM ~. 

Comments uoay be WI-&U and &led (postm~ked by the clo& date of July 30,2004) to: 
. 

./ 

\ Mr. Walter Legg 
~- .1 BRAC Environrriental Cmrdin#or 

, Engineering Field Activity Chesapeake .! 
1-314HaruioodStre&,SE , 

lauren.stanko
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