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Marjory stoneman Douglas Building

3900 Commonwealth Boulevard

Tallahassee, Florida 32399

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

Enclosed for your review are our responses to your comments on the
Draft Interim Data Reports and the Proposed Recommendations for
Phase 11 Workplans at the Naval Air Station Pensacola Sites 1, 2,
11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 24, 26, and 30.

We have 1incorporated your appropriate comments into the Final
Interim Data Report submittals and the Draft Phase 11 Workplans for
the above mentioned sites. The Interim Data Reports were Tinalized

. 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 O. Sanborn at (803) 743-0574, 1if you should have any
questions pertaining to our _resgonses or any other matter
concerning the Naval Air Station Pensacola, Pensacola, Florida
Installation Restoration Program.

Sincerely,

/

. /
[ pied
/’,-’\

v

"JAVES 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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RESPONSES TO OOMMENTS FROM THE
FLORIDA UEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

Coment 1, Site 1 (Sandtary Landfill):
Contaniration of the surface vater and sediments were detected in Bayou Gramde and the ponds
adjacent to the site. Also, due to the color of the leachate N the pads ad at the base of the

pord vegetation, iron ad mergarese mey be in high quantities.

The procesed Phase [T recommendations expand the number of sadiment ard surfacevater samples.
However, the sampling iS limited prirarily to analysis of @%s and a few TRPHs in Bayou Grande and
for metals and BNAs in the pads. Wy aren't all parameters teirg aralyzed in all the adjacent
water bodies? Are iron and manganese going to be tested for in the metal saplings and vty weren':
they tested for in the Phase | sampling?

In the habitat and biota survey, a variety of species vere found in both the Upland and submerged
habitats. As the soils, sediments, and surface vaters are contamirated, sampling of the flora and
fauna should be performed to determire if there is any biacamulatian in any of the species.
Direct 2~d indirect link to the human food chain can be attributed to many of the species fasd o
and adjacent to the site.

Resporse:

Iron and manganese w=re not inclided in the list of approved Phase | scrsenirg marameters; however,
the Phase 11lwork plan wvill be medified to include the full TAL/TCL on almest all smles at all
sites. Sampling of the flora ad faura at this site will be conducted as part of the ecological
risk assessment for Site &) (Bayou Grande ar=a) and Site 41 (NASP Wetlamds).

Comment 2, Site 2 (&aterftnt Sedirents):
Detectable levels of contanination were found in the sediments. The additicral sampling arg
analysis recomeded for Phase IT is camerdable,

Benthic samles also need 10 be studied, cnsiderirg the types of fauna observed reside in the
sediments ard serve as a food soures for larger animals. Some Of thes= species are filter feeders,
I {rdicate a high potential for bicaceumilation of contaminants.

Benthic faunal sampling at this site vill be conducted as part of the ecological risk assessment
for Site 42 (Pensacola Bay ared).

Comment 3, Site 11 (North Chevalier Ulssesal Aren) ad Site 1 (Buildings 649 and 755):

The contamiration results of the surface vater ad sediment sampling for Site 2 shows direct
correlation to Site 11 in the area of Bayou Grande. The Surface vater quality vas below class IT
standards. Pase I1 recommerdations show more sampling Of surface Mter and sediments in Bayou
Grarde, however, they do not exted further out in the Bayou than what was initially e in Phase
I.

Ve would like to See more sampling performed further north in the southern arm of Bayou Grande. Ve
walld also like benthic sampling and analysis in Bayou Grande as the habitat res been contanirated.
Tre Habitat and Biota survey results for Site 11 states "no irdication Of stressed biota was
observed." However, the previous paragraph mentions a benthic <orirg was gerformed in the marsh




revealing no biota. If the habitat vas not stressed, than one would expect some living organisms
vithin the marsh sediments. Sampling ard analysis of the flora and fauna in the marsh and bayou
shauld te performed to assess ratwral resource darege and passible bicaceumuation of contamirants
vithin species. This also applies to the vetlard adjacent to Buildings 649 and 755.

Contamination of Bayou Grande may alSO be related to other ar=as oOf the base south of vhere the
creek leading from Bulldings 649 and 735 joins the morth/sauth drainage ditch. WYe recommend
further samplirg of the ditch south of this confluence as most surface vater drains from the
suthwest &d of Chevalier field,

Response:

Sediment, surface water, and benthic faral and floral sampling vill be condxted further out in
this area Of Bayou Grande as part of the ecological risk assessment for Site 40 (Bayou Grarde
area). Extensive sampling of both sediment and surfacevater in the wetlands, creek, drainage
ditch, the marsh area and Bayou Grande will be proposed I the revised Phase II work plan for Site
0.

Coxrmenit 4, Site 12 (Serap Bins):

Sediment contamination vas fard in the ssdiments of the storm water drain. As contaminants may
have progressed off-site through this drainage systen, further sampling of the camlete drain
system should be performed, as well as location Of the autfall of that drainage system, We realize
entamiration vithin other areas of the storm drain may be fram locations other than Site 12,

Response:
The Navy szrees vith this coment ad has added additional sampling of the drairage systen and the
outfall area to the Phase II investigation for Site 12.

Coment 5 Site 13 (Magazine Point Rubhle Disposal Area):
Sediment ad surface vater sampling needs to te amalyzed for Pensacola Bay. Also a habitat/biota
survey should be performed in the sediments and vater adjacent to this site.

There does not ageear to be significant contandration serating from this site, but IS traced back
to the IWTP (Croup 0). Y& reviev of the plan for Group O is deprdent ON the study at this site.
No surface vater Or sajiment samples are addressed for this area of Pesacola Bay, yet shallow
groundwater has been effected which may leach into the bay.

Respanse:
Sediment and surface vater samles as well as a habitat/biota survey have been added to the Phase
O imvestigatian for Site 13,

Comment 6, Site 14 (Dredge Spoil Fill Area)
Elevated levels of contamiration wvas detected in all sediment samples, but were highest in samples
3 and 4 vhich are located in Pensacola Bay. Phase IT Lrcreases e number of sediment samles at

te sauthvest arsm Of the Site, ut no additioral samples are desigrated for the bey. Ve would
like more samples taken iIn the tay between the cutfalls from the site.

Alssy, the habitat biota survey at the site apesars to have excluded the marine environment of the
bay and should be performed. |f further ssmlirg shows contamination above safe limits, benthde
sampling should be analyzed.

Response:
Sediment and surface water samples a5 well @ a habitat/biota survey have been added to the Prase
II investigation for Site 14.
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Comment 7, Site 15 (Pesticide Rinsate Disposal Area):

Ve perceive a limited concern at this site based on Phase I results. However, groundwater and
surface vater flow is toward the golf course and the pond located at the NE comer of the golf
course. Due to possible surface vater nn-off from the soils and possible surficial aquifer
leachate ocarring in the pond, surface vater and sediment sampling should be performed in the
ponds. This pond has a tidal comnection to Bayou Grande through a culvert at the north edge of the

pord.

Responge: -
Sediment and surface water samples will be collected in this pond and in Bayou Grande as part of
the Phase I1 investigation of Site 1.

Comment 8, Site 24 (IDT Mixing Avea)
Refer to General Comments.

Response:
See responses to general comments.

Comment 9, site 25 (Supply Department Outside Storage):
Refer to General Comments.

Responge:
e resrorses (O general comeEnts,

Comment 10, General OComments:

As a natural resource trustee, the Florida Cepartrent of Natural Rascuress perceives the entire
naval base 23 a site of potential contamiration of axr trust resources. Our trust rescurces
incluck al | of Bayou Grande, Pensacola Bay, ard the tidal estuaries and sloughs in and around the
base. We have jurisdiction over these submerged lands and the marine environment.

The Pemsacola Naval Air Statim is identified by USEPA  as a site on the Matieral Priorities
List, Ve commend the Navy, and E & E for identifyirg all potential sources OF contamimation (BSC)
ad proceeding t0 identify the extent of contamdration for these specific PSC. However, all of
thee sites are lecated 0n a peninsula surrounded by our trust resources. All surface water
ru—off, drainage, and grourdwater leachate flow from the base into A trust resoures, Most of
e above sites do not address the surface water flow from the PSC. The only ones addressing
suface water are Site 1, 11 zd 30.

Ve believe sediment sampling and aralysis resds t0 be performed in all aress of the water body
surrounding the base. Also surface water flow needs to be addressed thoroughly at those sites not
directly adjacent to a creek, bayou, or bay. All of the Fase | studies of the sites state
contamination m=y be from ambient sources.

Response:

IN response to FINR’s concerns, the tavy IS Tully committed to the evaluation of all surface waters
and associated environments on and suxrounding the NAS Pensacola. Storm water runoff, surface
weler flow and groundwater discharge were oonsidersd during the Phase | investigation, as well s
the processed Phase I investigation. FO example, during Phase | routes of storm Water nroff into
surface water btedies were lockad for and were t0 be sampled, if fourd, None were observed for this
graup OF sites; however, extensive surface water and sediment sampling in adjacent waler xdies was
performed. In addition, in response 1D your comments, more extensive sarplirg ofF surface waters
and sediments is now proposed for Phase Il. For areas that are not dirsetly asseciated with these
(Batch 1) sites, these concerns will be addressed during the Phase II work on Baich 2 sites or the
ecological risk assessments for Site 40, (Bayou Grards area), Site 41 (NAS Pensacola ¥etlands) and
Site 42 (Pensacola Bay).






