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Response to Comments Submitted by NC DEHNR on the 
Draft Interim FS for Operable Unit No. 10, Site 35, MCB Camp Lejeune 

Comment Letter Dated February 22,1995. 

Response to General Comments 

1. Site Descriptions: 
Figures 1-9 through I-12 delineate the plumes of TCE and BTEX in both the upper and lower 
portions of the surficial aquifer. Text on p. 1-2 1 and l-25 also describes the extent of the fuel- and 
solvent-related contamination, indicating that the plume of the former is adequately defined and its 
sources are understood while the plume of solvent-related contaminants extends south of Fifth Street 
beyond which the RI did not investigate. The first conclusion of p. 1-26 suggests that further 
investigation be performed south of Fifth Street in order to more clearly define the extent and source 
of the solvent-related plume. 

As per comment, a significant effort has been made to be more consistent throughout the Interim FS, 
PRAP and ROD in the description of the area to be remediated and the goals of this interim action. 
These changes in the text increase the clarity with which the focus of the proposed remediation is 
presented. The following paragraph details the thrust of the remedial action as it is now described in 
the Interim FS and subsequently the Interim PRAP and ROD as well. 

The Interim FS for OU No. 10 presents alternatives which address both the partial remediation of the 
identified TCE and BTEX plumes in the surficial aquifer, specifically as they extend downgradient 
from the Fuel Farm area towards Brinson Creek, and the containment of the remainder of these 
plumes as they migrate across Site 35 towards a creek discharge. The containment aspect of this 
Interim FS would immediately affect all of the defined or partially-defined contaminant plumes that 
currently border the eastern right-of-way boundary of the proposed highway and could also 
potentially affect the other plumes as they migrate towards Brinson Creek. The remediation aspect 
of the Interim FS focuses on the plumes of TCE and BTEX which extend downgradient from roughly 
the Fuel Farm area towards Brinson Creek. Sections 4 and 5 detail both in the text and figuratively 

how the proposed alternatives, RAA3, RAA4, and RAA5, will accomplish the remediation of the 
plume-front and block the migration of the remaining contaminant plumes. 

Figures 4- 1,4-2, and 4-6 of the Interim FS and Figures 2 and 7 of the Interim PRAP have been 
modified to include the areas of soil contamination subject to remediation as per the Final Interim 
Record of Decision dated August 3 1, 1994. _ 



Response to Comments Submitted by NC DEHNR on the 
Draft Interim PRAP for Surficial Groundwater at Operable Unit No. 10, Site 35, 

MCB Camp Lejeune 
Comment Letter Dated February X,1995. 

Response to General Comments 

1. Site Descriutions: 
Figures 3 through 6 delineate the plumes of TCE and BTEX in both the upper and lower portions of 
the surficial aquifer. Text on p. 11 and 12 also describes the extent of the fuel- and solvent-reiated 
contamination and the areas of contamination what will be addressed through the proposed remedial 
action. 

As per comment, a significant effort has been made to be more consistent throughout the Interim 
PRAP, FS and ROD in the description of the area to be remediated and the goals of this interim 
action. These changes in the text increase the clarity with which the focus of the proposed 
remediation is presented. The following paragraph details the thrust of the remedial action as it is 
now described in the above three documents with part~cuiar emphasis on the Interim PRAP. 

The Interim PFLAP for OU No. 10 presents the preferred remedial alternative which addresses both 
the partial remediation of the identified TCE and BTEX plumes in the surficial aquifer, specifically 
as they extend downgradient from the Fuel Farm area towards Brinson Creek, and the containment of 
the remainder of these plumes as they migrate across Site 35 towards a creek discharge. The 
containment aspect of this interim action would immediately affect all of the defined or partiahy- 
defined contaminant plumes that currently border the eastern right-of-way boundar): of the proposed 
highway and could also potentially affect the other plumes as they migrate towards Brinson Creek. 
The remediation aspect of the interim action focuses on the piumes of TCE and BTEX which extend 
downgradient from roughly the Fuel Farm area towards Brinson Creek. Pages 13- 18 of the Interim 
PRAP describe how the three major alternatives, RAA3, RM4, and RAG, would accomplish the 
remediation of the plume-front while containing the migration of the remaining contaminant plumes. 
Figure 7 depicts graphically how the preferred alternative, WS, is positioned to address these 
plumes. 

Fi,gures 2 and 7 of the Interim PRAP have been modified to include the areas of so11 contamination 
subject to remediation as per the Final Interim Record of Decision dated August 3 1) 1994. 
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