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\ '.;, 

1,~ ; Comment: . l'hese ~ommetits arewrittenbC\se,d dnthefdlio'wihg, derivedftom'Partn~rin~Team 
decisions: .,' '" . 

• Sites 9 and 16 will have soils excavated under the CERCLARemediaiprocessd1S QpP9,s,ed .to 
Removal I? roces's ,i, ,based· Ol');'corrent. Ie,vels, exdeedin~rprelimil1a,ry.Rem~dla~i()nJ38iil~ !:(~,RGs) 

,u$edas"soik'screening,levels (55Ls) ,arid '. referenced in preVibtls' rnvestig~ti()r'i~and 'sqoping 
,dOC\ilmeAts;,,';c'ji" / "" ;;" \.",'. ,; .: ,'" ... :."'" ".;" . ' .. ;" :,,';1, 

• EPA has not agreed that the current sampling is sufficienFtoib'Orn'pletel~rclelitieafeSit~S'9'and 16 

soils.. . ...... , ,.' .. ' " . ,"'" .,: .,1". :. ,'.\1 ""<.V(, ... ".",:·,t,, 
;." ,. EPA,has!agreed to'defe/"the delin~ation'pbrtiO'ritofthIS investigation fofSites 9 a),d;;j~~'s:QHs until 

the Site 9, 16, 27, and 55 Remedial Action Work Plan (RAWP), provided, agr~'eMen(dan be 
reached on all issues necessary to produce the Remedial Investigation (RI) Report, Feasibility 
Study (FS), Proposed Plan(PP), andRecordof De,cision{ROD)." ......... ,I" ',," ""\ I' 

• 'The Navy/MeR Dtlasi agrefjd,ltd' $u~~'itas p,a,rt (:>(fHel~nhC3c>:h'!)rlQ!:R~WPf9r SJt~~:ff1'~;,21, and 
;,55, aLplanfor just-in.;.timedenne~tic:)n ~nd ,9o~nrr'h~tiOri; .. ~MipliM~t ,Site~, 9j "ancj ,t6, to be 

,\ conductedj\:lstpri6r'to', auring'and im'mediateIY~fterexqav~tiOI1. ..... ,,' , .... ,. . ... "','i . 
'. ". ., ."~ '. ,.,'~ ....•. ", .• "j":.·"l(,"'~r',~""'.',, >, .'::;""":;"')'" 
, If ,the,. NaVy/MeRD ',do'esthot . agre~ ,that these.~fate,~'ehJs':arE! .a9ClJra!,e, t~E!n .' a,rnajQrit.y :01, .' these 

,;'c~mri1ents';' are' no'IOM'geYaceCirate ·and'wiII'neec;f'. to o,e.' 'revised by ,I;P,A,' .. ' Plea~~, ~n()tify .EPA 
'immediafely if this is tti9' case;'sd'thaN~sdl~tion 'cti~; 6e sbu~hf~n,d ~he~<>n,q1et;l1~ r~df~fte~.·' ',., 

;L. {~i ';"~!.. ~:'!d?-::;~:(j; ;,,~,:;:y"'.1 "";. ' t.'.~ ,.·'o<'c' 

'~eSP6H$e.'Na~Y'a@jiees Wittf8PA'slbUllefitehis,1 ~iid:?j~~o~~~;',:., '" . "';", "1;' 

.' '- ,:. ~ .'.;<; ;;-... ..:: ~i" " :.,. :-'.')"".'.<;, .. ~ tJ~',~s.,r::~;~:.:":~ ... -).:,~.;<,_., .'.-'~'~"l·-~'~:~'·'~~~' _"<,'.'~.: -. ~:~ ~:.,}_, ~;, ~.~, .';" .. ,.'.""., ~. ;,'- ~ , .. ' ~ ;~"'i 
Regarding the third'bullet) 'Navy.iis "nol'com p!etaly '~u'r~' agputl;pA's, ~gr.;3etn~nt~/ir1t~ntiQns,;~xcept 
that in the 25 October2002'r'EWiew'cbtnni~ntslon'\ttle":JQIy'200'2'SI/CS rej:>ort,"fhe EPA concurhild that 
'excavation is likely to be the mosteffective approach,to risk, r~u,ctio~ aod m~n.qgemeoUOr tb'~f;site', 

, an.d iinsfr'ucted' Navy t6procaed WltP!!a' lo¢iJsed~F~a$fbUit~i: st4~Y for Jhi$ p'uhJb~~(;,.r~: 'tbat,~ame 
• docwmerit/tne NaVy'surespohse, to,'I\iui' ~p)\~&rrtm~~t' r~'9~:f~itlg ',icompl~te;<;I~lirie~J.ip~.~:Rr soil 
contam imltion' stcites·thatj'Based bnltfre'$'ril'all si,ze:pf Me 'bombjQeC, sit~s;. the ~Qd'i~ioh~1 'f~lsse~Sment 
activities. shOUld be'" ~ocOmeri~ed' ,ir( '~\:des,i~h,~>~o6'um'~~(' .. ~r Xb:af t,iTe'#i:e' Nayy w(l(plQi?R~e a,n 
appropriate design'documerit, eitffer an' RD' .and' RAWP" or 8,com.binad 8D/RAvVP,;whlch. Will 
complete delineation6f soils'forSites9arid'16:'\1.i '.' ,'I"3":"i" '." ,'. '" . .' 

~"iFor the~f~\llrth!bullet,;!' we .~fe.'awa::~Ofi';th'e;Na"y,,~:,:,~~o~~~~e'ht~~' ,'~~reements 'r;e~'~r,dip~ a 
'recommendation,that"soils l)e"excavafedafUSites 9; fa','and 27 in the SI/C~,',1~ep,ort,j3,i,14,that a 

forthcoming Focused FS will be needed to support a PP(s) and ROD(s) for tHese'sites."'1t logically 
follows that a design document will be necessary prior to excavation. At that time the Navy will 

j propose an appropriate design document and will~ddre,sscomplet~1gelin~atiqn. of, ,~oils:9L$it~.b, 9anq 
; ;16;\'·. Anassumptlbn:ofan 'RAWP :for'Site'55rril:iy be' p~eHlrir~Flry'p!i~rtQ q9mPI~ti9,,~ofthe'inY~$ii,gation 
. described.'in:this'Work' PI~n. Howev~l'tit'd~es'se'em th;~fcift~WPJtdr'site~:~ .a:n~l~jrc::I4~iD~fjf.'st-in-
time'delineation'Wouldb'eappi'bpriate~' .i'"" ,,:,L' "0" ;'::,,' ":", .. '., 

i , .. _ -< :1- , ... ). ~. " 

2,C~m~~nt: The' Title'of;'thedodOmSrit' 'indicatesthis','J~ onlY. fO(Sit~27, l:iowe"~r,.tH~ text 6t the 
document irnpliesthis: is ·alsofor Sites;g;'16; a'rid5S:as)well, tOE! limited degree. If the iHtentlsfor this 
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to cove,r.il1ve,s~i9~tipns. at a!! ,fol:.lr. ~i~e,s" given the,deferraldf Site 9 and 16 :$oils' irwestigation (see 
above) please so,s~ate .and modifyt!1e QocuA'ter:lt title· to reflect 'that 'Clearly. Remove/clarify all 
confusing language and references throl,lg!1ouUheldocUment. 

Response: We don't have opje,qtion tOJ~h~nglng'theldooumenttitle and making this an RIWP for all 
four sites. We're just not su~e~~ati~. appropriate),in'Jight,ofEPAand Navy's previous concurrence 
that no groundwater contamination was detected at Sites 9 and 16 (based on SI/CS testing). 
Therefore, it doesn't seem that an RI would be required for these sites for groundwater, although this 
investigation could certainly lead back to them. The Site 55 PA does recomm~nd an RI, so at least 
Site 55 could be worked into the title, as well as Site 9 and 16 forsoils,i iiii' order tbdocument the 
agreement to defer complete delineation of soils at these sites until the pOint at which a design 

. ,do(:LII:nent can pe, d,evelppedt9€iddres~ ,this. Navy isamenqble to' hearing speOific recom'iiTlendations 
. from EPA. .. '. 

c3~ " :c~hiltu!nt:j'T",",is.. wo~k·. is~ei~gpl~D~ed:for' uQde~ the. Comprehensive, £iEnvironrllentaIResponse, 
, , ComR~n~~ti,6,6,,~n~ Liq~ilitYA~t(P~,F;lc'LA). "r,emedial",aotion proce,ssand document requirements. 

The 'CERCLA "removal" process is different. In order to avoid confusion, please'refer.tcfsoil actions 
Ji"~ 7e,~pflvations"Jathw tha~ ,~~~ovals.: ;' :,.~" ' i . '. 

We ,will searc;:!1. the. dOGument •. anet replaGe, 'reI'J1QVal.(s): with, 'excavation' where 
\ ~. -,. , . , , .: ,..: -. - ( -. ."- ~ , . .' '" -

'_[ ".'_ , .} " t'·' ~ \ . "i~' 

4. Comment:, The Equiprt;lent :~'ara~e;.O~~~c;$it~ 21. R~~eQi~I.I~Y~~ti~ation 'Work Plan', Revision 0 
c1ate~ F€)~i"u;~:ry2.997 :'(Rl.~ptk PJary »),n~,iF~1~~, tl)at ~utfj~i~O,til1forITlCitiQ[)existsJo support aUremoval" 
action at'Site 9 .:... Paint WasteS,tqmge,Ar~fl99cl.'&tt~ J,~.,.g~s,ticiqe ,Rin.~p~eDi!?posaIArea. It was 
not clearly indicated in the AI WOlkPliul hbw the proposed real-time excavation action will be 

. co.ndy,~t,ed.wit~in th,Ef; c9n~;ext ?f t~e}e,m~Ri~Ca,cti0.n." A~qitipn~I'y" ,the~ge, otthe S911 d~ta( c?"ected in 
;,", •. 19~~1~~n~,J ,~~9) ~I.ongi W)!~ me, )!T;lt~e; sy,tE1: 9fan~l¥sl,s"perf9rr:l;l.~q.· for,:\t~ree 9f. tbe,sr~ sorl sam pies 

'collecl~g:a~ tne~rt,es 1~!1c::1~ 911.~.n,cer~~lmy tpi\I'),e qualr,tyoq~esoILdata,)Tl)e current $011 ,data ,sets for 
Sites9and'\f6 do not meet thedata'requirements necessary to support an excavation action in the 
CERCLA remedial program or th~/e,moMfiL prpgr:am: .. ",pl:l.ta',.,Ql,!aliW' OOje,ctives(DQ§>s)"andfinal 
Remedial Action Objectives (RAOs) will need to be defined and a sampling and analysis plan (SAP) 
will neeq tb. b~. ~te"elppecl to fill, the, datar.wed~. to, f~RiJitqte:qn.,e~cay~~ip.nl ,eVen if it. is to be:deferred 

. ur1tilsubhiittal(jfthe'RAWP:, Revise the ,RlWork plein to,addr.e~sJheseissues:, " ' 
:~, .: ~~fi'~}""'-.,'~.;·~;·': !-;('!. ":-'_ .. -, "",- ','_;, .... '~:~: c~'·~·<':;;.'·~;'~r:-·'-':~···<';'_'l:'-'~i'.';~';'.;:!' ',' ':~t;-'~;'~ '-'~ :"1 i' .. : •. :':.,'~ 

R,e~p~q~e: .!h~, ~xcavatiq.n af;~it~ ~! fhd i $iie; WtqIl9WS}.EI?,~A~sagre,e[T1,ent qnATOfor: the July, ,2002 
'·~I/e~'~~m>rt., rM'dqc~mer:1t/~gqr;nlTJrn,Q~· ,e~P9yation,,~nR' di$PQs~':for sojJs at, these ,sites'; For 
, clarificmiOri,'l~~: ,res~mM~nd~d,e~~a~~ti<?n,w.i,1 bet;w?ndiy~t~cl yi;;tiii ~E,;RC~A remedial aotion, as 

op'pose.a,t0.rerT1'5lVal,~,Cftipn" F"ur:t,h~rmor!r,in,!tbi~t,s~(1]~:,$I/C;:S.r~port, th~ Navy's response1to an ,EPA 
CbrhrrH~h(r~~ardirg '.(:prnpl~te. d~liri,eatioPi(,lt ,soil 90r:lt~m,inatioJ(states; that,'(3.ased.on the, small size of 
the 'combined s'ites; the 'additional assessment iiilq~iyiJie$:p,hould b~ d'oG.!,Jmented in;,a,design 
document.' At that time the Navy will propose an appropriate deSign document, either an RD and 
RAWP,or a.combined RPIRAV,VP,which wil~,com..ple~e d~lin~ation ofsqilsforSites9and16, and will 
irid~d,~"bq(j$Jor the. R1Qs, and an', sAg,: . ·f;.s ~llNays/ ti(niogfor, this tYPeofaptht,ityAsdependent on 
Civall~pility'qft4\9~$· ." """,.'!'" 
'.,,:/"< " 

... . ... ' ..... ':" ",' ',' i 1' ... '. 
"".";" .,,',,\.~.', ", d ... ;'; .... ' .. : ', ...•.. ," " .••• ,',. ';< ',,. . .. .;. ;.;.,,'U •.•. .' ;',,; ,',", :".""" ," ' ... ' ! 

5.Co'ffimerit:"'The RI Work Pia"'. do~s ,iot; contain a.oonceptual site mQde.I.(GSM) ,that. adequately 
) ". ',' _, J' I '.- r'~' "". :"'. '. . .-. " " h -·1 , _ \ Y >." , , i.' -.<' ;:, : .- " ~ , .-' ,,, '''.< .,.' > ", - ,- , 
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EquipnienfParadEf Deck 'site. The CSM should be the b9~.is\AQrseleQtingsamplelocations,and 
should drive the DQOs for the investigation. Revise the RI Work Plan to present a CSM which 
describes, in both narrative and graphical form, the anticipated/known ;sources of contamination, 

. r~lecl~~ ~~chCir,i~m~" cont~~in~ml11igrati~?;pathway§jJE1ce.pt~rs .andp0int~. :of e~p?suref()r.the:~ite 
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) ". ',' _, J' I '.- r'~' "". :"'. '. . .-. " " h -·1 , _ \ Y >." , , i.' -.<' ;:, : .- " ~ , .-' ,,, '''.< .,.' > ", - ,- , 

descriDesm,epori~ept\Ja,1' J.Jqgersta~diQg, i?f the~nvjr,Rnm ,entCi,1 ,';ClOd 9Qntam inant conditions at the 
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. r~lecl~~ ~~chCir,i~m~" cont~~in~ml11igrati~?;pathway§jJE1ce.pt~rs .andp0int~. :of e~p?suref()r.the:~ite 
tottie ,d~gree ,POssl.Q)e at tlil,~)"Tle\ Adclrtlonallyy tbe~SM.\NrU Irkely'neeq,mod!fYlrng after thedrrst 

\ 



round:.Qf ,temporary we,lls,and'sampling"h':l order to suppbrtselectiofi of lot:ations'f6rperrnanent 
monitorfng wells. '" . 

r 
. . .. I 

,Response: The,.s,Qurc.,e(s); extent, an:dmagnitude 10f;contsmihation"are'currentlyhotRrioWIi, and 
,th~refor~! prQdLJ9tion of ~: meani.ngful CSMis ·n.ot'possible; ," Navy agrees1to 'provide a CSMaJ~~r the 
xqun,d,Qf)~rrU)Q.r~rY.well Iflst~lIatlonsand!samphng; ; . ," ,( ". " ,,' 

u. . ' ~ 

1. 
" : ; -, -l :. < ~ ;-" 

TtJ~:l?eG9n(;Lp~r~grc!phdn<Sectiont~~,1,(Page 1~2) oLthEf taIVVorkPlaniindicatesthah:is's result of 
,Rr~vious.· inve~t,ig~ti.Qns;tat Jb.es~:hsitesr ,severaf;objective'S'have, been developed"'tb 'suppOrt the 
,Xemedia!inv,estigatio!1.(RI)'snda ,'~remo~al" ;~ction, 'Since!the details"'ofthe "removal" 'actior! Were not 

,! ;discu§se(:I{i~ me,FRI, Wor.~, Plan,:,:iUs~assumed!;.thatit willb'e aadressed' iflthe' R'AWP'for'thesr sites 
(refer to General Comment No. t for additional discussion). Please change ".'removaW to "excavation". 

'i-,',' 

;,:.' -.> <,.,' _ ~ , i. ,~~,." i 

, ,c,,<J'h~ ,extenh.of ,gro.l;tn,9wate,r;,contar:nir,latioAJon Site';27'frcom;;'$ite'55 ''G0Csantl i plUme'mllst be 
'. : ,·;;,deterrni'le<;j.;" M.o9if1{;,thEbfirst ,bulletdoaad':";: 27j!l::after 9;'lt 'needs' to'be'det~rmlned"w~etner any 
, .• ' ~ " r:~le~"s~l:i"at . $it~i2l h~ve,)m pactedgroundwater,(see:1'W -'41Sahd: 1VV42Pifi 'Table 'a::1l ;'~ Modify the 

;, si~q~n.a I?,u,"~tt@, a~cJ ";~Ii1,d/c;>r;,Site '2'7tafter;lSite 't6':andada'\:antPif. SO; t~',w~at' extetit'; ,":After this 
bullet, add another bullet that states, "Determinethersources of·grounawater'c'onta.miriatidri 'a.t'any/all 
of these sites." As a last bullet, add a note that determining the extent of soil contamiQatlon 
a~soG,i~le9w.ithr$,ite,s:9,aOd ;J6'·Wjlkb.e·;def,erre'duhtilthe" RAWPfor 'these sites;' Use langUage'r's,fm ilar 

",to;thi:itin thejt~ird,b.l!,I'letQf G,eneraIComment#1;a:bove. ~(., "'';'''Y' " :\"" 
t· .-, ~<.'i:~. i, ........... ,' ~{. I," ''f<:, :::, , . :1': ;:,~ 

:',L)' .. -' " -j~}j~'. 1 <::~ .. 
Response: We will make the revisions as,describedbY'EPA. 

3. Comment: Section 2.1, D~s~r;i,Btiol1,and. Histoliwpage,2, .. t,Site'27 

';tJ}let~>,(t,,;in • th~ ,Jlrstpaf(lgr,aph:, in,SectiolJ 2,,1; ,(Rage ,2..:1') indicates 'the .. Iocational the'forfn¢rpCB 
, " ,';traQs,(9rrr:t~r; ,s~orag~.·.area;" : .• However ,1.cEPAI, understood;tMat . the 'exabt,16catioh .' is "uhk'MoW'ri:' :Please 

'r~vi,~e,J~e ne,xt t,Q,last. ,sentence to,read as fO"dws\'~Additionally,:;tfansformets cO!')tainlrig'PCB oils 
·wer:~r ~tqred.in ,i:iPPJQ:x:imately the,narrthe'estern,portiori!of?the EquipmentoParade'Deck/'how~ver, the 
exact location is not known.";! .,,. , 

4. 
:.~_ fl'-' 

_. ~ , ~ y L ~,-.-' --:t: , :' ~ ~ .-~~;\: < ,_ _, _ : .' . ',_ _' _ _ r' 
TheA~xti!1 Jhe,s~coJ1q par~graph .inSectI6ni2,.1'\(page2.;1) <indicatefs. that',iri 1984t6iihCh~SQf soil 

,. '. " w~re, ,. remov~d , a~:,Site: <9,;,; ~he. Former·, Paint 'Waste' ;Storage; }\rea, ahd:the"area'was i§ubsequently 
. coy,~r~~ ""lt~ fl C9IlC~e~ei Q&!3:: i ; lhetext,doesnoti clearly' indicate 'if the purpose bf fhe'corici'et~cap 
~a~ . .Jp; .Iir:n if.: ie)(PQ~\.lre.jo !contam~nated . ~QiI (be; i, ;~emain!ng: contaminati~n: gre~fet . thEin, ,i.~du~trial 
screening levels), to prevent erosion of the remaining sOil or to prevent mflltratlon of ralnfart .. For 
clarity and completeness, revise the RI Work Plan to address this issue. Also, add a 

round:.Qf ,temporary we,lls,and'sampling"h':l order to suppbrtselectiofi of lot:ations'f6rperrnanent 
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r 
. . .. I 
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i ,di~<::uss.ipn!de~9ription oLpipes and. drains in the Site area which ,may have cohtributed'to Site 55 
groundwater contam ination. . 

I 

Response:. ,Thefoll()Wing wilhbe ad.ded '.as' tex,t to the end' of the', paragraph: '~It:is~'dot{known 
,', ::ipecifjcally whaUhe,tnteqt, wa~ .ofthe1984·concrete ciip alfhough'lt is specUlated thafthEf concrete 

was installed to improve the site's functionality as,astbragearea:~(e.g'.providing"aharcrsunace for 
access by material handling equipment, forklifts; pallet jacks, etc.) rather than achieving some 
remedial objective. However, Section 6.2.3 of the the SI/C$.Reportstates that 'Based ona reviewof 
past publications, they concluded that prior remediation at Site g"aaaqu8tefy':addrassed Site 
concerns ... " 

Also, a new figure, Figure 2-2a, will be:;develop(jId, ,whiqb~.'willJ:)~;"a;utilit5(1nap.o~etla:~ ()texistit'9 Figure 
2-2. In addition, sewers, pipes, and 'drains across the entire Site 9,16, 27 and 55 Areas, will be 

':.' rmlpp,e~ qyr!ng Jhe ,,R I ,field, 'ev,er',t"and' desctibed in ;the summary rof the, temporatyWeWsamples. The 
,origiXW,1 re,IEla,~e$· may have originate,ddrar;nuridergmund, 'contJUits', however , ,;th ere , are' 'no 'ongoing 

, ., rel~Cj.~(jI~ an~;, tbe pIUme'hCl,s;app,CI,rently:m igrated;signlficantly{frori1an~lsuch'Sfal1ih'g 'poinf"Bas'ed on 
, . '.' th~:3;S~~JloV\{ u~it~, grpundwater, the Navy"concurs: that,;mapping the undl3rgr6urH:iutilities';isvital to 

;CQa.ff3.,oterizing,the$ite.,,· ",' ;. ,!';ii i',' .;; ." i, J,' 't ; I 

5. Comment: Sectlon2:1di)escrlptlon,and,Hlstopij'Pagei2 .. trSite;16; " 1;,,' 

The third paragraph in Section 2.1 (Page 2-1) discusses Site 16, the Former Pesticide FI,insCite 
Disposal Area, and provides an estim'Clte::Qn;th,~, '~~liIt(:)x[iJ:i:atQ;; am CiunLofipesticide tinsafe'tHat was 
disposed of at the site. The text in this section does not clearly indicate if the rinsate solution 
or"gin.ijlt,ip9 frQ,mth~p~st Qontr,Olspray~containers. andlequipment'consiste~ 'ahIY)~f'w~ter,or 'so!utions 
o,f lsol)(,en1~: Anq/(\)r'9tl;l~r~VQlatiles.(e.g;,;petroleum' Hydrooarbons)!' .Addition~IIY;' the' liquid 'material 

';'." y~~!;1in ~Qe,p~stic;:ideforml!latior:Hs..not<1liScussed"Revisethis section"of/tlie RfW6rkPIantoaddress 
H1es,e iS~!Jes. A,ISQ,; aqq,/:1, qjsc!.l~sionldescriptionof pipesaii'(j,drainslnthe Site area which'rl1~~; have 

'" qontrib,LJ,ted to ,Site 55 gr,ol,,In,dwatercontam ination.' ,"'i' .. '. L' . " 

"'-: 
"~"'<;-·-i~f; f" ';,,', ~'\";~' l"'_ .. ,..,., 

.' ,Re.sponse:, ]"he ril1sa,te,:e~tilJlateda.ta, wa,siqopied,from·,thetluIYJ2d02SI/CS r~Pbrt a:n9 'Was Dased on 
ttie' best and most complete information ,available atdhattimeF', ,An objective 'of . the' RI' vilil ,be an 
attempt to clarify our understanding of the operations and waste disposal practices that occurred on-
site. No new information or details haVebee'n identified..; """JY\' '>:, ,'~, 

6. Comment: Section 2.1, De.s~riptl()nandHlstor¥r:page'2~2~;Site5.5; ... ! ,.' " 

Tne,f,irst Paragraph on Page 2·2 refererncesbuilqings 40t:arid 405;, 'ItshblJldalso' refereHce::blJilding 
,~52 t() .. ,the ., n()rth andth.ec;:onc;:rete pads < ta· the"southeast, For each' of'thesEf buildin~sJlbca'tions, 

. please cle$orit;le. tlwir,historical.'activities"as welLas assOCiated spills'or'relea~es.:·Be sU'~e~toiticlude 
. any rQ,ra,ins, Qr pip~$ ~hiqh.cQyld,be potential, preferential ,pathways for' 'site ~cbritamin8nts;Revise the 

Ri Work Plan to address this issue. . . . , 

Response: The following paragraph WillbeJootriotedtothe<first paragr'aphOh Page 2;2 and ,', 
additional text will be added to the paragraph: 

Detailed historical building us;e Jil~tajs~nat~nbwn:to.exi$t .. ' MCBJ:l),; tepbrts tl'latBldg .401 is' a:,;, .. 
RCRAlTSCAlFIFRA compliant pest control facility that was constructed in the early 90s and that Bldg 
405,Jsq small: w~rehoU$e that h.as been .. usedQy)3r'd· Ba:ttalion'; and M6GS 0v.~rthep'ast 1 o years or \ 
.~g.~,;,$4iIQing tl62 (apprQximately200 lElet· tathe:mdrth)ihas housed adm inlstraiiva' fun'ctions'foratleast 

'., th~\P~$t90ye~rs!witllnQ pesticide:handlihg' 8Gtlvityknowh at any time;' No records haVetJeeri 
,loGated,i!), dat~,.hQwever, rel:iearch for :records <;ind\ane;cdotal' histbrywilFcontitiue andbe r~ported in 
.... th~!~I", ,',. ,...../,., ... ' ii ' ,:. '" .... 1. . ,.... '.;' "''''':'':,:' 

i ,di~<::uss.ipn!de~9ription oLpipes and. drains in the Site area which ,may have cohtributed'to Site 55 
groundwater contam ination. . 
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405,Jsq small: w~rehoU$e that h.as been .. usedQy)3r'd· Ba:ttalion'; and M6GS 0v.~rthep'ast 1 o years or \ 
.~g.~,;,$4iIQing tl62 (apprQximately200 lElet· tathe:mdrth)ihas housed adm inlstraiiva' fun'ctions'foratleast 

'., th~\P~$t90ye~rs!witllnQ pesticide:handlihg' 8Gtlvityknowh at any time;' No records haVetJeeri 
,loGated,i!), dat~,.hQwever, rel:iearch for :records <;ind\ane;cdotal' histbrywilFcontitiue andbe r~ported in 
.... th~!~I", ,',. ,...../,., ... ' ii ' ,:. '" .... 1. . ,.... '.;' "''''':'':,:' 



"" In,~ddition, anewfigure,Figure2.2a,wiIH)edeveloped whichwill be a~tility map overlay of eXisting 
\ Figure 2,2. ' ' i,' "" ,,' 

" A new section 4.11 (Miscellaneous) will be inserted in the work plan with the following requirement: 
'Manholes, and. patch ,baSins will be inspected (WithOut eMtry) "for'standihi;fwater and str'ubturallfltegrity 

during the first field event. Ir'Hiddition, 'as'·available, arrecd6talhisforybhirea stnJdureswiII be 
assembled. 

, .... , 
", . .'" 

7. Comment: Section 2.1. Description and History. Page 2-2. Site 55 

'S~ction' 2.1 descri'~~s'th~' former PCB transformer storage area to be loc~t~d in the' nOrtheast ~i6rtion 
of Site 27, the Equipment Parade Deck. However, according to Figure 2-2, the area investigated is 
not fully in the northeast corner of the parade deck. Please explCiin. 

Response: The original discussion of the PCB transformer storage area suspected location and 
1$99 .:~am~ling~'\o\'as previded"in' tM<July,200aSI/CS ,Report,;' The 'lomHianis 'based 'drFanEkdotal 
ir;Jforma,tion;an,d,:,s,am piing ;was', b'iased(~toward" ,areas 'ofc'stainirig ~ahd\"cracking in Me asphalt. The 

<:descCiptiQIlwJllbe.;:corr.ected te referJo the' norther.n portionoffhesite( \ 1" ,:,';;' i I 

< l.: . l: ,:'.' '"" , ,:; ~ ~ ;', ..... , ~ ': ' " :. "\ r j . -. ' - 'r.'. ;,. . .'" 

"i" '. 

" Section:2,.Z.10iscussesthe soiitsamplingresults from ttle formertransforilier 'stbtag'e 'are'a b(Site 27. 
,\~Soil;sampJingresults, indicated'; thabthe, ,transform er'storage-area "has,' not "iitfpaeteCl theisoil with 
• ", polyoh lor,inJJ,ted'biphel')yls '( POBs):~~ ,,' Hewever ,cencentl"atlons of: \iOiatile'drgi,ln ie 'com P9~rid.$' ,(\f()Cs), 
. sem i"v<Jlatile'.organ ic.compounds.{SV@0s)" pestitides . and· metals were, ,greatertha'n" hurilarfhealth 
and ecological screening criteria!,'Additionally;;larsenic'leV€ils In Orie'soil sample exceeded the'Region 
9 industrial use Preliminary Remediation Goal (PRG). An unknown amount of hazardous materials 

)()were,rhandled a,t Site ,27· which ,may ihcludei'waste:;petr()leurtii'prddUdtsandm~tals,Jan(f'tlleexact 
,locatiQn,,'Qf"lthePCB transformer storage area Is: norknowhf' TheiRIWorkPlan 'iridlcate~ that the 
\(ertiC<;IJ ,and h,Qri~ontalr,extent of sbilcontarninationalSite27, EqUipment 'P~r~de':deck,'wi" be-­

.' qeterm ine~. However) it~ is'notclearly indicatediftlile rettrainin~r·H "aCre' area i of Sife,'2't has already 
. J'een,:, investigated;;nor, are' there!' ahy,/soil; ,samples proposed ,for :ithEf' 're'mainirWl; 8,ifer 27 ,area. 
tTt;l,erefpre"it i.slnoh~n0Wltif it,hasipreviously oeeh, determined, t(:rat"the"i"emaining"areaS'~dO'not to 
'" require additional investigation. Revise the RI Work Plan to addi"es'sthis 'iss'ue: ;Therequih~d\Changes 
may be wide-spread throughout this document. ' 

/ 

"" In,~ddition, anewfigure,Figure2.2a,wiIH)edeveloped whichwill be a~tility map overlay of eXisting 
\ Figure 2,2. ' ' i,' "" ,,' 

" A new section 4.11 (Miscellaneous) will be inserted in the work plan with the following requirement: 
'Manholes, and. patch ,baSins will be inspected (WithOut eMtry) "for'standihi;fwater and str'ubturallfltegrity 

during the first field event. Ir'Hiddition, 'as'·available, arrecd6talhisforybhirea stnJdureswiII be 
assembled. 

, .... , 
", . .'" 

7. Comment: Section 2.1. Description and History. Page 2-2. Site 55 

'S~ction' 2.1 descri'~~s'th~' former PCB transformer storage area to be loc~t~d in the' nOrtheast ~i6rtion 
of Site 27, the Equipment Parade Deck. However, according to Figure 2-2, the area investigated is 
not fully in the northeast corner of the parade deck. Please explCiin. 

Response: The original discussion of the PCB transformer storage area suspected location and 
1$99 .:~am~ling~'\o\'as previded"in' tM<July,200aSI/CS ,Report,;' The 'lomHianis 'based 'drFanEkdotal 
ir;Jforma,tion;an,d,:,s,am piing ;was', b'iased(~toward" ,areas 'ofc'stainirig ~ahd\"cracking in Me asphalt. The 

<:descCiptiQIlwJllbe.;:corr.ected te referJo the' norther.n portionoffhesite( \ 1" ,:,';;' i I 

< l.: . l: ,:'.' '"" , ,:; ~ ~ ;', ..... , ~ ': ' " :. "\ r j . -. ' - 'r.'. ;,. . .'" 

"i" '. 

" Section:2,.Z.10iscussesthe soiitsamplingresults from ttle formertransforilier 'stbtag'e 'are'a b(Site 27. 
,\~Soil;sampJingresults, indicated'; thabthe, ,transform er'storage-area "has,' not "iitfpaeteCl theisoil with 
• ", polyoh lor,inJJ,ted'biphel')yls '( POBs):~~ ,,' Hewever ,cencentl"atlons of: \iOiatile'drgi,ln ie 'com P9~rid.$' ,(\f()Cs), 
. sem i"v<Jlatile'.organ ic.compounds.{SV@0s)" pestitides . and· metals were, ,greatertha'n" hurilarfhealth 
and ecological screening criteria!,'Additionally;;larsenic'leV€ils In Orie'soil sample exceeded the'Region 
9 industrial use Preliminary Remediation Goal (PRG). An unknown amount of hazardous materials 

)()were,rhandled a,t Site ,27· which ,may ihcludei'waste:;petr()leurtii'prddUdtsandm~tals,Jan(f'tlleexact 
,locatiQn,,'Qf"lthePCB transformer storage area Is: norknowhf' TheiRIWorkPlan 'iridlcate~ that the 
\(ertiC<;IJ ,and h,Qri~ontalr,extent of sbilcontarninationalSite27, EqUipment 'P~r~de':deck,'wi" be-­

.' qeterm ine~. However) it~ is'notclearly indicatediftlile rettrainin~r·H "aCre' area i of Sife,'2't has already 
. J'een,:, investigated;;nor, are' there!' ahy,/soil; ,samples proposed ,for :ithEf' 're'mainirWl; 8,ifer 27 ,area. 
tTt;l,erefpre"it i.slnoh~n0Wltif it,hasipreviously oeeh, determined, t(:rat"the"i"emaining"areaS'~dO'not to 
'" require additional investigation. Revise the RI Work Plan to addi"es'sthis 'iss'ue: ;Therequih~d\Changes 
may be wide-spread throughout this document. ' 

/ 



,AJ$o revi$e)h~lfir~t s,~.ntepce of. tb~s,ecQnq:paragraphof Section 2.2.1 to add'/in the limited area 
sampled" to the end of the sentence. Also, in the middle of'the second paragraph "4,4''-00E is 
duplicated. Should one of them be ''~OD''? 

,,'~<:' " " ! i~'; ': I';· - <,\1.' <-# ':rf~ 

.' Resaonse: ;!h~ NtivytfVI~Rp'I;1~s.;~gr~,edto ,additional sampling along the ;downgradientsidesof the 
parkingJptat,Site.27; in ~G:qO.rclaI')9~,with;t/'l~Hevi§edDraftFinal RIWP. ". ,'< "'" ,,' '''i' '.",. 

',,-" 

The ·first sentence of Section 2.2.1 will be revised as suggested. In the second paragraph, the text 
was copied from the SI/CS' report, but it does appear that one '~OE' should in fact be 'ODD'. The 
change will be made here. ,,' " , 

,-'; : 

". ;', . .i, i. ), . 1.. ,". ~J : < ~;; i..' [it - t. 
: !; 

l,'he thirdparag,r~ph: in §ec,ti,on,g.~i2"s,e:c;:~nd ,sentenGe; ,indicatesgrout'ldwater samples collected at 
$jt~, 9, Pajl)tW~$t~ $~Qrage·;Arei;l, ,were ,analyz:ed~ for VQCs:and' inQrganic' constituents, (fractions that 
are 'a,ssqciated.:'Iol,ith"li~aiIjlHype! .• wastes)\" .TheAext does' not clarifY'iNlrlioh iinorgahicfraotions' ,were 
analyzed. Additionally, Appendix AA, Soil and Groundwater Figure for Sites 9 and 16, Table 6-1, 
$~mm~ry Qf)Gr()lmqw,ater,~l::u:Tlpl~sColleGted;Site.9 4,.' Paint WasteStorag'e 'Area; indicatesttle two 
$ite,~grqJ.J!1d~(lt~n· s~.mlJleSI;Vl(ere ElnalViIeQ dor; ,target.compolJnd. 'list (TCL~ : VCDCs;itarget ahalyte list 
(TAPirn.e~als((tPt~l) anp ,. cy~,njdl=ki.jQne:;of" the :JWo>grdl:lnd~ater\ sam plesdnchlde~:additional :tin and 
App~ndix I?<. YQG.r~nalys~~k lofor, Q,Ii3.r,iWjrreYise:'!SectiQnA!;~t2toa'ddressthe·' 'discrepancy'; in the 
rePQrted, 1~P.pr~toj!y"an!illys,e~,Qf Site;~'ground\IVater;sall.1ples'.i " '.; > ,,:;, '; • "::'. ' 

:;1-'/ :';'~ .-"';:'>~';-::::., 'i:,i~:"L"';"':'il.: .. i·~';i· .: 'k'; .;- .' ;<~ ?" ~:. ,'- -~. ',"; ;'. .~~;~,-\ ,~"j _ ~r.'~;~: :~""< ,~,.i:'. -.:.-,.-. 

Response: The Work Plan Section 2.2.2 text was copied from the SI/G;S report.l \ HbweVer, the 
second sentence in the secong paragraph of Section 2.2.2 will now be updated as follows:. The 
groundwater samples were analyzed for target conIPQ.I::!r:!,C!I:'li,§t(TG~)"VO(;;,$,,:,targ~tanaJyte"list"(t AI1), 
metals (total) and cyanide. One of the two groundwater samples included additional tin and Appendix 

,Ix, VQC ~nalysE1s" :".. .t.' ' (i " ,;,"'-' ,,<'. ' . 
, , f.' ~. . . 

,1" 

11. Comment: Section 2.2.2. Site 9. Page 2-3 
t" .,l ,' .. - ,or;,; '" ""i,; '~r-~,' ,:.'\}", .. :Oi ,:, ~'.J .:>~~t) :-, I 

.,'" I»f;\ ' !, ~ "oj ._., 1'~::". ,. . . _ _ . :.',,' . 

;, TheJe~l in tbe third Pl3,.ragraph in SeQJior:r 2;2.2:djscus$es:that,gtoLindwateranalyti~al"reslilts 'ihdicated 
. . pa~1; R~iQ~stQrag~:,a,Ctivitie~'~Sld ,.!10Um PClcted@rounCilwatetat ;Site 9;' As,:suCh:pg):oul1dw~ter WaS not 

recommended for further inv.~stigatiolJ ;aJSite ,9.': It! is; not clearwltly the. Site 9"s'Litfaoe)sbil samples 
were analyzed for SVOC constituents, but the groundwater samples were not. The text in the first 
paragraph on Page 2-4 discusses the analytical soil results and indicates that. except for minor 
exceedances of the SVOC benzo(a)pyrene and :t~,~iR9(9i(r:ii.Q~"~r~~i!iie .. 'c;lod 'le'aGll,:aIPGletecte'd 
concentrations were less than the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 9 
tl'1pustrial us~ ~9!I:R~~~iIdOwev~ri'iSite ;9· groundwatetrsamples were'nOF·sUbmitted:;forSVOC 
a!?ElJYs!s\ J~e; ~PHrc~,,9f; the b~.nzp(a)pyr~ne:~exceedances: in:sbilUs :notknoWn. It is alsO'hotknown 
'wh,eth~r;H~~t,.plilin!i;:;t()rageactiYiti~s·in~Qlved··materials:Gonsistihg,of .. DEmzo(a)pyr$r1e(e.g. i ,waste'oils, 
d)es~I).: .J;levise.the AI WQrkF;?lan ,to; discus.s.the,: c;lQequa6yq>f, .thecharacterita,tion:bf:grouridwater 

, cgntam i.l1C!-tionir. no;,groundWc;l,ter svoe analytical data are 'available. . ..•. 

. "Respon~~~:A(lclitiofla!,grOu~qw~ter chc;lract~~j~,aii~n i~ ~~in~\~on~~~tedat Sit~ 9 ,an~i'1;6S~herefore, 
.' que!3tioq~,aq~>lI,t:\~,~E1I ~dequacy ;(?f previQ\J$.groundwater sal:Tlpling ;may be irrelev2frilt.; HoweVer, ~Iease 
n<?teJbat)h~tJ99~ ;s~mp!ingwascQI"!!!Iucted {olioWing'an EPA;;approvedLworKplan, ;ahGlthe results 
were, prp\(idep,)!1!he,qI/CS:.repor;t.EPA~s, 25:,October,,2002oommentspecifically,:dn. Site 9 (and 16) 

.' was th~t:~ fQ.QIJl\leQ feaSibility;:Stpdy,prQPos.eq;;Rlar'lj!'and,.HOI:D,'are now requirediin ordEwto 'support 
. clos!:lre, Qt, this, unit'.IfIhich;wol:lld ,indic(lte· to Navy, thatr at ,that'tinie~ EEPksupported the iadeqi:lacy of 

: ... the. ch~rameri~ati9n()fgroundwatercontarn jnation.' 
. ; Jf,>~ " 

,AJ$o revi$e)h~lfir~t s,~.ntepce of. tb~s,ecQnq:paragraphof Section 2.2.1 to add'/in the limited area 
sampled" to the end of the sentence. Also, in the middle of'the second paragraph "4,4''-00E is 
duplicated. Should one of them be ''~OD''? 

,,'~<:' " " ! i~'; ': I';· - <,\1.' <-# ':rf~ 

.' Resaonse: ;!h~ NtivytfVI~Rp'I;1~s.;~gr~,edto ,additional sampling along the ;downgradientsidesof the 
parkingJptat,Site.27; in ~G:qO.rclaI')9~,with;t/'l~Hevi§edDraftFinal RIWP. ". ,'< "'" ,,' '''i' '.",. 

',,-" 

The ·first sentence of Section 2.2.1 will be revised as suggested. In the second paragraph, the text 
was copied from the SI/CS' report, but it does appear that one '~OE' should in fact be 'ODD'. The 
change will be made here. ,,' " , 

,-'; : 

". ;', . .i, i. ), . 1.. ,". ~J : < ~;; i..' [it - t. 
: !; 

l,'he thirdparag,r~ph: in §ec,ti,on,g.~i2"s,e:c;:~nd ,sentenGe; ,indicatesgrout'ldwater samples collected at 
$jt~, 9, Pajl)tW~$t~ $~Qrage·;Arei;l, ,were ,analyz:ed~ for VQCs:and' inQrganic' constituents, (fractions that 
are 'a,ssqciated.:'Iol,ith"li~aiIjlHype! .• wastes)\" .TheAext does' not clarifY'iNlrlioh iinorgahicfraotions' ,were 
analyzed. Additionally, Appendix AA, Soil and Groundwater Figure for Sites 9 and 16, Table 6-1, 
$~mm~ry Qf)Gr()lmqw,ater,~l::u:Tlpl~sColleGted;Site.9 4,.' Paint WasteStorag'e 'Area; indicatesttle two 
$ite,~grqJ.J!1d~(lt~n· s~.mlJleSI;Vl(ere ElnalViIeQ dor; ,target.compolJnd. 'list (TCL~ : VCDCs;itarget ahalyte list 
(TAPirn.e~als((tPt~l) anp ,. cy~,njdl=ki.jQne:;of" the :JWo>grdl:lnd~ater\ sam plesdnchlde~:additional :tin and 
App~ndix I?<. YQG.r~nalys~~k lofor, Q,Ii3.r,iWjrreYise:'!SectiQnA!;~t2toa'ddressthe·' 'discrepancy'; in the 
rePQrted, 1~P.pr~toj!y"an!illys,e~,Qf Site;~'ground\IVater;sall.1ples'.i " '.; > ,,:;, '; • "::'. ' 

:;1-'/ :';'~ .-"';:'>~';-::::., 'i:,i~:"L"';"':'il.: .. i·~';i· .: 'k'; .;- .' ;<~ ?" ~:. ,'- -~. ',"; ;'. .~~;~,-\ ,~"j _ ~r.'~;~: :~""< ,~,.i:'. -.:.-,.-. 

Response: The Work Plan Section 2.2.2 text was copied from the SI/G;S report.l \ HbweVer, the 
second sentence in the secong paragraph of Section 2.2.2 will now be updated as follows:. The 
groundwater samples were analyzed for target conIPQ.I::!r:!,C!I:'li,§t(TG~)"VO(;;,$,,:,targ~tanaJyte"list"(t AI1), 
metals (total) and cyanide. One of the two groundwater samples included additional tin and Appendix 

,Ix, VQC ~nalysE1s" :".. .t.' ' (i " ,;,"'-' ,,<'. ' . 
, , f.' ~. . . 

,1" 
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t" .,l ,' .. - ,or;,; '" ""i,; '~r-~,' ,:.'\}", .. :Oi ,:, ~'.J .:>~~t) :-, I 

.,'" I»f;\ ' !, ~ "oj ._., 1'~::". ,. . . _ _ . :.',,' . 
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. . pa~1; R~iQ~stQrag~:,a,Ctivitie~'~Sld ,.!10Um PClcted@rounCilwatetat ;Site 9;' As,:suCh:pg):oul1dw~ter WaS not 

recommended for further inv.~stigatiolJ ;aJSite ,9.': It! is; not clearwltly the. Site 9"s'Litfaoe)sbil samples 
were analyzed for SVOC constituents, but the groundwater samples were not. The text in the first 
paragraph on Page 2-4 discusses the analytical soil results and indicates that. except for minor 
exceedances of the SVOC benzo(a)pyrene and :t~,~iR9(9i(r:ii.Q~"~r~~i!iie .. 'c;lod 'le'aGll,:aIPGletecte'd 
concentrations were less than the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 9 
tl'1pustrial us~ ~9!I:R~~~iIdOwev~ri'iSite ;9· groundwatetrsamples were'nOF·sUbmitted:;forSVOC 
a!?ElJYs!s\ J~e; ~PHrc~,,9f; the b~.nzp(a)pyr~ne:~exceedances: in:sbilUs :notknoWn. It is alsO'hotknown 
'wh,eth~r;H~~t,.plilin!i;:;t()rageactiYiti~s·in~Qlved··materials:Gonsistihg,of .. DEmzo(a)pyr$r1e(e.g. i ,waste'oils, 
d)es~I).: .J;levise.the AI WQrkF;?lan ,to; discus.s.the,: c;lQequa6yq>f, .thecharacterita,tion:bf:grouridwater 

, cgntam i.l1C!-tionir. no;,groundWc;l,ter svoe analytical data are 'available. . ..•. 

. "Respon~~~:A(lclitiofla!,grOu~qw~ter chc;lract~~j~,aii~n i~ ~~in~\~on~~~tedat Sit~ 9 ,an~i'1;6S~herefore, 
.' que!3tioq~,aq~>lI,t:\~,~E1I ~dequacy ;(?f previQ\J$.groundwater sal:Tlpling ;may be irrelev2frilt.; HoweVer, ~Iease 
n<?teJbat)h~tJ99~ ;s~mp!ingwascQI"!!!Iucted {olioWing'an EPA;;approvedLworKplan, ;ahGlthe results 
were, prp\(idep,)!1!he,qI/CS:.repor;t.EPA~s, 25:,October,,2002oommentspecifically,:dn. Site 9 (and 16) 

.' was th~t:~ fQ.QIJl\leQ feaSibility;:Stpdy,prQPos.eq;;Rlar'lj!'and,.HOI:D,'are now requirediin ordEwto 'support 
. clos!:lre, Qt, this, unit'.IfIhich;wol:lld ,indic(lte· to Navy, thatr at ,that'tinie~ EEPksupported the iadeqi:lacy of 

: ... the. ch~rameri~ati9n()fgroundwatercontarn jnation.' 
. ; Jf,>~ " 



A footnote, will be added'to:the text for clarification; ,It will re'ad 'fAlthough svac¢'I,'ere notWevlously 
analyzed for in groundwater at the site, current sampling plans do call for SVOC ar,.alysls and 
groundwater is being further investigated with respect to Site 55 groundwater contamination." 

~', ' ! ' 

12. Comment: Section 2.2.3. Site 16. Page 2·4 
t'" , . 

, The second I paragraph in Section 2:2:3iridicates tliesoilsampleswerevbnlY !Hibmittedfor a Umited 
number of analyses and included priority pollutant pesticides, arsenic, cadmium, chromium and lead. 
It is not clearly presented in the text why the full suite of analyses (I.e., TCl organics anq TAL 
inorganics);Was'not:perform'ed~ T'heabsence of'this analytical data results Ir{uncert~i~lYregarding 
the adequacy of the characterization of the soil contamination at Site 16. Revise the RIVif6rk Plan to 
address this Issue. 

Response: See the previous RTC; 

A,footnote,will"beadded which: reads";'EPA',s"comments ori"the SItCS ,Report c:<,!-lIedfor complete 
delineation of the soils at Sites 9 and 16 inaodesigh'docul1Ient.' EvehthQUgh"a fulisuite 'of analysis 
was not performed on soils at these sites, the Navy will consider d()ing so i.n futUre design document 
sampling and analysis plans In ordertofillsoildataga:ps~'" ',1" ", ' 

13. Comment: Section 2.2.3. Site 16. ;Page 2 .. ,5 

';:("helastsehtence:iril Section2.2:3"(J;>age '2~5) indicates a summary of the cohtarrllna,ritsCletected in 
soil ,aod groundwater, atSites9and16 is presented! 111 Appemdb(,A, 'Analytical' Oata'." rhe'f988~oil test 
results f.or,$ite'16 were:, not presenteeHn' Appendix A in tr aBle ;format, nor weretti~y indicate'd >, on the 
assocjated~igures;, ,Revise the,RI Work: Plan to';providEHhe 1988 soiltest'resultsf6r'Site 1'6.' , 

,,' "' 
" . ' ,,~ 1 ( . 

Response:, The, 1988 solltest results will beptovided for Appendix A' 
,-" 

\ 
l~,:~; ". ' ~' t ;-, '. ' 

14. Comment: Section 2.2.4. Site 55.;page2~6'., 

The c~art of 2002 Groundwater data from OPT Borings does not inchJde a 9olurrmfor FOP13. Pleas.e 
include it and indicate the presence ,0tJree produc:t:1Ple~seiriClude andreferenc:e lriiHis' RI Work 
Plan, Figure 3-1 from the Site 55 SI/CS Reportand/or overlay the FOP loc<'!-tions onto.thisRI.Work 

" Plan; Figure~2.2. ' " ' , " ,,"" , ' . \.1" . 
. ,; :," :,,' ; >~ ":.( ", 

Response:, A note will be adde€lto ,the textwhiChexplains,'~FDPl3was nof analyzed orsite', likely, 
because, of, the detrimental potential to the mobile lab from the:'free prbductldenfified. However, 
FDP20 was installed immediately adjacent and saiTiple'was 'analyzed'bythe rti6oilelab'Ofatory:')' 

Also, Figure 3-1 from the Site 55 PA will be included in Appendix A. 

15. Comment: Section 2.2.4. Site 55. Page 2-7 

The second paragraph under Site 55 July 2003 Groundwater Investigationindicate~ that free prodl,lct 
was found in MW-06 in 2002. IUIJ~Q',gdesont6'state thattree.'prdduct was'not foundiri200:i 
However, MW-06 was not sampled in the 2003 sampling event. Please revise the RI Work Plan to 
clarity this. " ' , , '" ' 

;" 1'" 
" ",i 

Response: 'Free; produot wa~' identified at the time of water level testing,' however the well'wa~ not 
,sampled. The following, Will ,be "added' ,to the eM . of the first ahdlast serifehc9' in the'second 

: '- j 

A footnote, will be added'to:the text for clarification; ,It will re'ad 'fAlthough svac¢'I,'ere notWevlously 
analyzed for in groundwater at the site, current sampling plans do call for SVOC ar,.alysls and 
groundwater is being further investigated with respect to Site 55 groundwater contamination." 

~', ' ! ' 

12. Comment: Section 2.2.3. Site 16. Page 2·4 
t'" , . 

, The second I paragraph in Section 2:2:3iridicates tliesoilsampleswerevbnlY !Hibmittedfor a Umited 
number of analyses and included priority pollutant pesticides, arsenic, cadmium, chromium and lead. 
It is not clearly presented in the text why the full suite of analyses (I.e., TCl organics anq TAL 
inorganics);Was'not:perform'ed~ T'heabsence of'this analytical data results Ir{uncert~i~lYregarding 
the adequacy of the characterization of the soil contamination at Site 16. Revise the RIVif6rk Plan to 
address this Issue. 

Response: See the previous RTC; 

A,footnote,will"beadded which: reads";'EPA',s"comments ori"the SItCS ,Report c:<,!-lIedfor complete 
delineation of the soils at Sites 9 and 16 inaodesigh'docul1Ient.' EvehthQUgh"a fulisuite 'of analysis 
was not performed on soils at these sites, the Navy will consider d()ing so i.n futUre design document 
sampling and analysis plans In ordertofillsoildataga:ps~'" ',1" ", ' 

13. Comment: Section 2.2.3. Site 16. ;Page 2 .. ,5 

';:("helastsehtence:iril Section2.2:3"(J;>age '2~5) indicates a summary of the cohtarrllna,ritsCletected in 
soil ,aod groundwater, atSites9and16 is presented! 111 Appemdb(,A, 'Analytical' Oata'." rhe'f988~oil test 
results f.or,$ite'16 were:, not presenteeHn' Appendix A in tr aBle ;format, nor weretti~y indicate'd >, on the 
assocjated~igures;, ,Revise the,RI Work: Plan to';providEHhe 1988 soiltest'resultsf6r'Site 1'6.' , 

,,' "' 
" . ' ,,~ 1 ( . 

Response:, The, 1988 solltest results will beptovided for Appendix A' 
,-" 

\ 
l~,:~; ". ' ~' t ;-, '. ' 

14. Comment: Section 2.2.4. Site 55.;page2~6'., 

The c~art of 2002 Groundwater data from OPT Borings does not inchJde a 9olurrmfor FOP13. Pleas.e 
include it and indicate the presence ,0tJree produc:t:1Ple~seiriClude andreferenc:e lriiHis' RI Work 
Plan, Figure 3-1 from the Site 55 SI/CS Reportand/or overlay the FOP loc<'!-tions onto.thisRI.Work 

" Plan; Figure~2.2. ' " ' , " ,,"" , ' . \.1" . 
. ,; :," :,,' ; >~ ":.( ", 

Response:, A note will be adde€lto ,the textwhiChexplains,'~FDPl3was nof analyzed orsite', likely, 
because, of, the detrimental potential to the mobile lab from the:'free prbductldenfified. However, 
FDP20 was installed immediately adjacent and saiTiple'was 'analyzed'bythe rti6oilelab'Ofatory:')' 

Also, Figure 3-1 from the Site 55 PA will be included in Appendix A. 

15. Comment: Section 2.2.4. Site 55. Page 2-7 

The second paragraph under Site 55 July 2003 Groundwater Investigationindicate~ that free prodl,lct 
was found in MW-06 in 2002. IUIJ~Q',gdesont6'state thattree.'prdduct was'not foundiri200:i 
However, MW-06 was not sampled in the 2003 sampling event. Please revise the RI Work Plan to 
clarity this. " ' , , '" ' 

;" 1'" 
" ",i 

Response: 'Free; produot wa~' identified at the time of water level testing,' however the well'wa~ not 
,sampled. The following, Will ,be "added' ,to the eM . of the first ahdlast serifehc9' in the'second 

: '- j 



Paragraph under the Site 55 July g003 Groundwater Investigationsllbtitle:: ' .. :durirtg static water level 
measurements.' 

16. Comment: Section 2.5.1. Statement of Problem, Page 2-11 

The text in Section 2.5.1 makes several references' to Secti~n'~ 2.4.2, 2.4.3, and' 2.4.4. However, 
these sections were not ,found in theRI Work Plan., Revise this>,section oUhe,RIWbrkPlan to'clarify 
~~.is iss,ue. ".' ,,',' , ".' .' ' 

1"' 'I" 

Respon~e;.'Thereferences sholJlqbeto Sections 2.2.2, 2.213, and 2,2.4 and will be;corrected in the 
Work 'PlanreV,isiol1.s. ' , , .' ' 

17. Comment: Section 2.5.1. Statement of Problem. Page 2-11'. 

"RE'yi~e ,ltem,!t1, to adc:1,", as wen as the, ,source •. of any groundwater con tam ination !Which may be 
~eve~leqat ,~it~s ~;' 1~, pr 27,." to the.end,~of the sentence. ' ,"; , 

; , • • ',. ' '~ "~ (,. ".'> 

Response: The revision will be made as suggested by EPA: " 

18. Comment: Section 2.5.1. Statement of Problem.:PCiqe 2..:1 :t· 'l;: 

Reyise Item#?, tpJead'as fpllows:,'IThe,natureof';groundwatercontamiriation has been determined 
to~ ~ite ,55; ho~eyer,.Jhe ex~en~ of"the.cor)tamination has not been ,determined.'" Add a new Item #3 

, IJI.Ihi~~~ re.,ads .<;1,;3; f9f1oWs;~, "The . nature. of .groundwater c9n~am ~nation a~ Site ,9 ihas,'been. <lleterm ined, 
except fQ~S.ypc,s.; .Jhe: nature ,pfgr;oundwater contam InatlOnat Sites: ,16 and i' 27 has not been 
determined~ The nature of groundwater contamination at Site 9 (for SVOCs), Site 16 and Site 27 
must be determined. If the groundwater.is{QundtQ be 'contaminated, the horizontal'and.vertical 
extent of groundwater contamination must be determined." Renumberthe remaining Items. 

Response: The revisions will be made as sugQestedbyEPA/< 
\ ... " , . 

1,~ •. C~ml11ent: s.ec:tion2~5.1.Statement of.:Problem. Page '2-11 , ,', 

'Revis;~ 'ihe cur~ent It~m '#4 to read as foIlO~s: '"r'he nature of soil conta~ i~~tion at Site 27 has been 
determined for a limited area; however, the extent has not been determined. The horizontal and 
vertical,extent,Of ,soil; po.ntam ination ,at. Site, 27 must be dete.rm ined." MOdify. this even' further if it is 

.' fplJlJ~ th?-tthe r.emainder of SitE': ?7,ne,edsto be characterized.' EPA believes .it does, based'on the 
lim it~p<:l,~\~ provid~d 'thl!~;f;:tr,in the R I W.or~ Rlan.(See comments, 011 Section 2.2)1 , Site 27, Page 2-
3.) , 

Response: The Navy/MeRD has agreed to additional soil sampling at the perimeter of Site 27 as 
stated in the Draft Final RIWP. The specific revision language used in EPA's comment above will be 
incorporated into the Work Plan. 

20. Co'm~ent; $eC1:i~n 2.5 .. 1,. Statement ofProbiem. Page2-:1i1 ' 

Revise the current Ite~ #5 to read as follows: "The nature of soil contamination at Sites 9 and 16 
was determined in the sl/es. The extent of contamination has not been determined. However, 
sHfficieQtevid,ence exists to ,indicate the necessity"of.soilexcavation.: Based on airequestJrom the 
Navy/MCRD" th,e PartneringTeam has"agreed, to defer theinvestigation','of the extent of soils 
contamination at'Sites' 9 and 16, until the RAWP, provided necessary agreements can be reached in 

Paragraph under the Site 55 July g003 Groundwater Investigationsllbtitle:: ' .. :durirtg static water level 
measurements.' 

16. Comment: Section 2.5.1. Statement of Problem, Page 2-11 

The text in Section 2.5.1 makes several references' to Secti~n'~ 2.4.2, 2.4.3, and' 2.4.4. However, 
these sections were not ,found in theRI Work Plan., Revise this>,section oUhe,RIWbrkPlan to'clarify 
~~.is iss,ue. ".' ,,',' , ".' .' ' 

1"' 'I" 

Respon~e;.'Thereferences sholJlqbeto Sections 2.2.2, 2.213, and 2,2.4 and will be;corrected in the 
Work 'PlanreV,isiol1.s. ' , , .' ' 

17. Comment: Section 2.5.1. Statement of Problem. Page 2-11'. 

"RE'yi~e ,ltem,!t1, to adc:1,", as wen as the, ,source •. of any groundwater con tam ination !Which may be 
~eve~leqat ,~it~s ~;' 1~, pr 27,." to the.end,~of the sentence. ' ,"; , 

; , • • ',. ' '~ "~ (,. ".'> 

Response: The revision will be made as suggested by EPA: " 

18. Comment: Section 2.5.1. Statement of Problem.:PCiqe 2..:1 :t· 'l;: 

Reyise Item#?, tpJead'as fpllows:,'IThe,natureof';groundwatercontamiriation has been determined 
to~ ~ite ,55; ho~eyer,.Jhe ex~en~ of"the.cor)tamination has not been ,determined.'" Add a new Item #3 

, IJI.Ihi~~~ re.,ads .<;1,;3; f9f1oWs;~, "The . nature. of .groundwater c9n~am ~nation a~ Site ,9 ihas,'been. <lleterm ined, 
except fQ~S.ypc,s.; .Jhe: nature ,pfgr;oundwater contam InatlOnat Sites: ,16 and i' 27 has not been 
determined~ The nature of groundwater contamination at Site 9 (for SVOCs), Site 16 and Site 27 
must be determined. If the groundwater.is{QundtQ be 'contaminated, the horizontal'and.vertical 
extent of groundwater contamination must be determined." Renumberthe remaining Items. 

Response: The revisions will be made as sugQestedbyEPA/< 
\ ... " , . 

1,~ •. C~ml11ent: s.ec:tion2~5.1.Statement of.:Problem. Page '2-11 , ,', 

'Revis;~ 'ihe cur~ent It~m '#4 to read as foIlO~s: '"r'he nature of soil conta~ i~~tion at Site 27 has been 
determined for a limited area; however, the extent has not been determined. The horizontal and 
vertical,extent,Of ,soil; po.ntam ination ,at. Site, 27 must be dete.rm ined." MOdify. this even' further if it is 

.' fplJlJ~ th?-tthe r.emainder of SitE': ?7,ne,edsto be characterized.' EPA believes .it does, based'on the 
lim it~p<:l,~\~ provid~d 'thl!~;f;:tr,in the R I W.or~ Rlan.(See comments, 011 Section 2.2)1 , Site 27, Page 2-
3.) , 

Response: The Navy/MeRD has agreed to additional soil sampling at the perimeter of Site 27 as 
stated in the Draft Final RIWP. The specific revision language used in EPA's comment above will be 
incorporated into the Work Plan. 

20. Co'm~ent; $eC1:i~n 2.5 .. 1,. Statement ofProbiem. Page2-:1i1 ' 

Revise the current Ite~ #5 to read as follows: "The nature of soil contamination at Sites 9 and 16 
was determined in the sl/es. The extent of contamination has not been determined. However, 
sHfficieQtevid,ence exists to ,indicate the necessity"of.soilexcavation.: Based on airequestJrom the 
Navy/MCRD" th,e PartneringTeam has"agreed, to defer theinvestigation','of the extent of soils 
contamination at'Sites' 9 and 16, until the RAWP, provided necessary agreements can be reached in 



the documents which come before the RAWP. Within the RAWP a plan will be submitted which 
describes the process for conducting just-in-time delineation for soils excavation." 

. - ,. ) \' 

. ~ ", ',. ",t';~'~\',> ' . ~.~ ',"' 

Response: We are not aware that'ihe above discussion of the path forward for these sites ha~ ever 
\ be~n dQgLAmented, althoughth~ EPA: previously suggested, thafthis wasthEfappropriate' patH forward, 
and" stated that P,'Jocused Feasibility Study is' required. ~.,Iterii #5 will; be revised per ,EP!t\'S 'sugg'ested 
"language.,,""" 

. '~-' , 
'I :. 

21. Comment: Section 2.5.2. Decisions. Page 2-12 

, InQeci$iQr;b#~, ,ifdt is·found thal.drains,er pipes;>area'source,'forcontarnirfation, describe h(iw this 

.J 

,',' \ st~tement~lIovvs·for addressingthat·scenario:,;Por Decision· ,#4, 'clarify if the "eq'uipmeritstorage pad" 
, . refers toj!Jst c;lsmall poctionofthe, j!)aved;area at Site 27 ;C orthe entire 'paved' area at,'Site 21;(:;"; 

, - ''j 

Response: For Decision #1: Upon completion of the temporary well sampling results, permanent 
wells will be located. If the isoconcentration curves of the contaminants identified during the 
temporary well sampling and analysi~:s!JPRQrt ,agr,ain orpipe;ri~lease', then isoine;'perma:hentwell(S) 
can be located for confirmation. 

··.i .. ..:; .. o !'; ':~ 1; 1 :? 
',. . .. '_. ".. - j -., ',' - . ' '. • '. • . '. "'. • ~, -' ,~. , 

, , A nelNfigurei Figure 2.2~; will, be, developed' which will' be: a !Utilityi map overlay of; existing Figure 2-2. 
In adqiti,on,sewe/;$,pipes,'and;:drairiS ,across theeritite Site :9;' 16127 and 5S"Areas will 'be; mapped 
during the~RI field' event .and described in tthe summary of. the, temporary' \iveWsainple~t 'Ttle:btiginal 
releases may have originated from underground conduits, however, there are no ongoing releases 
a,nd m~plum~ ~l1as apparently spfea<!:l significantly'from anY' socii 'startingpoirtt.Based;QI1'th"e snallow 
site,grO,yndwat~r:,the Navyrconcurs,that mapping the:l.Indergroandlltilities'is vital to charact~hzing 
t~e,.$ite. "" ,';; ','p'''!>''.' ":;' ,I) :; i' 

, r ' 

For 'Deci~ion #4: ':EqUiprnentstorage.~ad"'ref~rs.tothep()i1iOriS ·of'Site27 agreed to be sam pied in 
the Draft Final RIWP. Therefore, the4t decision will remain unchanged. • 

:, -,~. 
, . .1 

The text in Section 2.5.4 indicates that there is little or no ecological habitat on site, that would require 
',' ,q!)( ecplpgical, ri~kal;isessme~t, (EHA). Th~,text furth'erindicatesthe,erOsidni,ofc~~~~,~inate~"s~rf~ce 

sqll··woLJlp nQt"I!TIpact the~pond. iAssu€h; the .RkWork 'Plan' cOricludesthat'anecological risk 
.ass,es,smet:lkWill,nQt .beincluded;in.,the RI.:rheRI, not the RIW()rkPlan"is'"the approj!)riate pnase of 

the remedial response process for determinir:1g',th'erelative signjf'iG~nce"'Ofecologicalrisk 'p'o'sed ;by a 
site or facility. Therefore, to meet the requirements of the RI for a federal facility, an ERA must be 
performed in accordance with the, EPA (1997) document " entitled Ecological, Risk , Asses~m~llt 
Guidance for Superfund: Process for ID.~s,igniQg:fao:(VQP,nducting,l!cologicaJ RisIVAssessn'ferifs': )This 
document presents eight steps which may be used in evaluating risks to ecological receptors at 

,'" ~a:o!:li\rd0us waste sites.· lAt arninim urn,' as qefined'in,!the EPA guidance,:( 1997 and 2001);'a 'Screening 
'kevel !=qo!pgiqal,Risk"Assessrn ent, ~SU~RA)i Steps, 1 and 2 of. the ei~ht .,L'step'pfocess} is're,qull'ed to 
.be, conduqtec;l.to $,L,lpp.orta' scJentif.ic, managem~ntdecision 'point: (SMIDP). The'iSMDP 'tnayprovlde a 

,bas,isfor' nof,urtheraction,r,emediahaotion; 'ordurther revaluatitm'\h,thef6hi,ioV'a.· niore~detailed 
ecplpgiqal,:riskanalySis.The.detailede.cological; risk analysis'iS refetcred 'to: as the;t>as'eline level ERA 
(BERA), which consists';ofsteps,3through ;8,oftheei~ht·step'IERA prooess:, At'a rriinitTlllrii/tl1e RI 
Work Plan musr include the performance of a SLERA to address this issue. Please revise. Also, 
ples;lse inclL,lde:a JigurewhiGh,shows\the proximity 'Of Sites 9, ;16,27;and'56 to suf(a:ce \Nat~·r%ddl'es. 

r-l':}.-;'- . , 
I";':l: 

'Response: The fifth sentence of Section 2.5.4 can be replacedwith'the'folldwihg iihote'pr~cise 
language: While a screening level ecological risk assessment (SLERA) is required, it is anticipated 
that only steps 1 and 2 will be required to support a scientific management decision point. A Figur~ 
will be added as requested.' ,;: ' " '! . ' ",' . 

the documents which come before the RAWP. Within the RAWP a plan will be submitted which 
describes the process for conducting just-in-time delineation for soils excavation." 

. - ,. ) \' 

. ~ ", ',. ",t';~'~\',> ' . ~.~ ',"' 

Response: We are not aware that'ihe above discussion of the path forward for these sites ha~ ever 
\ be~n dQgLAmented, althoughth~ EPA: previously suggested, thafthis wasthEfappropriate' patH forward, 
and" stated that P,'Jocused Feasibility Study is' required. ~.,Iterii #5 will; be revised per ,EP!t\'S 'sugg'ested 
"language.,,""" 

. '~-' , 
'I :. 

21. Comment: Section 2.5.2. Decisions. Page 2-12 

, InQeci$iQr;b#~, ,ifdt is·found thal.drains,er pipes;>area'source,'forcontarnirfation, describe h(iw this 

.J 

,',' \ st~tement~lIovvs·for addressingthat·scenario:,;Por Decision· ,#4, 'clarify if the "eq'uipmeritstorage pad" 
, . refers toj!Jst c;lsmall poctionofthe, j!)aved;area at Site 27 ;C orthe entire 'paved' area at,'Site 21;(:;"; 

, - ''j 

Response: For Decision #1: Upon completion of the temporary well sampling results, permanent 
wells will be located. If the isoconcentration curves of the contaminants identified during the 
temporary well sampling and analysi~:s!JPRQrt ,agr,ain orpipe;ri~lease', then isoine;'perma:hentwell(S) 
can be located for confirmation. 

··.i .. ..:; .. o !'; ':~ 1; 1 :? 
',. . .. '_. ".. - j -., ',' - . ' '. • '. • . '. "'. • ~, -' ,~. , 

, , A nelNfigurei Figure 2.2~; will, be, developed' which will' be: a !Utilityi map overlay of; existing Figure 2-2. 
In adqiti,on,sewe/;$,pipes,'and;:drairiS ,across theeritite Site :9;' 16127 and 5S"Areas will 'be; mapped 
during the~RI field' event .and described in tthe summary of. the, temporary' \iveWsainple~t 'Ttle:btiginal 
releases may have originated from underground conduits, however, there are no ongoing releases 
a,nd m~plum~ ~l1as apparently spfea<!:l significantly'from anY' socii 'startingpoirtt.Based;QI1'th"e snallow 
site,grO,yndwat~r:,the Navyrconcurs,that mapping the:l.Indergroandlltilities'is vital to charact~hzing 
t~e,.$ite. "" ,';; ','p'''!>''.' ":;' ,I) :; i' 

, r ' 

For 'Deci~ion #4: ':EqUiprnentstorage.~ad"'ref~rs.tothep()i1iOriS ·of'Site27 agreed to be sam pied in 
the Draft Final RIWP. Therefore, the4t decision will remain unchanged. • 

:, -,~. 
, . .1 

The text in Section 2.5.4 indicates that there is little or no ecological habitat on site, that would require 
',' ,q!)( ecplpgical, ri~kal;isessme~t, (EHA). Th~,text furth'erindicatesthe,erOsidni,ofc~~~~,~inate~"s~rf~ce 

sqll··woLJlp nQt"I!TIpact the~pond. iAssu€h; the .RkWork 'Plan' cOricludesthat'anecological risk 
.ass,es,smet:lkWill,nQt .beincluded;in.,the RI.:rheRI, not the RIW()rkPlan"is'"the approj!)riate pnase of 

the remedial response process for determinir:1g',th'erelative signjf'iG~nce"'Ofecologicalrisk 'p'o'sed ;by a 
site or facility. Therefore, to meet the requirements of the RI for a federal facility, an ERA must be 
performed in accordance with the, EPA (1997) document " entitled Ecological, Risk , Asses~m~llt 
Guidance for Superfund: Process for ID.~s,igniQg:fao:(VQP,nducting,l!cologicaJ RisIVAssessn'ferifs': )This 
document presents eight steps which may be used in evaluating risks to ecological receptors at 

,'" ~a:o!:li\rd0us waste sites.· lAt arninim urn,' as qefined'in,!the EPA guidance,:( 1997 and 2001);'a 'Screening 
'kevel !=qo!pgiqal,Risk"Assessrn ent, ~SU~RA)i Steps, 1 and 2 of. the ei~ht .,L'step'pfocess} is're,qull'ed to 
.be, conduqtec;l.to $,L,lpp.orta' scJentif.ic, managem~ntdecision 'point: (SMIDP). The'iSMDP 'tnayprovlde a 

,bas,isfor' nof,urtheraction,r,emediahaotion; 'ordurther revaluatitm'\h,thef6hi,ioV'a.· niore~detailed 
ecplpgiqal,:riskanalySis.The.detailede.cological; risk analysis'iS refetcred 'to: as the;t>as'eline level ERA 
(BERA), which consists';ofsteps,3through ;8,oftheei~ht·step'IERA prooess:, At'a rriinitTlllrii/tl1e RI 
Work Plan musr include the performance of a SLERA to address this issue. Please revise. Also, 
ples;lse inclL,lde:a JigurewhiGh,shows\the proximity 'Of Sites 9, ;16,27;and'56 to suf(a:ce \Nat~·r%ddl'es. 

r-l':}.-;'- . , 
I";':l: 

'Response: The fifth sentence of Section 2.5.4 can be replacedwith'the'folldwihg iihote'pr~cise 
language: While a screening level ecological risk assessment (SLERA) is required, it is anticipated 
that only steps 1 and 2 will be required to support a scientific management decision point. A Figur~ 
will be added as requested.' ,;: ' " '! . ' ",' . 



, ; 

23. Comment: Table 2-1. Site 55 - Fiber Optic Vault Groundwater - July 2003 
~ , ;> c'. ; '. , " t ~ :,', , '. ,j 

, The"Not~s:', section, .of Table;2-J indicates that, ·tllletable . references ' the. EPA Region' 9:PRGs, 
NQ'lember20QOanc;:l. the ['Ja~ionl;!I, RrimaryDrinking, Water $tanc;JardS,;,EPA, March 2001. However, 
there is a more recent EPA Region 9 PRG reference dated October 2004 and a 'more'i'ecent 
publication of the National Primary Drinking Water Standards, dated Summer 2002~ Verify that the 
most recent references and screening criteria including ecological criteria are utilized and revise the 
table as appropriate. ,.", i,Y , 

,Resl;?onse:" Th~;~qrk Plal"Uabl,ewiH be "updated: As. this table occurs'in the. Work· Plan,' it is for 
, iqfqrrrwtion QD,IY,l;!nd sO'1letimes . summary tables from priorrE:lports are lIWized"for this purpose. 
'How~ver"~I"tables in the ~ RI would, celtainl¥ "confirm' that .the inost'i'ecent references were 
incorporated. 

,. ",:. ',:', .' ,", , 

24., Comment: Section 3.0. Investigation Scoping. ,J?age3-1 

Clarify in the first paragraph of Sec~on 3.0 that field investigation activities-will be conducted i'n a 
, ;', p~~$ed appr9;:tc,h. Jihisjs sPecifically,mentioned in Section 3.2, InvestigationSummaty;'atthe' bottom 

" ,Page, 3·1 !;!-I9~ever) this, should <;llso ,be stated up front, in Sectior'13~0. '. Revise' the text, in' section 3.0 
,apcc;>r:ding!Yi Also;include,c;l.l;lisousslon,ofthe deferred scope for soils 'at Sites 9Md 1~. ' 

\, ,;-,,-', " ',;-! 

;, Response: The' s~cprq ,sentence. in the ' first paragraph Willioe revised'as fOllows:, :.aasedon the 
; :! " ,ni!slJlts of ,qala ,fr()m.)emporary, wells;1 ,permanent wellS will beinstalletl atsele'cteCl ; locations in a 

second phase. A new last sentence will be added: However, additional sampling to complete 
delineation of Site 9 and 16 soils will be deferred, to be addressed in a design document for those 

"sites'ipravide,9;thecurrent,data issufficjent1to:support dE:lv~IQpmentoftheFS,'Pp'"andROD.: ' 
!.: . , ,f!\.'i ~. ,; f ... ::(~ i,: : \' 

Add a bullerto ~ddress Grou~d~~ter;;~I~w Direction investigation rati~nale.· 
'i t ",.! <.," _} -. , I' oS.' I ~,c' ; ,'": ) 

,,'; Respons,e:iC :T,he i fpllowiog, will be;inserted, .as a' new: first ibullet: Groundwater Flow Direction: 
'. ~r~vi,ous)nyestigations"have,pr,ovided inadequate infgrmation to' assess groundwater floW'ditection. 
The, fi,rsl!plJas~ oUhis, 'investjgation will 'confirm. the 16cal'groundwater flow direction toa,ssist in 
;Rla.cem~nt' of th~permanent"wellsiAJhe second ,phase.' ,~,,; , , 

\"". 
, -- ,.,,',_. - -

26; Comment: ===~~==:o:a::=;.:.:..:==.:=""'-':...=:a=.:.;:..:. 

P)ume:;,Exten~: ',' S~ctiol'l'3\ 1. indicates the deeper aquifer 'zone had detected mihimal 'cdntafrifnant 
,99nQentrat\ons ~'ld: only me shallow intermediate depm a:quifer zoneS· will be investi~atedwhere 
'PJ~Yipus ·dat~.indicate cqntar:n,ination or to. verify that· the edge'of' the plume has been . rea'6hed. 
$e,ca.lJse, dpwnwarq; ihy.OrauliGgradientsexist:atthe:'~ite as indicated 'in'Settion 2.4; Hydrogeology 
(F,>l;\ge ~-10),a;deep-aquif.er: '~Qne sample should: J.i>ecoliected,andanalyzecnoconfirmtHatdownward, 
r:nigratipnhasn()t oqpurred .. Revisethe'F;l1 Work Plan to, address this iSSue .. " . " 

-"'<._ ' " ' . ,,' ,- ~, " ' " ,-' ."." ~. "i 1 

. '. , ~ : 

Response: Qne' de,ep::ioterval"temporary'well willbeinstalled in' the ivicir'1ity~ofpr()posed TMW30S 
and TMVV311, and will be sampled for the same analytical fractions as those wells. Tables and 
)igur~s wlllbe,updated asn,ecessafY.· ,"!' " " 

!., ."~ 

:~.; ) ,; I 

27. Comm'~nt:; Section 3.1, Investigation Rationale, Page 3-1 
\ 

, ; 

23. Comment: Table 2-1. Site 55 - Fiber Optic Vault Groundwater - July 2003 
~ , ;> c'. ; '. , " t ~ :,', , '. ,j 

, The"Not~s:', section, .of Table;2-J indicates that, ·tllletable . references ' the. EPA Region' 9:PRGs, 
NQ'lember20QOanc;:l. the ['Ja~ionl;!I, RrimaryDrinking, Water $tanc;JardS,;,EPA, March 2001. However, 
there is a more recent EPA Region 9 PRG reference dated October 2004 and a 'more'i'ecent 
publication of the National Primary Drinking Water Standards, dated Summer 2002~ Verify that the 
most recent references and screening criteria including ecological criteria are utilized and revise the 
table as appropriate. ,.", i,Y , 

,Resl;?onse:" Th~;~qrk Plal"Uabl,ewiH be "updated: As. this table occurs'in the. Work· Plan,' it is for 
, iqfqrrrwtion QD,IY,l;!nd sO'1letimes . summary tables from priorrE:lports are lIWized"for this purpose. 
'How~ver"~I"tables in the ~ RI would, celtainl¥ "confirm' that .the inost'i'ecent references were 
incorporated. 

,. ",:. ',:', .' ,", , 

24., Comment: Section 3.0. Investigation Scoping. ,J?age3-1 

Clarify in the first paragraph of Sec~on 3.0 that field investigation activities-will be conducted i'n a 
, ;', p~~$ed appr9;:tc,h. Jihisjs sPecifically,mentioned in Section 3.2, InvestigationSummaty;'atthe' bottom 

" ,Page, 3·1 !;!-I9~ever) this, should <;llso ,be stated up front, in Sectior'13~0. '. Revise' the text, in' section 3.0 
,apcc;>r:ding!Yi Also;include,c;l.l;lisousslon,ofthe deferred scope for soils 'at Sites 9Md 1~. ' 

\, ,;-,,-', " ',;-! 

;, Response: The' s~cprq ,sentence. in the ' first paragraph Willioe revised'as fOllows:, :.aasedon the 
; :! " ,ni!slJlts of ,qala ,fr()m.)emporary, wells;1 ,permanent wellS will beinstalletl atsele'cteCl ; locations in a 

second phase. A new last sentence will be added: However, additional sampling to complete 
delineation of Site 9 and 16 soils will be deferred, to be addressed in a design document for those 

"sites'ipravide,9;thecurrent,data issufficjent1to:support dE:lv~IQpmentoftheFS,'Pp'"andROD.: ' 
!.: . , ,f!\.'i ~. ,; f ... ::(~ i,: : \' 

Add a bullerto ~ddress Grou~d~~ter;;~I~w Direction investigation rati~nale.· 
'i t ",.! <.," _} -. , I' oS.' I ~,c' ; ,'": ) 

,,'; Respons,e:iC :T,he i fpllowiog, will be;inserted, .as a' new: first ibullet: Groundwater Flow Direction: 
'. ~r~vi,ous)nyestigations"have,pr,ovided inadequate infgrmation to' assess groundwater floW'ditection. 
The, fi,rsl!plJas~ oUhis, 'investjgation will 'confirm. the 16cal'groundwater flow direction toa,ssist in 
;Rla.cem~nt' of th~permanent"wellsiAJhe second ,phase.' ,~,,; , , 

\"". 
, -- ,.,,',_. - -

26; Comment: ===~~==:o:a::=;.:.:..:==.:=""'-':...=:a=.:.;:..:. 

P)ume:;,Exten~: ',' S~ctiol'l'3\ 1. indicates the deeper aquifer 'zone had detected mihimal 'cdntafrifnant 
,99nQentrat\ons ~'ld: only me shallow intermediate depm a:quifer zoneS· will be investi~atedwhere 
'PJ~Yipus ·dat~.indicate cqntar:n,ination or to. verify that· the edge'of' the plume has been . rea'6hed. 
$e,ca.lJse, dpwnwarq; ihy.OrauliGgradientsexist:atthe:'~ite as indicated 'in'Settion 2.4; Hydrogeology 
(F,>l;\ge ~-10),a;deep-aquif.er: '~Qne sample should: J.i>ecoliected,andanalyzecnoconfirmtHatdownward, 
r:nigratipnhasn()t oqpurred .. Revisethe'F;l1 Work Plan to, address this iSSue .. " . " 

-"'<._ ' " ' . ,,' ,- ~, " ' " ,-' ."." ~. "i 1 

. '. , ~ : 

Response: Qne' de,ep::ioterval"temporary'well willbeinstalled in' the ivicir'1ity~ofpr()posed TMW30S 
and TMVV311, and will be sampled for the same analytical fractions as those wells. Tables and 
)igur~s wlllbe,updated asn,ecessafY.· ,"!' " " 

!., ."~ 

:~.; ) ,; I 

27. Comm'~nt:; Section 3.1, Investigation Rationale, Page 3-1 
\ 



,,'-t., ' 

. Heleases to:Groundwater:·· Modifythes'taterfrent to read as follows:·"' ... (BUilding' 401 ),nextto the 
concrete.pads, and near sites 9; 16, af1d'2:Tto'determir1e;,)'. .... ..., 

:" "'" :/'.. .. ".:i ;( 

~ )Response; The revision' will'be, made as requested byoEPA .. " 

,.28,C.omment: . Section 3.2"lnvestlgatlveSummarY,Pacje3-1 

Please modify the next to last sentence on page 3-1 to read as follows: " ... will be provided by the 
Navy/MCRD at the appropriate time" and will be reviewed and approved by E~A and DHEC priorto 
proceedi~g." . . .!.: .:' ".:, '.. .•. ",:1'.. ..' .,.; .. )" .. ,'. ," ..... , 

Response:"The'revision will be made as' requestedbyEP A. 

$~cti~()~'!3~2;1,indicates,that the intermediate:,~onitotingWenS will D~~dreenedbn t6P'6ftn~:'clay unit 
found earlier: at approximately, 24 to 25 feet, belowthe"grouno·surlacEf (bgs):Due tol'fhe variability in 
the depth at which the clay unit may occur, revise the RI Work Plan tOJndicatehow the top of the clay 
unit:\tYillb;ecl.etermined in:thetfiE!ld~. L> .0)";' . '.:' './ .,..... "J:, ........ , 

., 

Response: The following text will be inserted prior to the final sentence in the first paragraph of 
Section 3.2.1: The top of the clay unit will be determ ined by visually describing changes inlit~ology 
observed in split-spqgr:t S€lI:fij)IE!$,~i;901Iected)(Juring'efillir'lgoperatidniL .Once, .• th~):~ibray 'unit 'is 
encountered, a few continuous split spoon samples will be taken to confirm the thickness of th,e clay 
lInit.,;.... (" ',',j :". •••. " •• ",,,'" " .• '" 

", i , : \: i ~ . ~ . "," .; 

30.' bo~m~~t: ; Se~tion 3.2.1. N~ture a~d"Extent Sampling Actl~iije~'lor:Grouridwa'tefLJ'SiteS9/16. 
Site 27 and Site 55, Page 3 .. 2 

; : .. ' 

The second paragraph identifies the number of samples to be taken. After addressing all comments, 
correct these numbers if they have changed. 

> ,oj 

Response: After addressing all comments from EPA andSCDHEC, the numbers will beupqat€ld as 
, ~ . ~.' , . 

31. Comment;:Sectl~n 3.2.:~ :;Nature .and Extent Sampling Activities for Groundwater - Sites 9/16. 
Site 27 and:Site';55,Paqe.3~2 ' .• ,' : ,"/ ',' 'J":,') '; 

" 

Modify the last sentence in this Section to read, " ... for review and approval beforeproceedin,~." 
,'i-; 'c ',,'- , .~ F ~ I ; \ : . ' 

Response: The revision willbemade as requested by EPA. 

:rh,~. tlilxtir;t~ec~jqn 3.,3,?; i@d,ic~te~!Jhe'vertical .. extenl.of,!;the investigationwill'be;determin'eid at each 
location by visual observation of soil staining, odor and/or pl;lotbionizationdetecto( (PID)'readings 
,indicatjpg ; the, pr\esence,· Qf, VOCs .. · The !t~X,t, further! indicates.thatth,e'sam pies :Wh ictl axn ibited the 
·.rrqist,fi~~Ii~C?od' of cQnt9ip(na!iP!1 ;(visual, PID".etc.¥wiWoeisubniittedto a Jix~d~l:>as~laboratory for 
PCJ~.s;,pe~tic;id~san~(T1~t~lsal)a.!yses. Itis:"notclearly, presented in the RI Work Plar'i'Why VOC and 

., , 

,,'-t., ' 

. Heleases to:Groundwater:·· Modifythes'taterfrent to read as follows:·"' ... (BUilding' 401 ),nextto the 
concrete.pads, and near sites 9; 16, af1d'2:Tto'determir1e;,)'. .... ..., 

:" "'" :/'.. .. ".:i ;( 

~ )Response; The revision' will'be, made as requested byoEPA .. " 

,.28,C.omment: . Section 3.2"lnvestlgatlveSummarY,Pacje3-1 

Please modify the next to last sentence on page 3-1 to read as follows: " ... will be provided by the 
Navy/MCRD at the appropriate time" and will be reviewed and approved by E~A and DHEC priorto 
proceedi~g." . . .!.: .:' ".:, '.. .•. ",:1'.. ..' .,.; .. )" .. ,'. ," ..... , 

Response:"The'revision will be made as' requestedbyEP A. 

$~cti~()~'!3~2;1,indicates,that the intermediate:,~onitotingWenS will D~~dreenedbn t6P'6ftn~:'clay unit 
found earlier: at approximately, 24 to 25 feet, belowthe"grouno·surlacEf (bgs):Due tol'fhe variability in 
the depth at which the clay unit may occur, revise the RI Work Plan tOJndicatehow the top of the clay 
unit:\tYillb;ecl.etermined in:thetfiE!ld~. L> .0)";' . '.:' './ .,..... "J:, ........ , 

., 

Response: The following text will be inserted prior to the final sentence in the first paragraph of 
Section 3.2.1: The top of the clay unit will be determ ined by visually describing changes inlit~ology 
observed in split-spqgr:t S€lI:fij)IE!$,~i;901Iected)(Juring'efillir'lgoperatidniL .Once, .• th~):~ibray 'unit 'is 
encountered, a few continuous split spoon samples will be taken to confirm the thickness of th,e clay 
lInit.,;.... (" ',',j :". •••. " •• ",,,'" " .• '" 

", i , : \: i ~ . ~ . "," .; 

30.' bo~m~~t: ; Se~tion 3.2.1. N~ture a~d"Extent Sampling Actl~iije~'lor:Grouridwa'tefLJ'SiteS9/16. 
Site 27 and Site 55, Page 3 .. 2 

; : .. ' 

The second paragraph identifies the number of samples to be taken. After addressing all comments, 
correct these numbers if they have changed. 

> ,oj 

Response: After addressing all comments from EPA andSCDHEC, the numbers will beupqat€ld as 
, ~ . ~.' , . 

31. Comment;:Sectl~n 3.2.:~ :;Nature .and Extent Sampling Activities for Groundwater - Sites 9/16. 
Site 27 and:Site';55,Paqe.3~2 ' .• ,' : ,"/ ',' 'J":,') '; 

" 

Modify the last sentence in this Section to read, " ... for review and approval beforeproceedin,~." 
,'i-; 'c ',,'- , .~ F ~ I ; \ : . ' 

Response: The revision willbemade as requested by EPA. 

:rh,~. tlilxtir;t~ec~jqn 3.,3,?; i@d,ic~te~!Jhe'vertical .. extenl.of,!;the investigationwill'be;determin'eid at each 
location by visual observation of soil staining, odor and/or pl;lotbionizationdetecto( (PID)'readings 
,indicatjpg ; the, pr\esence,· Qf, VOCs .. · The !t~X,t, further! indicates.thatth,e'sam pies :Wh ictl axn ibited the 
·.rrqist,fi~~Ii~C?od' of cQnt9ip(na!iP!1 ;(visual, PID".etc.¥wiWoeisubniittedto a Jix~d~l:>as~laboratory for 
PCJ~.s;,pe~tic;id~san~(T1~t~lsal)a.!yses. Itis:"notclearly, presented in the RI Work Plar'i'Why VOC and 

., , 



SVOC analysis are not conducted since the likelihood of contamination as defined by the criteria used 
,in this seQtior:' (yislJal, PID,etc.) l;Tlay indicate VOC andlor' SVOCcontamination.. Also, Sectiori2.2.1, 
Site 27, indicates that soil data collectedil:l 1995 and 1999 indicates VO~s andSV06:inexceedance 
of human health and/or ecological screening criteria. Revise the RI Work Plan to PJovide additional 
justification and rationale for why VOOi;l.nd SVOOanalyses forsoiFcit'Site27 are not warr;ante,&:lf it is , 
agreed that they are warranted, modify this Section and Table 3-1. 

Response: This section and Table3-Lwillbeupqated toi,,~lude VOCand:$VOC',a-nalyses,"as 
requested. 

_., J j,'" 

33. to~~~nt: Section'3.2.2. Sampling Actlvitiesfo~'Soilat Site 27.' Page 3-3 

The current data set regarding Site~7$Qils,presentedjn the RIWbrkPlan,doesnofmeelthS' data 
requirements for a remedial investigation. Either data which clears the remainder of the Site 27 
acreage is missing or this is a data gap that needs to be filled by this Rio Revise the RI Work Plan to 

,·ad9tess t~is.j~.sue. ,Ifit isd,e,~hn inedJDat,cQmposite s~rhples ju'sLbtt each side· of Jhe"Sita '21, paved 
are'a would b~f beneficial, add a brief discussion of the composit~approach to' bepropOSed;,'(See 
Table 3-1 comments below.) If it is determined that additional samples are needed across Site 27, 
111()~jfy tt1i.s\;$;~Qtion and TaQle, 3~ j, 1.i;l.I;»e.5.1,;; and Figute 5-1. , (See oomments'regardil1g Table 3-1, 
'~9pl~5-1~~d Figure 5-Hof,,~uggested;s,arnpling if this is determinedt'a be'adata gap.Y' , ,,' 

~';'~: "~ 'J\ ) ";::: "-,,~. <". i..; '-~ ,i .... ~ ,", .. ' t", :'r' ,-:~/" "':- i\ .. \':.,.- '-',' -,t"·,, ;L'\.t, ;,' 

Response: The Navy/MCRD has agreed to additional soil sampling.as indicated inthe"Draft: Final 
RIWP and the necessary changes to text, tables and figures have been incorporated. 

, .. :: '. -,'- t ;;';"!:">'::'.~~':-'"j:' ;~"; 
!;:j;" 

~4. ':C~mme~t::Sectlon 3.2.2. S~l11plingi Activities for s~nat Slte.'27;Page,a .. 3 : '" 

Th;~ last sent~nce inSe~tion3.2.2 indicates that no additional soil '~a~PI~~g activities are anticipated 
at this time for Sites 9/16 and 55. Add a sentence here that states that investigation of the extent of 
soil contamination at Sites 9 and 16 is being deferred and will be addressed in a Remedial Action 

.: iWork'Plan.~ReNise the,AI Wor,k Plal7l,to.'address this.iSsue. ' 
:.:- '.' ;,>':'~.-,_> .. <'~.'~.:t,;~.:~, t.,'., 'j,'.; ;-, "'. -', ... ' 0',:, .. . '", ,,,,.' 

Response: Please see response to comment 20. 
, ',,'1 

35. Comment: Section 3.3. Project Schedule. Page 3-3 
.';. . 

EPA will attempt to meet the 30 day review request; however, it is dependent upon the availability of 
contractors. EPA suggests this might be accomplished most efficiently through a face to face 
meeting, if notice can be given far enough in advance to accommodate other schedules. 

, R~spihse:' N~~~will "Work withEP~ andS~b8EC, a~'ne~~ssary, t~fa~iI;t~teexp~dite~reviews. 

r-
Please answer the following regarding specific samples: 

I 
\ 

"I' ,', 

" 

• TW-24S - How d'oe~ this differ from MW1? A~$W~R.:NlW1.hasbeen abancionedaridAs no 
longer availabltdor sampling. ", ' , 

'., TW~a!;I!-:-H,oWid(!)es this differ,from'MW71? ANSWER:' MW71has been abandoned and is no 
.. .,I,Onger ava,ililble tor Silmpling" '" ;' 
~I' l"Wc-28Sand ~2911-Whydo ,we need these if 30/3'1 Were ,in 'ali elevated area? Howarethey 
., (jifferentJrom, MW"17 aM :181? ' ANSWER: As shown on Table 3';1; tW-2BS andTW-291 were 

'located. to provide confirmation about the plume, edge, 'wtlUe'TW-30S'and TW-31I, are, 

/ 

SVOC analysis are not conducted since the likelihood of contamination as defined by the criteria used 
,in this seQtior:' (yislJal, PID,etc.) l;Tlay indicate VOC andlor' SVOCcontamination.. Also, Sectiori2.2.1, 
Site 27, indicates that soil data collectedil:l 1995 and 1999 indicates VO~s andSV06:inexceedance 
of human health and/or ecological screening criteria. Revise the RI Work Plan to PJovide additional 
justification and rationale for why VOOi;l.nd SVOOanalyses forsoiFcit'Site27 are not warr;ante,&:lf it is , 
agreed that they are warranted, modify this Section and Table 3-1. 

Response: This section and Table3-Lwillbeupqated toi,,~lude VOCand:$VOC',a-nalyses,"as 
requested. 

_., J j,'" 

33. to~~~nt: Section'3.2.2. Sampling Actlvitiesfo~'Soilat Site 27.' Page 3-3 

The current data set regarding Site~7$Qils,presentedjn the RIWbrkPlan,doesnofmeelthS' data 
requirements for a remedial investigation. Either data which clears the remainder of the Site 27 
acreage is missing or this is a data gap that needs to be filled by this Rio Revise the RI Work Plan to 

,·ad9tess t~is.j~.sue. ,Ifit isd,e,~hn inedJDat,cQmposite s~rhples ju'sLbtt each side· of Jhe"Sita '21, paved 
are'a would b~f beneficial, add a brief discussion of the composit~approach to' bepropOSed;,'(See 
Table 3-1 comments below.) If it is determined that additional samples are needed across Site 27, 
111()~jfy tt1i.s\;$;~Qtion and TaQle, 3~ j, 1.i;l.I;»e.5.1,;; and Figute 5-1. , (See oomments'regardil1g Table 3-1, 
'~9pl~5-1~~d Figure 5-Hof,,~uggested;s,arnpling if this is determinedt'a be'adata gap.Y' , ,,' 

~';'~: "~ 'J\ ) ";::: "-,,~. <". i..; '-~ ,i .... ~ ,", .. ' t", :'r' ,-:~/" "':- i\ .. \':.,.- '-',' -,t"·,, ;L'\.t, ;,' 

Response: The Navy/MCRD has agreed to additional soil sampling.as indicated inthe"Draft: Final 
RIWP and the necessary changes to text, tables and figures have been incorporated. 

, .. :: '. -,'- t ;;';"!:">'::'.~~':-'"j:' ;~"; 
!;:j;" 

~4. ':C~mme~t::Sectlon 3.2.2. S~l11plingi Activities for s~nat Slte.'27;Page,a .. 3 : '" 

Th;~ last sent~nce inSe~tion3.2.2 indicates that no additional soil '~a~PI~~g activities are anticipated 
at this time for Sites 9/16 and 55. Add a sentence here that states that investigation of the extent of 
soil contamination at Sites 9 and 16 is being deferred and will be addressed in a Remedial Action 

.: iWork'Plan.~ReNise the,AI Wor,k Plal7l,to.'address this.iSsue. ' 
:.:- '.' ;,>':'~.-,_> .. <'~.'~.:t,;~.:~, t.,'., 'j,'.; ;-, "'. -', ... ' 0',:, .. . '", ,,,,.' 

Response: Please see response to comment 20. 
, ',,'1 

35. Comment: Section 3.3. Project Schedule. Page 3-3 
.';. . 

EPA will attempt to meet the 30 day review request; however, it is dependent upon the availability of 
contractors. EPA suggests this might be accomplished most efficiently through a face to face 
meeting, if notice can be given far enough in advance to accommodate other schedules. 

, R~spihse:' N~~~will "Work withEP~ andS~b8EC, a~'ne~~ssary, t~fa~iI;t~teexp~dite~reviews. 

r-
Please answer the following regarding specific samples: 

I 
\ 

"I' ,', 

" 

• TW-24S - How d'oe~ this differ from MW1? A~$W~R.:NlW1.hasbeen abancionedaridAs no 
longer availabltdor sampling. ", ' , 

'., TW~a!;I!-:-H,oWid(!)es this differ,from'MW71? ANSWER:' MW71has been abandoned and is no 
.. .,I,Onger ava,ililble tor Silmpling" '" ;' 
~I' l"Wc-28Sand ~2911-Whydo ,we need these if 30/3'1 Were ,in 'ali elevated area? Howarethey 
., (jifferentJrom, MW"17 aM :181? ' ANSWER: As shown on Table 3';1; tW-2BS andTW-291 were 

'located. to provide confirmation about the plume, edge, 'wtlUe'TW-30S'and TW-31I, are, 

/ 



• 

located to specifically confirm a chlorobenzene hot-spot. However, after further review, 
we believe more value will be added if 28129 are shifted approximately 100 feettp lhe 
south. MW 17 8,('I<tMWJ81 haileb,een"abandoned't.nd are'no Ic)Ogeravallable forsampillig; 
tw-30S - How is this different from MW-19? ANSWER: MW 1!;) has been abandoned .and is 
no'ioliger;avallable fotsamplir'lg."'<' '.' ."'. .,'.' .. ' .. ". "i, ".'T ".<,' '\', , 

.TW~35S 'and;361...;Should!WeSdd 'to th'a tationctle;"and/orSite9" ?ANSWER: '8nc:l/orS'lte 9' 
will be added to the rationale. ., ""~.': . '! 

• ~~~~~:~~3:~~t1:i~~~~I1~re;add to t~e ,ratio~~le, "and/9r ;Siteg'? A~SWER: '~nfl{~r Site 9' 

• TW~ 41 S artd4 ,21( ~ShoUl~~e ~9v:~iH~s~ elil~(~~f ali~~ ,[1pre' 9owngf~~i~m;i~rt6:~ N~;,C9.,:ner ?f 
theped?Also should We add PCBsto'thf) analyte~ hst? ~N~WI;R:" "h(!,t~l11pora,ry w,fi!.U. Will 

'i" ", be moved' approximately '50" f~i "EN,E;"': p~Er whtbe add~ lO' the ,analyte' 'n._t ,fqr this 
lOcation onl';" ,; '. ....,', '::i"'" .'. ,.' ..... . ". . ... " •. . ':'.' "'.' 

• AdditionaJW~IS: '0'0 'werieed'sbrhe . Tws' W~stSW'of the; FOV between ;b'~ritours 9.S.;~q~, 9.0? 
ANSWER: We will add a shallow/intermediate temporary well pair about 50 feet west of 
approximately halfyiay between TW26$1 TW~7I,al1cj,(!xl.ti,J:lgiMW9,. , , . !: .' ,,',; . ,'. . 

• For ali Site 27solr :sani~les; '~ho~ld 'w~ ~dd VO¢s ,artd',$YOCs tq t~,e, an~lyte I,ist? A,~,$WER: 
" vae an"$VOc\wl!fbe'adde.~\toJ~~ $Jtt?,,21 ~~i" .. ,~qJp'i~.,,·<\ " ,".,i. .,:,' .! ... ', ',: :,:." .• 

• " , Should we' add and/dr mQve samp,!&s ,to ,cove'~ more oP~~, r~JT.I~inder o(Sit~;gn ANSWI;R,: As 
previously discussed in this' RTC, the Navy/MeRD has agreed to additional soli sampling 
at Site 27 as indicated in the Draft Final RIWP. . 
Should we add, a C;OfTIPo§it~ ,,~qr:nRI~ i,u,§jt. Offpf. al1Q.alopg ~~c:;h ~§ige: ()f ,t~ed~it~ 271, Pl;l~~d,area? 
ANSWER: Seebull~t at)o'V~:ftHisone;'" '.! " . ,. .... ,.", '." ....', . 

• 

. The text in Sec;:lion ,3.2 in~ic;ate,S .that. th.e, l;n.vironmel1t~I.lnvestigati9I1sStandafdOperating 
• ,_,"," \:' ,_- u .. '.:, r., ':. " , , {:. ',' ,', " , ~r c -, " .' ",_",,>!., .. ", '." ." " -' . . ; _ ,le' .,'" c" _,,' 

Prbcedures and QU~ljtYA~~yranc~ryt.~9)Jali (EJ,~qeQA!M)'Rn:~c~d,ure§ will be fo,lIow.e,,9 ,c;luring the: field 
. investigation activities; However, Section 4.4 (Page 4-3) of the RI Work Plan states that the 

permanent monitoring wells will be constructed with PVC screen and riser. EISOPQAM Section 6.6.2 
states that stainless steel materials are the prefer(~dc~pi9,e)~I;I~re)be Iiln€l!yt,iQ~kJ:)~9gri3,.m,isge~i~nf)d 
to analyze for organic compounds. Furthermore; 'irrthe next 'par'agfaph,the .RI Work Plan specifies 
rpe, s~!;1id,~n<;f, s~re~m.;,.~19t'i~ize, t~at.wi\11 p~" .. yse,d ,to,(C5?l11plete the we~~. iEI$9PQt\M;$ePtionc,~.6.3 
InCllc~tes~l;I,atth~ filter, paqk (al1o, sew.en ~~t:e) mateq~lsshould. be'cbase~tiQn the· re~\:Jlts ,qf at sieve 
.arial¥~I$1··'13~f~,6f.tris~:~ppro~cre!3,~r~n()t·corrRIi~m:~jth t~e.EI,qOPQAfy1. 'R~vJst:! theJ~!;Wor~,Plan 
tol addre~s th~s~: i~sl.le~'~,', '" . " 

Response: Though stainless steel materials are preferred, they are not requi'r~d;PVC well~ 'have 
?een;~i~~ly; ~tili:z~d .a~r9~~ ~CR~ ;with;?~t.J.nc.ic!~nt.:Th,~I.ow:~r', Qostqf iPV:QialloW~At:l~c;N~vy to 
IncreasetHetotalnumberofsamplinglocc!.t!ons. ;" ' ·i'" ,I" ,I"";,.,, 

)'-('_ '". ,', ... /:.~~ ~" ~ .'.,'>._," "~-\'·1. ,_ t."j "c.' ~ ~ .. , ;,", ' .. , .... >,. " ·-"f,. ~. :,' .. ~ ___ '~ .:1 

The-saildand s6reen slot size determinations have been made based on experience with ·oth~r 
MCRD site investigations. 

38. Comment: Section 4.4. Permanent Monito'':ihg wellin$t8IU:ltioh;paqe4~4'; 
~ '7 ~:: . 1:' : - .. . - ) ~: ,. \, -,,' ,>" , •• ' -, .:. ' 

It is not clear in the second paragraph on Page 4-4 if the RI Work Plan stabilizatio~'para";'eters (pH, 
temp, turbidity) refer to well development (which. ,~, m~nti.one~ il1.the, fir,s,t s~ntenpe,) qf,Jwell; purging 
activities (which is not discussed at all in this paragraph). AlSO', conductivity is not incluped as a 
stabilization paralTleter. Revise the RI Work Plan to address this issue. 

Response: The discussipn ". ,in . this,k~?ti,~9:pertMr$~)(CI9$,i,VeIYibW~lId~V~i()~Ij1.~ht.;; . A,sim ilar 
discussion, addressing well purging~ is provided in Section 4.6. 
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we believe more value will be added if 28129 are shifted approximately 100 feettp lhe 
south. MW 17 8,('I<tMWJ81 haileb,een"abandoned't.nd are'no Ic)Ogeravallable forsampillig; 
tw-30S - How is this different from MW-19? ANSWER: MW 1!;) has been abandoned .and is 
no'ioliger;avallable fotsamplir'lg."'<' '.' ."'. .,'.' .. ' .. ". "i, ".'T ".<,' '\', , 

.TW~35S 'and;361...;Should!WeSdd 'to th'a tationctle;"and/orSite9" ?ANSWER: '8nc:l/orS'lte 9' 
will be added to the rationale. ., ""~.': . '! 

• ~~~~~:~~3:~~t1:i~~~~I1~re;add to t~e ,ratio~~le, "and/9r ;Siteg'? A~SWER: '~nfl{~r Site 9' 

• TW~ 41 S artd4 ,21( ~ShoUl~~e ~9v:~iH~s~ elil~(~~f ali~~ ,[1pre' 9owngf~~i~m;i~rt6:~ N~;,C9.,:ner ?f 
theped?Also should We add PCBsto'thf) analyte~ hst? ~N~WI;R:" "h(!,t~l11pora,ry w,fi!.U. Will 

'i" ", be moved' approximately '50" f~i "EN,E;"': p~Er whtbe add~ lO' the ,analyte' 'n._t ,fqr this 
lOcation onl';" ,; '. ....,', '::i"'" .'. ,.' ..... . ". . ... " •. . ':'.' "'.' 

• AdditionaJW~IS: '0'0 'werieed'sbrhe . Tws' W~stSW'of the; FOV between ;b'~ritours 9.S.;~q~, 9.0? 
ANSWER: We will add a shallow/intermediate temporary well pair about 50 feet west of 
approximately halfyiay between TW26$1 TW~7I,al1cj,(!xl.ti,J:lgiMW9,. , , . !: .' ,,',; . ,'. . 

• For ali Site 27solr :sani~les; '~ho~ld 'w~ ~dd VO¢s ,artd',$YOCs tq t~,e, an~lyte I,ist? A,~,$WER: 
" vae an"$VOc\wl!fbe'adde.~\toJ~~ $Jtt?,,21 ~~i" .. ,~qJp'i~.,,·<\ " ,".,i. .,:,' .! ... ', ',: :,:." .• 

• " , Should we' add and/dr mQve samp,!&s ,to ,cove'~ more oP~~, r~JT.I~inder o(Sit~;gn ANSWI;R,: As 
previously discussed in this' RTC, the Navy/MeRD has agreed to additional soli sampling 
at Site 27 as indicated in the Draft Final RIWP. . 
Should we add, a C;OfTIPo§it~ ,,~qr:nRI~ i,u,§jt. Offpf. al1Q.alopg ~~c:;h ~§ige: ()f ,t~ed~it~ 271, Pl;l~~d,area? 
ANSWER: Seebull~t at)o'V~:ftHisone;'" '.! " . ,. .... ,.", '." ....', . 

• 

. The text in Sec;:lion ,3.2 in~ic;ate,S .that. th.e, l;n.vironmel1t~I.lnvestigati9I1sStandafdOperating 
• ,_,"," \:' ,_- u .. '.:, r., ':. " , , {:. ',' ,', " , ~r c -, " .' ",_",,>!., .. ", '." ." " -' . . ; _ ,le' .,'" c" _,,' 

Prbcedures and QU~ljtYA~~yranc~ryt.~9)Jali (EJ,~qeQA!M)'Rn:~c~d,ure§ will be fo,lIow.e,,9 ,c;luring the: field 
. investigation activities; However, Section 4.4 (Page 4-3) of the RI Work Plan states that the 

permanent monitoring wells will be constructed with PVC screen and riser. EISOPQAM Section 6.6.2 
states that stainless steel materials are the prefer(~dc~pi9,e)~I;I~re)be Iiln€l!yt,iQ~kJ:)~9gri3,.m,isge~i~nf)d 
to analyze for organic compounds. Furthermore; 'irrthe next 'par'agfaph,the .RI Work Plan specifies 
rpe, s~!;1id,~n<;f, s~re~m.;,.~19t'i~ize, t~at.wi\11 p~" .. yse,d ,to,(C5?l11plete the we~~. iEI$9PQt\M;$ePtionc,~.6.3 
InCllc~tes~l;I,atth~ filter, paqk (al1o, sew.en ~~t:e) mateq~lsshould. be'cbase~tiQn the· re~\:Jlts ,qf at sieve 
.arial¥~I$1··'13~f~,6f.tris~:~ppro~cre!3,~r~n()t·corrRIi~m:~jth t~e.EI,qOPQAfy1. 'R~vJst:! theJ~!;Wor~,Plan 
tol addre~s th~s~: i~sl.le~'~,', '" . " 

Response: Though stainless steel materials are preferred, they are not requi'r~d;PVC well~ 'have 
?een;~i~~ly; ~tili:z~d .a~r9~~ ~CR~ ;with;?~t.J.nc.ic!~nt.:Th,~I.ow:~r', Qostqf iPV:QialloW~At:l~c;N~vy to 
IncreasetHetotalnumberofsamplinglocc!.t!ons. ;" ' ·i'" ,I" ,I"";,.,, 

)'-('_ '". ,', ... /:.~~ ~" ~ .'.,'>._," "~-\'·1. ,_ t."j "c.' ~ ~ .. , ;,", ' .. , .... >,. " ·-"f,. ~. :,' .. ~ ___ '~ .:1 

The-saildand s6reen slot size determinations have been made based on experience with ·oth~r 
MCRD site investigations. 

38. Comment: Section 4.4. Permanent Monito'':ihg wellin$t8IU:ltioh;paqe4~4'; 
~ '7 ~:: . 1:' : - .. . - ) ~: ,. \, -,,' ,>" , •• ' -, .:. ' 

It is not clear in the second paragraph on Page 4-4 if the RI Work Plan stabilizatio~'para";'eters (pH, 
temp, turbidity) refer to well development (which. ,~, m~nti.one~ il1.the, fir,s,t s~ntenpe,) qf,Jwell; purging 
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3.Q. C~~m~nt:S~fltlon 4.4, Permanent. Monito;,ing WeUJnstaliation,Page 4·4 .' 

Th~ihi~d 'p~r~graph on ~age4-4 cg~t~;~s a d'i~CU~Si~~i.QnJ')ow, the slugte~ts, w.'I"be~onducted. 
,Howev~r, hOW.~he )?ll,lg testl3, will be analyzed, was not ir'ldi~~te,~tJn,the ,text. ~Revise the RI Work Plan 
to address thisissue~' ' '.' ....... ' ". .' , ' "" ' .. , •.... ,: 

·"7-,":':t,~,?.:, ~:"""'<_c '<-1:_>_\;, "",".r,,:,~~\"';.}·(-',;, i_ ,',_:,-",_ •• ,,_"!_,'-r;' !',,' -,:,"" , " 

j Res~onse: . The fol16wingtext will beaoded at the end of:Secti9P,4:A: ,pripr,tQ te'sting, newly 
in.sta',I~d, 'A'Eil"~ Wi!,1 ,b~.,.mc,>r9U9hIY,q~Y~lop,e.g, ~n<:t .. ,.~I,low~q,·to, sta~iliz~ in qrde.r, to obtair'! accurate 

, ,r'~slllts~,:()nce.tn,e,.~~ter\Jev~I':Wlth,in ,thewell,has,~fabilize,q,:i! w,ill b~,q~iq~ly.rai~ed or IQwe.red using a 
" " "\VC.sl~~'9~i;~~9iV~i~nh T~,eJ#t~.?,f r~covery willb,~ m~~~,urE3d l,J$iQQ pr~,~~l,Ir,e Sensitive transducers 

and electrotilcaats loggers. Once the water levels have recovered to wlthlli),',+/:-10 per,cent of the 
static water levels, the tests, may be terminated. The.PVGslug will I:>e de.contarninated between 
wells!;";'" .'1",., .;,.' .".;'" \., ,:,. . ";"'. .' ', .. '.; .,'. "',~ "',"" .,' .. 

",,1,.... :. .., Ii,.. > ;', •• t. .. . '.' .,. '; '. ,". . .. ; .. ,." .•... ~.,,,/ '.", ." 

F!~I~", d~!a (e.g.:~at~r,le~~('~~~~ur;e,Tent$' will :~e,Ao,c~in:~,hted ,Qn,', lj¥qt~uliC3 Conql,l9tivity Test~ng 
Data'Sheets pnottornovl'ng toml·n~.)(t we,I,LData: ~nal~I~l1le~hQ9,s;WI.1I Qeba~ed on t~e testing 
con~itions occurring, and candidafe,s, would include .•. Hyorslevor Bouwer an.d Rice", in. addition to 
reCdrti'fnendafioris:(foin US" Depahitl~nfQ(IHterior's~rpuri~)N~l~r Ma,n,~al.·, . '. , , 

;~t,':'~ ~i(!~: ~~ .)"'~.i ',)C~::'\~: /f:-:')<;~;:·;-l,' :OJflJ',i <.:-~;;- ' ',' "",or ... "" ',', ',! 

'40. Comment:; S«ctibn 4:7.' Permanent Mo:nitoHhcf W~II.lnstaliatibn;Paqe 4;'Si 
~ ;~.'i~~':' .. ;;'" ~"'-,,"" '_-r~'~;" 

Modify these numbers of samples and location information if it is determined a change is needed 
based on other com ments., Alsod~s9ribe th~ com P9site. s~m p'lingappro~cb.(~.it is. toJ~e y~ed along 
the edges of the Site 27 paved'arei:[:,' . ;'. ':". ;·· ..•.. ,:i· ;. 

Response:' :'B'asedorl Navy respo~ses tbE~A' comlTlS,nts ihYhis'leher, ;revi~jqnofthe, number; of soil 
.' samples at ,Site 21> is required. However, 'nt~ 9pmposife:$am'pllhg.is~ritJCip~ted.. ..... ': . 'I, . 

, ',', .~, ' ,," ~ , . ,~ '. ' ..' , , . 
, ;-'; 

• : • > ~ '.1 ,. ;,,:; '. I. 

41~C()mri1e'nt:· Se'ctlon' 5;2J1. 'Soil Sampllng~'Pade 5-1.' .' ,'" 
';'" ,~\'~,: ~ r"i' ~;'\.,' ~~ <~.~ ..... :':,' .. ':,.cr'~~_,':',: .~,"':-,,' :>~-'_; :~; ,",;'!, ,'. " " .,. ,,':_'1::' ,,\, 

In Sectlonf'5'.2,1, ; theR I W6rkPlanstates' th!=lt 'alls'oirsam'pliA:g' rTi etho'o610gjes .. will' corTi ply wH~ the 
· M~s!~r,';~~~" ~.ndT,tNp~~SOps';i. ~oV!~ver\,.if,i~:.~Qt,,~I~~r ,it m~s~'qorilply, .. ~it.h:,J~e .. ~r~OPQAM 
procedures'/'-'-especrallywrth'regard to "quarterrng" the samples (EISOPQ~MSectlon 5.~ 3~8) and the 
use of Teflon, stainless steel, or glass sampling tools (EISOPQAM Secfidri 5.1'3.1): Revise the RI 
Work Plan to address this issue. ,', 

.. ' f'i, I ''', ; I' ,<' ;,; .~ ,: - • ,"I~ ~'.' :'~ ,". • -l.... 'n 

", ,.' '_ ,.... _:,.' I, ,:; _ _ , , ,':' , ,:' _.., , ,,' , ' _ '" ,,: " __ '_, ___ , ',', ; ,,' ':' :, _ ~ :' , :' ~_ 
'. Response:'" SOilsamplesJWill'DecoH~cted: tlirectly)r9rTl th~,in-sihj In,a:tri~, . ~ndth~refor~'pnly the 
required volume to fill the sample jar needs to be collected ..• '. '.; ,. ..' ...., " '. . 
The third sentence in Section 5:2.1 <,~,iIlPe revis.~~ .• to ,irse.rt 'Teflon' qetw~en, 'dispp~ab,le' and 

· 'trowels~;')""'" .. 

42. Comment: SectionS.2~ 1. Soil Sampling. Page S-1, , ' .. " ....... ' . . ; . ". ' .... ." ;, '" ... . 
Describe the com posite sah,pling 'procsdures tb be usetf along,the edges 'of the'Slte 2tpaved area, if 
this is determined to be used. 

'" ";J:- !(' . '. . 

,:;Respohsel 'No cbmpos'it~satnpllrigis C\htiCipated. , 
>'.:! _ I • C _ " c.' ".' ','" 

43. Comment: S,ection S.3',2. Sample Nomenclature, Pages-2., , .' 
· Provide rlomei11c'lalfire' f6f'\fhe'conip'oslie'S9tnples;'f.tti~y~fe tdb,e used," 

,! /. ~: i ; c' ' __ ~ ; .... ' , ' ~ -'. \ ' ,.; : 

,;"" "r :.-
':. ):,.';.~' I" "~ . " ;,,' .;'- " ~-!~ ,. '" Jl 
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Response: No composite sampling is anticipated. 

44. Comment: Table 5-1 

• Add PCBs to TW-41S and 421 if appropriate (see previous comments Table 3-1). 
• Add VOCs and SVOCs to all Site 27 soil samples if determined to be needed. 
• Add composite samples if determined to be needed. . 
• Add any additional samples as determined to be necessary based on previous comments. 

Response: Table 5-1 (and all tables/figures) will be updated based on the ultimate resolution of all 
EPA and SCDHEC work plan review comments. 

45. Comment: Figure 2-2. Site Layout and Previous Investigation Locations Map. Sites 9. 16.27 
and 55. and Figure 5-1. Proposed Sampling Location Map. Sites 9,16.27 and 55 

The shallow, intermediate and deep aquifer zone monitoring wells depicted in Figure 2-2 are not 
included in Figure 5-1. For clarity and completeness in determining the extent of groundwater 
contamination, all shallow, intermediate and deep aquifer zone monitoring wells available should be 
indicated on q.n additional Figure, Figure 5-2, Comprehensive Well Location Map. 

Response: The remaining, available wells are shown on Figure 5-1. Wells that are shown on Figure 
2-2 that have been abandoned and are therefore no longer available for sampling, are not shown on 
Figure 5-1, mostly to avoid confusion. 

46. Comment: Comment: Figure 7-1 

Remove "Koroma-" from my name. 

Response: EPA RPM's name will be updated. 

47. Comment: Figure 7-2 

Please provide an updated schedule with the draft final document. 

Response: We will provide an updated schedule with the draft final document. 

Response: No composite sampling is anticipated. 
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2-2 that have been abandoned and are therefore no longer available for sampling, are not shown on 
Figure 5-1, mostly to avoid confusion. 

46. Comment: Comment: Figure 7-1 
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Response: EPA RPM's name will be updated. 

47. Comment: Figure 7-2 
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Response: We will provide an updated schedule with the draft final document. 


