
tE RHODE ISLAND 

__ ~~ _D_EP_·i\._R_T_ME_N_T_O_F_E_NVI __ R_O_N_M_E_N_T_A_L_MAN __ A_ G_EM_ E_N_T 

CJ 235 Promenade Street, Providence, RI 02908-5767 

17 June 2010 

Winoma Johnson, P.E. 
NA VF AC MIDLANT (Code OPNEEV) 
Environmental Restoration 
Building Z 144, Room 109 
9742 Maryland Avenue 
Norfolk, VA23511-3095 

~~ckJ: 
RR Draft Final Pr~posed Plan 

TDD 401-222-4462 

Old Fire Fighter Training Area, Naval Station Newport, Newport, Rhode Island 

Dear Ms. Johnson: 

The Office of Waste Management at the Rhode Island Department of Environmental 
Management has conducted a review of the Draft Final Proposed Plan, dated June 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 Draft final Proposed 
Plan. Please be advised that this Office will pursue whatever means necessary to ensure these 
comments are addressed satisfactorily. 

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

, . . 

13:;~. 
Gary Jablonski, Principal Engineer 
Office of Waste Management 

cc: Matthew DeStefano, RIDEM 
Richard Gottlieb, RIDEM 
Robert Lim, USEP A Region I 
Cornelia Mueller, NETC, Newport, RI 
Stephen Parker, Tetra Tech 
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])J1~Jt E'fnal:Pr,QRoseilplall ' ,f:, 
Sjte'9-0ld Fire lfigbf~fTrainingAt~;t,Naval StatiQ,ll,Ne"W,port , "" .. , .. ' . N~wport, RIloae Ishlnd ,.,'.',,' " .!", ", 

Dated June 2010 

~ { t' 

Office of Waste Management's Comments: 

1. Page 5, Figure 2- Site Conditions. '_t;: :t:;" 1" ;:.j 

~\ ~ __ .I • -, !, n. 
This figure has changed from the previous draft version. Please update(exte;ndtn.x liIP:Hs of, 
the Site Conditions to what is presented in the FeasibiFty Study Report;T!1.e eli\~t~D1. 
boundary should extend beyond location B-1. ·.~1' ');t\,l}',,~J,_ \ 

, ~; I',' ;", 1 ' . ~.j"., 

2. Page 10,Sl1lnllJ,ary.p{ :CI~anAP Altern~tiy~s~ "SQil:~, Altern~tiY~:'~'-:i'>i~\r'J1~r~~r~ph, lsi 
sentence. 

, ;.1.-. 

"Soil Alternative 4 would contain the contaminated soils with a permeable asphalt/soil 
! • 

. ~ J 

~~'~~:--' '.; ;,i'~·:.<"\;~- .. ; (i' ,,' ·-·o··.~ .. · n':,' ;';-.!~ 

i, Jy.s p~f'1h(;l a.Ha.ch~qwrittenemailcoIT~sPQn~t~l}q~.dC;lted.p:Fehrua;tiY7Q.1Q;·fi;om\:l.{i.na)9bn~on 
:; '. (NA¥,fAG) :to,: ,Matthew. :DeStef~o,{WEM),!') S.tllteS., the .. , fqllow1ng:, {'A,s: ;d;i§cus,se¢ ~his 

q,ft~~nopn,: N'~vy ;qgr:e,~q, to (JrJ4re.s.~,sllPs.ttrfae('h:rPil conta1J1ingti.oncthp{, exc;ewls i~ 509 mg/kg' 
in two locations: B-9 andSB-512. The TPH contamina~ip1J.An..~~Jt(J,~f! (w9jqca.,tions p/1rJ/...b({, 
addressed either by removal, stabilization, or by covering by impermeable surface such as 
,asp]lalt.'!:plyas~; change the Je~t ,il1;Jh~s; pe~tionfl:9m, "permeable ,asphalt/soil, COW~1( ': to 
"removal, stabilization and/or an impermeable ·asphaltcov.er:',~s; p,er'l:gre~d 'lJPQ:q by ·Nina' 
and Matthew on 3 February 2010. " ' '. 

, .' , ,.. . ,,' . - " ' , ' ,. ..,.... .. . ,. st " -, 
'3. Page 10, Summary of Cleanup Alternatives, Soil Alternative 4: 1 bullet. 

'" . _ . _:~ C"i f\ ':. ,: 
"The area north o/Taylor Drive would be covered by geotextile anf£,tw.oje,e-i;dfideq,!l ~oi:l;'! '. 

-. ,.~ -" \. 

Please refer to comment 2 mentioned above. Locations B-9 and SB.;512;,th~tare,:r~ferenced" 
in the email above are both located north of Taylor Drive. Please IIlodiiY"tfl.~ abo~e senten~e . 
and the sentence on page 11, Evaluation of Alternatives, Preferred Alternative for Soil, 1 st 

bullet to reflect the agreement between Nina and Matthew. 
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