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Mr. John Mitchell 
Project Manager 
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Marjory Stoneman Douglas Building 
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 

Dear Mr. Mitchell: 

5090/11 
Code 18211 
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Enclosed for your review are our responses to your comments on the 
Draft Interim Data Reports and the Proposed Recommendations for 
Phase I1 Workplans at the Naval Air Station Pensacola Sites 1, 2, 
11, 12, 13, 1 4 ,  IS, 24, 26, and 30. 

We have incorporated your appropriate comments into the Final 
Interim Data Report submittals and the Draft Phase I1 Workplans for 
the above mentioned sites. The Interim Data Reports were finalized 
in the context of the corresponding primary document (Federal 
Facilities Agreement (FFA), Section VIII.B.2). 

We appreciate your effort and corporation. Please contact Ms. 
Suzanne 0. Sanborn at (803) 743-0574, if you should have any 
questions pertaining to our responses or any other matter 
concerning the Naval Air Station Pensacola, Pensacola, Florida 
Installation Restoration Program. 

Sincerely, 

'JAMES B. MALONE, JR., P.E. 
MANAGER, INSTALLATION 
RESTORATION, EAST SECTION 

Encl: 
(1) NAVY Responses to FDNR comments 

copy to: 
NAS Pensacola (Mr. Ron Joyner, Code 18250) 
FDER (Mr. Eric Nuzie) 
EPA (Ms. Allison Drew) 
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-t 1, Site 1 (Wtary LdfU.l):  
cmtarnirraticm of the surface vater and d i m n t s  lJme detected in Bayou crande and the purls 
adjaaent to the site. Also, due to the color of the leachate in the pads and at the b e  of the 
pad wgetatiua, inn ad nrylganese my be in high quantities. 

me pmposed Phase II rec#rmendations e q x d  the runher of dinrent a d  surface vater sanples. 
kuever, the -ling is limited prinarily to analysis of WAS a d  a feu lR€Ws in BayaJ Grade and 
for net& and WAS in the pads. uly aren't a l l  parameters be@ anal@ hall the adjacent 
mter bodies? Are im and mqanese going to be tested for in the =tal sanplirrgs a d  uhy w e n ' t  
tky tested for in the Phase I saplirg? 

In the habitat and biota suwey, a variety of species wx fund in both the @land and submerged 
habitats. As the soils, sedinmts, and surface vaten are m n t h t e d ,  sanpliq of the flora and 
faura sharld be performed to detennine i f  there is any bioaccunilatim in  any of the species. 
Direct ard indirect link to the tmtm food chain can be attributed to ~ s n y  of h species fourl m 
a d  adjacent to the site. 

Resporrm: 
Iron and 
the Phase 11 vork p l a n v i l l  b e d i f i d  to include the full W A U m  h t  all sanples at all 
sites. -1- of the flora ad fama at this site vill be aducted as p r t  of the eoological 
risk sSsgSmnt for Site 40 (Bayar G r a d e  arcs) and Site 41 (NASP Uetlands). 

a 
ueze not inclujed in the list of approved b I screenirg pmeters; houever, 

-t 2, Site 2 (bterfmrt Wiamts): 
Lktectable levels of cmtanirvltion vere f d  in the sedhmts. Ihe a d d i t i d  sanpla and 
analysis recarmended for Phase II is carmendable. , 

BBIthic sangles also need to be studied, ansiderb the types of faum obsenred reside in the 
sedimmts atxi setwas a food swoe for 
which muld Micate a hi& potential for biaaccunilation of uncanlrrants. 

aninals. Sone of chese species are filter feeders, -- 
Benthic fava3 sanplb at this site vill be canducted as part of the ecological risk assessnent 
for Site 42 (PBlsaoOla Bay area). 

-t 3, Site ll ( t kd~  dwaller DispDsal h) ad Site 30 
Ihe cartanination d t s  of the surface mter and s e d h t  -1- for Site r) Aous direct 
correLatiar to Site 11 in the area of Bayou Grade .  The surface vater quality vas belav class E 
stadads. 

1. 

We wluld like to see mre -1- performed further north in the s a r h  ann of B a y a r h d e .  k 
uould also like benthic sanplirq and analysis in eayoU Q.ande as the habitat ks been antaninated. 
Ihe Habitat a d  Biota su~vqr results for Site 11 states "no indicatim of stressed biota MS 
obserwd." However, the previaus paragraph rrentiats a benthic car@ vas performed in the marsh 

649 ad 755): 

phase n recarmendatiorrs dxlw nom sanpliq3 of surfae Mter and dimnu in Bayou 
GEde,  w, they do not sttend further out in the Bayou than vhat w ini t ial lydone in Phase a 



revealb no biota. If the habitat MS not stressed, t h  <ne wuld expect some 1ivi.q organism 
vithin the narstr sedinmts. -lis a d  analysis of the flora and fama in the mrsh and bayar 
should be performed to assess nacural resource danage a d  possible bicleccunrlatim of antaninants 
vithin spcies. This also applies to the wetland adjacent to 8uildiqs 649 and 755. 

Cantanirratim of Bayou Gmde my also be related to other areas of the base SaJth of !here the 
cpeek ledN fmn euildiqs 649 and 755 joins the north/sarth drahqe ditch. Ve m c m d  
fur- sanplirrg of the ditch south of this canfluenoe as nnst surfae vater drains f m n  the 
sarthrat end of Umdier Field. 

-: 
Sedinrnt, surface water, and benthic brrcal and floral SarplW viu be aonducted Eurther out in 
this area of Bayau (;rande as part of the ecolagid ridc -t for Site 40 (Bayou crande 
area) - Bctensive SaqliqJ of both sedinmt and surface Mter in the wetlands, Cm&, draiMge 
ditch, the& area and Bayarcrande w i l l  be p m  in the revised Phase II wrk plan for Site 
30. 

CZlaRlt 4, Site l2 (Scrap Bh): 
Winrent antaninaticm uas fand in the sedimts of the stom vater drain. 
have pmgrersed off-site through this drainage systen, further sarplb of the oonplete drain 
system should be performed, as veil as locatiar of cl-e tanfall of that draimge systen. Ve realize 
antaninaticm vithin other ares of the storm drain nay be fmn h t i a r s  other thm Site 12. 

c a r e t s  m y  

-v=: 
The Navy agrees vith this OQrment and has added additiadl simplirg of the drsirrage system and the 
atfal l  arcs to the P b e  II investigation for Site 12. 

Chmt 5, Site l3 
Sediment and surface mter -1- needs to be arralyzed for Pensamla Bay. ALSO a habitathiota 
s w e y  &add be perfonred in the sedimts and oat= adjacent to this site. 

h i n t  zbhhlp DLqnsal ha) :  

lhere does not a p p r  to be significant antamination emmating fmn this site, but is traced back 
to the Ivrp (Croup 0) .  Yet ceyiev of the plan for Grwp 0 is depadent on the stdy at  this site. 
tb surface wit- or d h t  simples are addteEsed for this area of Perrsaoola Bay, yet stdlov 
groulcktff )las been effected which my leach into the bay. - 
Sedimnt and surface wter sanples as veil as a habitat/biota sumq have been awed to  the Fbse 
Is. investigaticm for Site U. 

Qmmt 6, Site 14 (npdee Spoil Fill h) 

3 d  &which are located in PBlsaCola Bay. E k e  II increases the n d x r  of sedinmt sanples at 
the sathuest aree of the site, but no a d d i t i d  sanples are desigmted for the bey. k wuld 
like l l~te sanples taken in the bay be- the o u t U  fmn th site. 

Also, the habitat biota su~vqf  at the site appears to have exclukd the marine e n v i m t  of the 
bay and st#lld be perfod.  If further sanpling shovs antaminaticn abuve safe l imi t s ,  benthic 
sanplirrg sharld be analyzed. 

Elermted levels of cmtamirratim tras detected in a l l  d i m a r t  sarrples, but vere highest in samples 

Rerparrse: 
Sediment a d  surface water sanples as 4 as a M i t a t h i o t a  survqr have been added to the Rtase 
3I investigation for Site 14. 



I L t  9, site 25 (slpply Depertart anside s-1: 
hfer to General (hnE!nts. - 
s€e resparses to pfleml aonments. 

(Lrmt10,OBIsealotnEsm 
As a natural mswrce tnrstee, the Florida Deparanent of Natural Icesaacer perceives the entire 
naval base as a site of potential amtanination of our trust resuns. (lur trust resaurces 
include al l  of B@wGsande, ParsaColaBegr, and the tidal estIlariB and slolghs inandarolnd the 

I 

'he plesrsacola Nsnral A i r  Statim is identified by U.S.E.P.A. as a site on the National Priorities 
Ut. We CQmPnd the Navy, asld E & E for identi- all potential s~llrces of contanhatian (m) 
ad 
these sites are located on a peninsula surmded by our trust mwrces. All surface water 
nrroff, ddnage, and grumdwater leachate flow frcm the base into cur trust resatrce. k t  of 
the a h e  sites do not address the surface mter flow fram the psc. Ihe only ones addressb 
surfaoe uater are Site 1, 11 and 30. 

to identify dre merit of contaminatim for tbse specific E. -, all of 

Ye bdieve sedlnent &and analysis needs to be p e r f o r m e d  in all areas of thewter body 

directly adjacent to a creek, bayou, or bay. A l l  of the Fhse I studies of the sites state 
c0n-tia-t may be from aubimt sources. 

the bse. Also surface water flow needs to be addressed thomugNy at thrase sites not 

ReBpqlBe: 
In lzspawe to rn's ancems, dre Nwy is fully conmittd to the evaluation of all surface waters 
apld associated envimcIwts on and 
water aaW and gmndmter didarge sere carsidered d u d q  the Phase I b t i g a t i a n ,  as well as 
the proposed Phase II inve!stigatim. For emu&, Phase I mtes of storm water luloff into 
surface mter bodies were lodred for and wre to be saupled, i f  fand. Nme m observed for this 
group of sites; homer, extensive sacface water and sediment in  adjacent water bodies uas 
pdonmd. In d i t i m ,  in respollse to yaur ooaments, no= extensive senplirpl of surface waters 
a d  dinma is mu propod for ohase II. For areas that are not directlyassochted with these 
(Batch 1) sites, these CQ~C~LTIS will be addressed chxirg the h s e  II mrk an Batch 2 sites or the 
ecological risk assessments for Site 40, (&mu Grande area), Site 41 (NE PBIsaCola ktbnds) and 
Site 42 (-b Bay). 

the NE Femaada. storrn later Iuloff, surface 
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