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RHODE ISLAND
s?a DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
o 235 Promenade Screet, Providence, Rl 02908-5767 TDD 401-222-4462

20 May 2010

Winoma Johnson, P.E.
NAVFAC MIDLANT (Code OPNEEV)
Environmental Restoration
Building Z 144, Room 109
9742 Maryland Avenue
Norfolk, VA 23511-3095
RE:  Draft Proposed Plan
Old Fire Fighter Training Area, Naval Station Newport Newport, Rhode Island

Dear Ms. Johnson:

The Office of Waste Management at thc Rhode Island Department of Environméntal
Management has conducted a review of the Draft Proposed Plan, dated Aprl 2010 for Site 9-
Old Fire Fighter Training Area, Naval Station Newport, located in Newport, Rhode Island. As a
result of this review, this Office has generated the attached comments on the Proposed Plan.

If you have any questions, in regards to this letter, please contact me at (401) 222-2797, exlension
7148 or by e-mail at gary.jablonski@dem.ni.gov.

S mccrcly,

o O,

Gary J ablonskl, Principal Engineer
Office of Waste Management

cc: Matthew DeStefano, RIDEM
Richard Gotilieb, RIDEM
Robert Lim, USEPA Region I
Cornelia Mueller, NETC, Newport, RI
Stephen Parker, Tetra Tech
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g " Draft Proposed plan I
Slte 9- Old Fire Flghter Training:Area, Naval Station. Newport
Newport, Rhode Island

“Dated April 2010

Office of Waste Management’s Comments:

1. Page 1, The Proposed Plan Section; 2" sentence.

1

“This Plan describes the Navy's proposed remedy for the Site, whzch after careful stidy
consists of permeable asphalt/soil cover and land use controls for soils ... / :

As per the attached written email correspondence dated 3 February 2010, from Nlna J ohnson .
(NAVFACQC):to Matthew DeStefano- (RIDEM), states. the - following: ’As. discussed- this
afternoon, Navy agrees to address subsurface TPH contamination that exceeds 2500 mg/kg
in two locations: B-9 and SB-512. The TPH contamination in those two locations. shall be--
addressed either by removal, stabilization, or by covering by impermeable surface such as
lasphalt "’ v Please change the text in' this ‘section from “aermeable asphalt/soil cover” to

removal stabzlzzatzon and/or..an impermeable asphalt. cover.”. as per agreed upon, by Nma

and Matthew on3February2010 Y

PR T T

2. Page 2 Scope and role of the Response Actlon Sectlon 1"t paragraph 3"' sentence
o4

. PRI AT e
o ,\.. R T 25 1

The Navy's cleanup evaluatzon of the Szte has concluded wzth a recommendatton fo)‘
asphalt/soil cover and ..

Please refer to Comment 1 mentioned above.

3. Page 3, Site Background and Characteristics, What was the slte used for‘? 2™
paragraph. s . ; :

- “The site was then converted into a recreatzonal area comprised of a playground ball fi eld
an open pavilion and barbecue grill.” =~

Please modify the above sentence as follows: “The site was’ then’ converted into a
recreational area comprzsed of a playground, ball field, day care center an open pawlzon
and barbecue grill.” .

4, Page 4, Environmental Investigations and Removal Actions; whole section.
Please add the following bullets to the this section: 2002 Draft Final Feasibility Study for

Soil and Marine Sediment was completed; and 2002 Proposed Plan which call for the
removal of all contaminated soils to residential standards and the monitoring of sediments

was submitted.
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Draft Pl‘oposed plan:’
Site:9+-0Old FireFighter Training:Area, Navil Station Newport
Néwporty Rhode'Islgnd
Dated April 2010+

5.7 Page 4,5, What' were the mvestigatlon results wh'ﬂ’l'e"%s‘e‘é"ti‘bn.i'3

9 e
o ToYrs B l

Please remove the followmg 1tahclzed statermerits. *from the Proposed Planf"* Eo edb e
* “Oil sheens or oil seeps have not been observed in surface water along the shoreline
adjacent to the site during any‘ofithe documeniéd site-investigations: = Durlng:fidld #

test pit activities an oil sheen was observed by RIDEM and the Navy’s consultant;
Ve PY Hs vonsistént with’ abraded asphalt were détected in sedithent samples from an
onsite storm drain- ard connected up gradient. cateh basins that ‘discharged to° ‘the
outfalls along the shoreline site.”; and "A forensic study of the sediment
contamznatlon'was ‘donducted in’ 2004 dnd’ 2008 to*clarify the’ sourc’e of the”PAHs
v contantlhdn A It wés found thiit' the PAHS in the sediriénts: were more cloSely related
i to PAHSs ﬁ‘om aspﬁalt ahd paving then PAHS found in Sotls at’ the sn‘e' & To dat “both
]:I'JPA and RJDEM have not agreed to these statements iRl e VT

of reglonaz Hllor bedroc - and'nbt d result df cohtammattbtz' The Navy 8 approVed
background study for the Site does not state this; and
o “THE compar‘ssons Showed s‘zmzlar TeVels™ of” these' conta’rmnants i 'the ‘musséls”
" collected from the sites and in “the reference statzon Tp date RIDEM has not

»{w“ P LE
accepted this reference station. e

md 3% o e B e

6. Page 5, Whii wefe the mvestlgatlon Fesults?; Metls; 2™ §ehtencd:

“Elevated levels of lead were associated with ﬁlllg’r’nit‘tergiat (sanil & gravel).” ~

DlédEe eliminate the’ following text oM the aboVé senterice in’the ‘Préposed Plan:
gravel). L

“Lead detected qt an elevated concentratlon of 3 8 6 ug/L exceeds the fedeml drmkmg water

RI_DE ”‘groundwater'objectlves are not based oh land "use | Ple’ese elﬁnm & thé followmg
18 i the' RIDEM
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Draft;Proposed:plan.:
Site 9- Old Fire Fighter Training Area, Naval Station Newport: -
Newport, Rhode:lsland
Dated April 2010 -

Please eliminate the wording “henchmark” throughout this. sectlon when. comparing the risk
assessment to RIDEM’s Direct Exposure Criteria and Leachability Cntena RIDEM’s
Crltena are not benchmarks:but actyal calculated risk obJectlves P T T S

9, Page 7 Step 4~ Characterlze the RlSk 4"' bullet 2"':I sentence
Thzs scenarto 1S, unlzkely t0 occur for the. followmg reasons the state s groundwater
alasszf cation of the aquifer &tnderlymg the site prevents such use;...”: .,

Please eliminate the ’followmg text from tho Proposed Plan y the state’s éroundi‘vater
. classification of the aquifer underlying the site prevents such.use”. The, State s groundwater
class1ﬁcat10n alone does not prevent a:drinking. water well tq: be mstalled _In fact the
groundwater classification of GB by, the, State’s Groundwater Classlﬁcatlon and-Well Head
Protection Area is.as, follows: “GB - Groundwater resources known of, presumed unsyitable
for drmkmg water us;e wzthout treatment There is nothlng mn the grgundwater c1ass1ﬁcat10n
. that, Jprevents an installation of a, dnnkmg water well in a GB Clasmﬁied Area
f ;II .8

10. Page, 10, Summary of Remedral Alternatlves, Sorl alternatlve 4: whole, sectnon

“ ; ’ .{\. . )

P]ease refer to Comment 1 mentloned above

P

11. Page 11, Evaluation of Alternatives, Preferred Alternative for Seil, whole section..

Please refer to Comment Lellggntioned%ab_gye,i PO

<<<<<<<

12.-Page 12, Evaluatloq of Alternatwes, Preferred Alternatlve for Groundwater, 2“ bu]let,
2™ sentence. ,

N

Momtormg would be conducted Sor 30 years. (on.a yearly basis for years 1-5 and every f Ye
years thereafter) and ..

P]ease add the followmg text at a mzmmum ; before 30 years in the above’ sentence

When waste is left in place at a Slte the standard language for samplmg re“ i ernents is for
sampling to be performed at a minimum of 30-years and at that point the nature of waste and
the hlstoncal sampling results are regyaluated at that time, Also, please delete the following
text from‘the above | sentence (on a yearly baszs for years 1.5 and every f ve years
thereafter)"’ ‘ Typlcally, after a site is covered and waste is left in place ‘the gro 'ndwater
sampling frequency is quarterly for the first two years followed by a reévaluaiion of
frequency thereafter. The sampling frequency, depending, on the hlstorlcal samplmg results -,
and nature of waste left in place, can be petitioned by the site owner for a fesser samplmg

frequency in the future, if site conditions warrant it.
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