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Mark Weegar
Corrective Action Section
Remediation Division

Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission
P.0O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

Dear Mr. Weegar:

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the following documents:
“Draft Work Plan Addenda for the Risk-Based Assessment, Management, and Closure of Solid
Waste Management Units (SWMUSs) and Areas of Concern (AOCs) at Naval Air Station Fort
Worth, Joint Reserve Base, Carswell AFB, TX.” The work plans cover the Unnamed Siream,
Grounds Maintenance Yard, Golf Course Maintenance Yard and Aerospace Museum Site. The
following comments are provided for your information.

UNNAMED STREAM

1. Page 3-1, 3.4 RISK ASSESSMENT The discussion in this paragraph seems to
indicate a risk assessment will be completed for the attainment of Risk Reduction Standard
Number 2 (RRS2). For clarification the Risk Reduction Rules do not require a risk
assessment to close a site under RRS2.

2. Page 3-2, 3.6 FIELD INVESTIGATION TASKS, Excavation of French Underdrain
This indicates that sampling will not be conducted at the excavation unless soil staining is
observed. Since this drain pipe is described as a metal pipe with holes drilled in the
bottom, samples should be collected from just below the pipe to determine if a release
could have occurred from the drain. These sampies should be collected even if no soil
staining is observed along the excavation.

3. Page 3-3, 3.6.2 Sampling aud Analysis  The description of the different Case
examples does not appear to delineate vertical and horizontal extent to background or
PQLs. If the intent is to delineate the extent of contamination above RRS2 for removal
and assuming that the extent of contamination, to either background or PQL has been
previously determined, then this method will be adequate. I am concerned that the extent
of contamination may not have been determined, since some of the maximum
concentrations were at the greatest sampling depth.
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11.  Page 3-3, 3.6.2 Sampling and Analysis At several of the locations soil removal has
already occurred and clean soil was used for backfill. Samples should be collected to
confirm that all of the contamination has been removed during the previous removal
actions at this site. If only the surface samples are analyzed during this sampling, I would
hope they are clean, since this was clean backfill. Based upon the procedure provided in
this work plan, samples below this point would not be analyzed.

12.  Page 3-3, 3.6.2 Sampling and Analysis  Based upon the one nickel hit at 20.1 mg/kg
and background at 19.76 mg/kg, I feel that this is a variance from background. No

additional sampling for nickel would be required.

AEROSPACE MUSEUM SITE
12. Page 3-1, 3.4 RISKASSISSMENT The discussion in tiis paragraph seems to

indicate a risk assessment will be completed for the attainment of Risk Reduction Standard
Number 2 (RRS2). For clarification the Risk Reduction Rules do not require a risk
assessment to close a site under RRS2.

14, TABLE 3-1 No sample is shown for SVOCs at OT3804SA.

Please contact me at (214) 665-8306 should you wish to discuss this further.

W77,

Gary W. Miller
Senior Project Manager

Base Closure Team

Sincerely,

cc:
Mr. Ray Risner
Mr. Rafaei Vazquez
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