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I, _ T_e Intro_uctlon should be expanded to

discuss the purpose of the proposed plan. Speciflcally, the

introductio_ should state that the purpose of thel Proposed Plnn

is to: _dentify a preferred alternativ_ fo£ the OU; desculbe

other remedial options considered in d_tail in the Feasibility

Study_ solicit public review a_d comment; and provide information

on how the public can be involved in the remedy selection

process.

DDMT should be identifies as th_ lead aEencyl for the cleanup

operation. Also, the draft P_oposed Plan should be revised tO

reflect the fact that both SPA and TDEC are the l_ad regulatory

a_enci_s for the Site.,

2, ' • The Site SackEround Section should b_

expanded and should include an overview of the Silts incl_dlng a

m_p, as Well as a discussion of the history of th'e Site, The

Site Background section should no_e that the Sit_ was broken into

opsrable units as a means of m_Daging Site cleanup. A brief

descrlptlon of each operable _nit should be incl_ded as well as a

statement that this action represents the first step.in the

remediation Of 0UI. Additisnal actions will bs necessary to

provide lons term definitive protsction for ths QUI.
!

The Proposed Plan should state that the "Re_sdial

Investlgation/Feasibillty Study" done hy Law Environmental was

conducted On a Site wide basis and was used to identify the

operable units. It should be notsd that the alt_rnatlves
identified in these Studies were preliminary and !that additional

studies are necessary to identify appropriate re_'edial

alternatives for further co_sideratio_ for each QU.

The summary of the _£ provided on p_ge 3 should mention the
associated risks from the Fluvial Aquifer. The risks associated

with the Memphis Sands Aquifer and surface water!are mentioned,

hut not with the Fluvial Aquifer.

A figure showing the entirety o_ the DD_T _d the location
of Dunn Fzeld with respect to the _ain part of the installation

should be included in the proposed plan. This figure would be

figure i; the figure f011owlng page 8 wo_Id become Figure 2.
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- The_deeper _quifer is the Memphis Sand aquifer r_ther than

Memphis Salads aquifer.

The_8_ccnd to l_st paragraph on pag_ 4 state_ that a

particular alternative was "selected". The proposed plan should
be modified to state that the alternative was selected as the

,,preferred" altsrnatlv_.

The _nglnee_in_R4por_ aemoval Actlon _or Groundwater should
b_ renafaed .,Focused Feasibility Study for Groundwater Containment

at Dunn Field", i

The top of page 5 llsts the positive and negative effects of
the selected action (i.e. the alternative stated I _b0vs)- This

list should also include: (a} release of mBtals _o surface

water; and (h) meetin9 NPDE8 permi_ requirements.i

The first full paragraph on page S implries that the only

reason that the Size ranked on the NPL was because of

contamination from Dun_ Field. If there were other factors

affecting the decision Ks rank this Site, please _odi£y

accordlngly. Also, the paragraph states, "Once a!site is placed

on _he NPL, a RI must bs conducted regardless of previous
studies." This statemsn_ is contrary to SPA _s policy on

conducting early '_pre-listin_ _' RIS. Fl_as_ r_vis 9 the statement
as follows, "RIS must be conducted fc_ all Sites that are placed

on ths NPL. 'I I

3. _oe and Role of R_sDonse ActioJll The i_£ort_ation

contained in the first par_sraph should also be on the firs5

page.

T_iS Section should describ_ the scope of th_ problem tha_

the action will address. It should also d_s_rib_ I the role Of the

action withi_ the operable _i_ and sits strategy,. 1

In disc_ssi_ DhS objective Of _his interim action, _his

section should not_ that the interim action is intended to

achieve q_ick results which are necessary to stab'iliz8 the si_

aAd prevent further degradation. Also, subsequ_n't at%ion will be

t_ken to provide long-term definitiv_ pro_sdtion _o£ the
contaminated groundwater. Moreover, the followln_ langua e
should be added, "TO the extent possible, the interim action will

_ot be inconsistent wi_h, _or preclude i_plementaltion u£, th_

expected £1nal remedy." i

_ t_e last paragraph, the term "removal I_4 " is used. This

_ez_ should be changed to "IRA".

4. _ It is not clear fzo_ this section
wh_t the _contaminants Of concern (COCS) are. Addlt£onal detail

should De added re_ardin_ the COCs and what they )osea po_e_ltlal
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risk. For ex_/_ple, a table that included levels found in the

monitor wells a_d compared _hose levels wit_ MCLs etc. would be

vory useful here.

A more complete description o£ Allen Well Field and why the

COOS in the _oundwater pose a risk to it s_ould be provided

he:e.

The text should state that MCLs h_ve been ¢shabllshed by th_

Safe Drinking Water Act, rather than the Cle&n water Act.

me followin_ language must he added, ,,Actual Or thXeatened

releases o£ hazardous 8uhstance_ form this Site, if not addressed

by the preferred alter_atlve or one o£ the enter _ctlve measures
considered, may present a current Or potential threat to public

health, w@l_are or _he environm_1_t."
i

• Th_ E-S Report lists seven
5. ._ • .... 1 _ yet
remedial alternatives ITabl_ 8,i of AugUst lyw_ vsrs_uuJ,

only three are described here. A narrative dsSC£_ption of _ii
sevsp alternative eval_ated in detail in the F0c_ed FS sh0_ld be

provided.
t

Ths_e is a_ Alternatlve 2 - Institutional cohtrol

alternative in the P@Oposed Plan that is not found in the E-S
_f

Repo_. The PropoSed Plan is mean_ to be a su_u_ary o p_evious

work; not a place for new alternatives _o be developed. Unless
it is i_t_nded that th_ revised Focused Feasibility Study to

include a_ inetitusi0_al control alternative, Alt_rnatlve 2

should be deleted £rum the Proposed Flan. !

if Alterna_ive 2 is to be retained in _he FoCused FS and the

Proposed Plan, the_ the £i_al sentence 0£ text should state "A
restriction O_ both well constr_ction a_d withdrawal of ground
water _om the _luvial aquifer in the cont_uninate_ area would be

imple_ented_ '_

The top of pa_e 8 states the selected _Iternhtive includes

disposal of wast_ water i_o the _asi_ S_sz s_st_ um whil_ pa_e
4 states that the waste water will be d_schar_d _into surfa_

water _alnage. A _ore comprehensive deserip_ionl of what will

happen to the water a£te_ it is pumped from the g;ound is needed

in_both places. !

A statement should De added to the last paragraph of thls

section stating that data gathered durin_ the 0_i I RI wlll be used

to develop the remedial design for the proposed IRA.

S, _ This discussion shou'id r_valuated

in light of Comment Five. The necessity for pretlreatment prio_
to discharge into the city pOTW should be establfshed a_ a par

of the rsmsd_ decision process. The costs Of the pretreatment

DUNN-3
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options have been established in the E-S Report and should ba

reportedlher_.

7. RedUction of Toxicity- Mobility or Volun1_ thr_uah Tre_tm_nt_

DDMT may want to add a statement in the section tl_at the

hydraulic Daffier will _ed_ce th_ potential fo_ v_rtical
eont_inan_ migration into the Memphis S_nd iaquif_.

8, _ Please add the following

statement, .Alternative 3 is _he preferred alternitive. However,

cha_ges to tlle preferred alternative, or a change!_rom th8

preferred alteznative to anoDher alternative, mayibe mad8 if

public co_nents or addition_l daca i_dica_e that such a Cl_ange
would resu_K in a mor_ appropriate solution.."

9. _ DDMT may wanK _o deflate VOCS as ,,...solvents,

de teasers, paint thinners, and fuels. '_The pres_n_ glossary
st_es _at VOCs are p_ints and thinners.
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