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MEETING MINUTES

JOBTITLE Midwest BECOS (Former Wurtsmith AFB)
PROJECT NUMBER FA89032002/FA89032003 DATE 2 April 2026
TIME 0900-1000 EST VENUE MS Teams
SUBJECT April 2026 Wurtsmith AFB (WAFB) BCT Meeting Minutes
CLIENT AFCEC
ATTENDEES
Name Organization Name Organization
Dave lacovone AFCEC Nick Butzin CTI
Gordon Smith AFCEC Nick Robb CTI
Matt Baultusis EGLE-RRD - Superfund Paula Bond Aerostar
Kyle Jump EGLE-RRD - Superfund Theresa Olechiw Arcadis
Lee Major Cherokee Nation Annika Evans Arcadis
Ryan Morrish Cherokee Nation Kendra Keon Arcadis
Wendi Michael WSP Mike Kovacich Geosyntec
Matt Lipiec WSP Rachel Tsubakitani Geosyntec
Jay Mullett LATA

The Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) Cleanup Team (BCT) meeting was held via teleconference. The meeting
began at 0900 hours Eastern Standard Time (EST) on 2 April 2026 and adjourned at 1000 hours EST. The meeting
agenda, presentation, and document tracker are attached.

1. Welcome and Introductions

. W. Michael opened the meeting with an introduction and roll call.

2. BCT Meeting Discussion

I.  Wurtsmith Schedule Overview — The attached Wurtsmith Document Tracker was presented, and
representatives from each contractor outlined the documents expected to be submitted to Michigan Department
of Environment, Great Lakes, and Energy (EGLE) over the next two months (April — May 2026).

a.) W. Michael stated that there are no WSP Documents expected to be submitted to EGLE within the next

two months (April — May 2026).

b.) T. Olechiw with Arcadis stated that the Quality Project Plan (QPP) for Three Pipes Source Area (TPSA)
and Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) Interim Response Action (IRA) are planned for submittal to
EGLE for review within the next month (April 2026), pending Department of the Air Force (DAF)
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comments and backcheck. D. lacovone stated that Arcadis’s Wetland Delineation Report should be ready
to go Draft-Final also.

c.) P. Bond with Aerostar stated that the DRMO LF30/31 Green Sand Technical Memorandum is planned for
submittal to EGLE for review within the next month (April 2026), pending DAF comments and
backcheck. P. Bond stated the AAA construction completion report may be ready in late summer 2026.

d.) R. Morrish stated that BB&E had received partial funding for the VI work and they are scheduled for field
work. R. Morrish asked K. Jump if EGLE had seen BB&E’s response to comments on the VI QAPP
Addendum Five. K. Jump stated that he had, and the EGLE review should be finished by the end of next
week (week of 6 April 2026). K. Jump asked if he could email to BB&E directly to ask about the field
work dates, D. lacovone said yes but to copy him on any emails.

1. 2024 PTS Comment Resolution — W. Michael displayed the Draft 2024 Pump and treat System (PTS)
Remedial Action Operations (RA-O) Report comment tracker, and the team reviewed the remaining comments
(see attached tracker).

3. Upcoming BCT Meetings/Future proposed Topics

I.  W. Michael asked the group if there were any topic suggestions for the upcoming BCT meetings. No future
topics were presented by the group.

I1. An invitation will be issued for the following dates:
a) 28 May 2026 (Scheduled) 0900-1100 EST - Virtual via MS Teams.
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WURTSMITH BRAC CLEANUP TEAM (BCT) MEETING AGENDA

DATE/TIME: Thursday, 2 April 2026, 9:00 a.m.-11:00 a.m. EST
LOCATION: Virtual Meeting — Microsoft Teams Join the meeting now
PHONE ACCESS: +1213-267-3760,,580522827#
Topic Purpose Presenter
Introductions
Welcome and e Air Force Team Members
Introductions e EGLE Team Members
Discussion
BCT Meeting
Discussion Wurtsmith Schedule Overview DAF
2024 PTS Comment Resolution WSP
Future Proposed Topics (Target Dates) WSP

Schedule Next BCT Meeting
Future Schedule e 28 May 2026 (proposed) 0900-1100EST —Virtual WSP

BCT Meeting Adjourns

Time

9:00-9:10

9:10-10:50

10:50-11:00


https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/ap/t-59584e83/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fteams.microsoft.com%2Fl%2Fmeetup-join%2F19%253ameeting_YTUxODA3Y2ItZDQxMS00ZDEzLWE1OTEtZTkwMDhmOTRkMzcz%2540thread.v2%2F0%3Fcontext%3D%257b%2522Tid%2522%253a%25223d234255-e20f-4205-88a5-9658a402999b%2522%252c%2522Oid%2522%253a%2522dc5762eb-dbcd-4419-88d2-2ea815e4f841%2522%257d&data=05%7C02%7Cwendi.michael%40wsp.com%7Cb7db48572f674e6f9b8a08dd6d39abe8%7C3d234255e20f420588a59658a402999b%7C1%7C0%7C638786816664209762%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=cX1yocG91GywJf2KDYSJ2fHE%2BYrOaati77hOKl%2BDeNY%3D&reserved=0
tel:+12132673760,,580522827

Wurtsmith Short Term Document Registry

DRAFT FINAL
Submitted to| Comments Comments Final
Document Contractor| AFCEC for Prov'd by ToREe(\EI:_eIfoor Rec'd from | submitted 1Y\I’1';°B:Iali Comments
Review AFCEC EGLE to AFCEC )
BECOS QAPP Addendum WSP 12-Jul-23 29-Aug-22 5-Dec-25 20-Jan-26 WSP Drafting responses to EGLE comments
Wurtsmith 2024 PTS Annual RA-O A Al Ot N, WSP/ Waiting on input regarding unresolved comments from
Report WSP 9-Apr-25 18-Aug-25 10-Oct-25 21-Nov-25 EGLE EGLE
Fifth Five Year Review WSP 6-Jun-25 18-Dec-25 WSP Drafting responses to DAF comments
PFAS Preliminary Site Characterization 26-Feb-25/ AFCEC/ . .
Summary Report Aerostar 12-Sep-24 8-Aug-25 Aerostar Comment resolution is ongoing.
DRMO LF030/031 Green Sand Tech Aerostar 18-Dec-25 2/25/2026 and Aerostar Drafting responses responses to CZPR comments
Memo 3/5/2026
Wetland Survey for WWTP Arcadis 10-Dec-25 6-Jan-26 No EGLE Review Currently under Air Force Review
QPP for TPSA and WWTP IRA Arcadis 18-Dec-25 Air Force Currently under Air Force Review
UFP-QAPP AQdendum 5 (for GW .data BB&E 16-Jan-26 >-Feb-26 13-Feb-26 17-Mar-26 BB&E and Waiting for USACE approval of responses to EGLE
at Mod sites/soil gas recommendations) USACE comments
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MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT, GREAT LAKES, and ENERGY (EGLE)

DOCUMENT REVIEW TRANSMITTAL

Transmittal Date:

2/5/2026

Site Name:

Former Wurtsmith Air Force Base

IRP/Site:
Multiple IRPs

Project Phase:

Transmittal Tracking
Number:

Final Transmittal Status:

Date of Document:

Oct-25

Document Name:

Draft Final 2024 Annual Remedial Action-Operations Report

Date EGLE Received Doc.:

Installation Restoration Programs Sites Central Treatment System, Mission Street Pump and Treat system, FT002, LF30/31, Engineered wetland 10-Oct-25

treatment system, and SS057

Controlling Agency: Point of Contact E-mail: Telephone:

U.S. Air Force Dave lacavone, DAF, Base Environmental Coordinator |david.iacovone.1@us.af.mil 937-257-6519
AFCEC Consultant: Consultant Point of Contact E-Mail Telephone:
WSP Wendi Michael wendi.michael@wsp.com 947-465-6243

EGLE Reviewers:

Michigan Department of Environment, Great Lakes, and Energy (EGLE), Geosyntec for

EGLE

EGLE Point of Contact

Amy Handley, Project Manager

E-mail

HandleyA@michigan.gov

Point of Contact Telephone

517-898-3356

Instructions: The individual receiving these comments may use this form to transmit responses back to EGLE via e-mail. Please insert your response directly beneath the EGLE comment using blue font color and date each response. If necessary EGLE will “back-check” responses using
green font color. EGLE will number each comment. If using separate pages, please refer to comment by its number. EGLE will maintain original copies of all transmittals in the file. *Unresolved comments will be addressed or documented through separate correspondence.

# Page Worksh eet/ Additional Details Lines Agency Comments
Section
The following text is at the end of specific references "(no AR#)". EGLE requests these documents obtain an Administrative
1 126 t0 132 8 Reference EGLE Comments Record (AR) number (#) and upload them the administrative records web site.
Comment noted. DAF is working on updating the Administrative Record procedures and hopes documents can be uploaded in a
DAF Response|more timely manner in the future.
EGLE Backcheck|Concur. Comment resolved.
Introduction The text states "A summary of Site Remedial Action Objectives (RAOs) is included in Appendix A." The remedial action objectives
2 22,479 to 485 1 Appendix A, EGLE Comments|for the interim remedial actions at the former Air Force Base are not included. EGLE requests including the RAOs for the interim

remedial actions at the former Air Force Base.

DAF Response

Concur. Summaries of the FT002 and VEL interim remedial actions have been added to Appendix A and report text has been
updated accordingly.

EGLE Backcheck

Concur. Comment resolved.
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Performance
Monitoring
Overview

410 34

EGLE Comments

The text states the following (paraphrased):
1. Evidence to demonstrate capture:

a. Model-predicted target pumping rates for each extraction well and well field.

b. Modeled extraction well field capture zones.

c. Analytical results of groundwater sampling.
2. Assigning a target extraction rate is based upon professional judgement balancing capturing impacted groundwater efficiently and avoiding
over-pumping resulting in expending excess energy to extract and treat groundwater impacted at concentrations less than Part 201 cleanup
criteria. Over pumping has the potential to accelerate any naturally occurring decline in extraction well performance determined by specific
capacity measurements thus resulting in increased maintenance and potentially extraction well replacement.
3. Since Nov 2014, actual extraction well field extraction rates for the combined systems (Arrow Street, Benzene Plant, MPTS) were compared to
the target extraction rate of 504 gpm, Scenario 4 pumping regime. The target rate of 504 gpm would be required to capture the target VOCs
plumes (2011 extent).
4. Since 2011, lateral extents of most of these plumes have decreased.
5. Lacking other contrary evidence, the Department of Air Force generally concluded that if average monthly pumping rates at individual well
fields reach 80-85 percent (%) of Scenario 4 target pumping rates under average recharge conditions, then capture of the targeted VOC plume is
likely (Bay West LLC [Bay West], 2022b).

EGLE comments are below:

1. No comment.

2. EGLE requests data quality objective for determining captured impacted groundwater efficiently and avoiding over-pumping (i.e., if this occurs,
then this happens).

3. No comment.

4. VOCs and PFAS plume delineation.

a. EGLE requests the report include the method used to determine the lateral extents of these plumes [VOCs] were determined.

b. EGLE acknowledges the original intent of the extraction well fields systems was to capture VOCs impacted groundwater. EGLE requests
including statements regarding the capture of PFAS impacted groundwater and a comparison of the size of VOCs plumes in comparison to the
PFAS plumes.

5. EGLE examines each extraction well as meeting a performance standard rather than well fields as a whole. EGLE's concern is capture of
VOCs and PFAS at each extraction well as meeting a performance standard rather than performance standard of the well field as a whole. EGLE
requests a description of the method used to calculate the 80-85% of VOC plume capture be included in the report.

DAF Response

1. No comment.

2. Data quality objectives were established at the time of design and are included in historical documents (e.g., optimization

reports, construction completion reports, etc.). Such documents are referenced in each table documenting extraction well average

monthly flow rates in the report. If changes to target pumping rates are determined appropriate, data quality objectives will be

assessed and documented in associated reports/memos. As possible, wells are operated at (or as close as possible) to their

target rates. If the flow rate drops below target, professional judgement is used to determine a course of action.

3. No comment.

4. a. As documented in the report, the aerial extent of groundwater exceeding EGLE criteria is estimated using available
evidence that includes both current and historical data. Historical reports are referenced as applicable.

b. The PFAS remedial investigation is ongoing and the lateral extents of PFAS plumes will be established as part of that
investigation. A statement indicating that PFAS Rl is ongoing and that PFAS sampling is not included in IRP Site
monitoring has been added to Section 1.

5.Target pumping rates are established for each well in historical documents (e.g., optimization reports, construction completion
reports, etc.). 80-85% of target pumping rates has been shown in the sitewide groundwater flow model to achieve the goals that
were used to established the pumping rates, however, this evaluation has not been included in any documentation. The only wells
that had flow rates below 90% of target were BZ-3 and BZ-5 and the LF030/031 extraction wells.

EGLE Backcheck

1. No comment.
2. Average monthly pumping rates at each extraction well (target vs. recorded pumping rate) - EGLE requests establishing the
following statement: "If the average monthly pumping rate at extraction well [INSERT HERE] is less than 80-85% of the target
pumping rate for [INSERT HERE] [Choose one: weeks, months], then the extraction well and effluent lines will be inspected for
maintenance".
3. No comment.
4. a. Nonconcurrence. Comment unresolved. EGLE requests the report include the method used to determine the lateral extents
of these plumes [VOCs] were determined.

b. Concur with comment. EGLE requests including statements regarding the capture of PFAS impacted groundwater and a
comparison of the size of VOCs plumes in comparison to the PFAS plumes
5. Nonconcurrence. EGLE requests a description of the method used to calculate the 80-85% of VOC plume capture be included
in the report.




DAF Response

Responses discussed in a meeting held 2 April 2026:

1. NA

2. Text will be added to the text to state "All treatment systems are inspected daily by full time onsite operators for
extraction/discharge rates, system pressures, leaks, visual observations, permitting requirements, and any general maintenance
and observations. Data collected daily is compared to historic data to monitor each individual system and/or extraction well trend
to determine if any adjustments are necessary or any additional maintenance or parts may be required."

3. NA

4. a. EGLE accepted DAF response provided above.

4. b. EGLE accepted DAF response provided above.

5. EGLE accepted DAF response provided above.

EGLE Backcheck

EGLE accepted responses to all DAF responses during virtual BCT meeting with DAF and contractors on 4/2/2026.

38

2.1.6.4.2

Benzene Plant
Extraction Well
Production

30 to 42

EGLE Comments

The text states "Results from extraction well performance tests conducted in 2019 demonstrated that the Benzene Plant
extraction wells achieve their respective target flow rates when operated individually but decreased flow rates at all three wells are
observed when all three extraction wells are operational." It appears the Mission Street Pump and Treat system is not meeting the
target extraction rate. EGLE requests if additional measures are to be taken to increase extraction well rates at BZ-PW3, BZ-
PW4, and BZ-PW5 to meet the target design rates.

DAF Response

Acknowledged. In March 2023, groundwater conveyance lines were reconfigured to reduce back pressure with no significant
improvement (See the 2023 Annual RA-O PTS Report). The benzene extraction wells are part of the remedy associated with IRP
Site SS006. VOC concentrations at IRP Site SS006 are below the health-based (and aesthetic-based) RDWC (see Section
2.1.9.4). DAF continues to operate these wells to extract and treat PFAS-impacted groundwater until a final remedy is chosen.
Please note that the use of the benzene wells are not currently included in any PFAS interim decision document. Until that time,
well maintenance continues is performed in a continued effort to try to maintain extraction as close as possible to target flow.

EGLE Backcheck

Concur. Comment resolved.

56

2.2.3.5

CTS2 Extraction
Well Specific
Capacities

8to 11

EGLE Comments

The text states "As in 2023, CA-WUREWO011 was re-developed due to a low specific capacity value (1.9 gpm/ft). In addition to the
re-development, a disinfection solution consisting of 24 ounces (0z) of 12% sodium hypochlorite and 8 oz of NuWell 410
(chlorination treatment), was introduced to the well and allowed to sit overnight.

EGLE notes the chemical redevelopment of CA-WUREWO011.

EGLE requests if the mechanical, chemical, and disinfection treatment were performed on the extraction wells consistent with the
July 2022 SOP B-20 Purge Well Cleaning and Rehabilitation.

DAF Response

This additional work was completed at CA-WUREWO11 due to unexpected drawdown observed at this well. These issues were
observed immediately after start-up, so cleaning the well did not seem necessary and likely would not correct the issue. Additional
measures were attempted based on professional judgment and discussions with the well contractor. These measures were
outside the standard operating procedure because this was not a standard situation, and a description of the work was included in
the report text.

EGLE Backcheck

Concur. Comment resolved.

EGLE Comments

With respect to Comments 10 and 12 from the 2023 PTS RAO Report review transmittal, EGLE understands the results from
PFAS monitoring well sampling will the provided in a separate document. EGLE also understands from email correspondence
from WSP on August 29, 2025 that 44 monitoring wells located near CTS2 and VEL were planned for sampling in September
2025. When should EGLE expect to receive the next IRA Performance Technical Memorandum and will it include the 2024 and
2025 PFAS sampling results? Are these PFAS specific system reports going to be updated and provided to EGLE on a routine

DAF Response

The September 2024 IRA Performance Monitoring Report was attached to the June 2025 MTSR (8-12-2025). The March 2025
IRA Performance Monitoring Memo was attached to the October MTSR (12-3-25).

EGLE Backcheck

Acknowledged. Comment resolved.

Appendix B

EGLE Comments

EGLE requests confirmation that the comments in the notes were addressed as several wells were described as having missing J-
plugs, and locks.

DAF Response

Acknowledged. These notes were addressed during the 2025 Annual Sampling and Gauging events; missing j-plugs and locks
were replaced as needed, which will be noted in the 2025 annual RA-O reports.

EGLE Backcheck

Acknowledged. Comment resolved.

Appendix C

EGLE Comments

The hydraulic conductivity value referenced in the target pumping rate section of Appendix C, page 495 of the pdf, is 145 FT/day
for the CTS2 treatment system. This value is higher than what was reported in the 2024 Construction Completion Report and in
Section 2.2.4 of this report where a value of 100 FT/day was mentioned. EGLE requests clarification regarding which hydraulic
conductivity value was used in the groundwater model near the CTS2 extraction wells. EGLE looks forward to reviewing the
results from the additional hydraulic testing planned for 2025.




DAF Response

The 145 ft/day in Appendix C was a typo and has been corrected to 100 ft/day..

EGLE Backcheck

Acknowledged. Comment resolved.

EGLE requests that AF clarify the name of the second figure in Appendix C, it is currently labeled as Appendix A-2, but

9 Appendix C EGLE Comments|resumably it should be Appendix C-2.
DAF Response|Acknowledged. The title of the figure has been updated to Appendix C-2.
EGLE Backcheck|Acknowledged. Comment resolved.
EGLE requests that the following statement be considered for revision: "This capture is confirmed by observed groundwater
gradients oriented toward extraction wells (Appendix C-1) and low concentrations of COCs downgradient of the extraction wells
) (Appendix C-2)". Data supporting the presence of low concentrations of COCs downgradient of the extraction wells is not provided
10 Appendix C EGLE Comments for all COCs. For example, PFAS are only reported for downgradient monitoring wells of FT002 treatment system. The Mission
Street System and CTS2 are solely designed for PFAS treatment but no data supporting downgradient concentration trend data is
published for PFAS.
PFAS data for FT002 and CTS2 are included in the IRA Performance Monitoring Memos. PFAS are not currently COCs for any
DAF Response IRP Site and therefore no monitoring for PFAS is occurring associated with IRP Sites. This information has been added to the
Introduction (Section 1).
EGLE Backcheck|Concur. Comment resolved.
Page 23 (43 of EGLE requests a summary of the hydraulic assessment activities and results that were planned for 2025 near the FT002 and
1 pdf) 21.7.2 Lines 20-22 EGLE Comments|CTS2 extraction wellfields.
Acknowledged. At the end of 2024, the hydraulic assessment work plan had not been finalized so a summary was not included.
DAF Response This information will be included in the 2025 Annual PTS RA-O Report as well as a standalone Hydraulic Assessment Report.
EGLE Backcheck|Acknowledged. Comment resolved.
_ _ EGLE requests that a reference to the figure labeled as Appendix A-2, which shows the proposed monitoring wells (i.e., W502,
12 Flgure 2-3 2.1.8.6 Line 32 EGLE Comments W507S and W508D), be added to this section.
Acknowledged. Text edited to include a reference to Appendix C-2.
DAF Response
EGLE Backcheck|Concur. Comment resolved.
] EGLE agrees with the recommendation to reduce the sampling frequency for BZ-ML5(25), BZ-ML6(30), and SS06-MW6 from
13 21.9.6 Page 30 Line 44 EGLE Comments P
annual to biennial.
DAF Response|Acknowledged.
EGLE Backcheck|Acknowledged. Comment resolved.
14 61 4.4.2 Exhibit Q EGLE Comments|Administrative: EGLE acknowledges and appreciates the modification of these sections from paragraph form to exhibit format.
DAF Response|Acknowledged.
EGLE Backcheck|Concur. Comment resolved.
15 63 445 Exhibit R 211 EGLE Comments Adrr.1|.n|strat|ve: .EGLE recommends. t.hat numeral superscripts be considered for the notes in this exhibit. Continuing the pattern of
(and 5.5.5) additional asterisks may become difficult.
DAF Response|Asterisks in report exhibits have been replaced with superscript letters to avoid confusion. Lines 8-11 discuss target flow rate, not
EGLE Backcheck|Concur. Comment resolved.
EGLE requests that a reference to the particle tracking output be included in this section. If the model output is not included in this
16 68 4.6.4 17-22 EGLE Comments|.onort EGLE requests that it be included and the reference be added here. This comment also applies to Section 5.7.5.
DAF Response Reference to Appendix C has been added to the text.
EGLE Backcheck|Concur. Comment resolved.
Are there plans to replace the pumps and motors for LF30-PW3, LF30-PW5, and LF30-PW8 to achieve flow rates closer to the
target rates? Is there a reasonable explanation for LF30-PW7R to still only achieve 38 gpm (compared to target of 60 gpm) after
17 82 55.2 Exhibit U EGLE Comments|pump and motor replacement? EGLE recommends including descriptive text alongside the Exhibit to describe deviations for

expected values such as these - or including a reference to the subsequent Sections 5.5.3 and 5.5.4 that describe the basis of
these deviations.

DAF Response

Extraction well maintenance information is provided in MTSRs (which are provided to EGLE as finalized) and will be further
discussed in the 2025 Annual PTS RA-O Report. Section 5.6 of this report includes a summary and recommendations for
LF030/031 EWTS. The DAF is in the process of evaluating the path forward. A reference to subsequent sections discussing
deviations from expected flow rates has been added before Exhibit U.

EGLE Backcheck

Concur. Comment resolved.
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Figures

6-3

EGLE Comments

In 2023, Figure 6-3 included "undifferentiated fuel constituents > respective RDWC values," while the 2024 Figure 6-3 only
includes benzene. EGLE recognizes from the conclusion from the January 2025 BCT meeting and from the description of results
in Section 6.5 that DAF is pursuing a change from the RAP/DD criteria to the EGLE Part 201 RDWC for IRP Site SS057.
Previous Figures 6-3 have referenced EGLE Part 201 RDWC in the legend, but the values used for screening and drawing the
plumes have been the RAP/DD criteria (the aesthetic criteria, generally lower than the EGLE Part 201 RDWC). EGLE requests a
reference to the communication that indicates EGLE approves of the use of RDWC instead of aesthetic criteria (similar to the text
on p 87 I1 42-47 of Section 5.6) and that footnotes be included in the tables and figures where the criteria differ from the standard
Part 201 values. Until the RAP/DD is amended or the ESD is finalized, EGLE recommends that the values outlined in the RAP/DD
are illustrated in addition to the planned updated values until that documentation is finalized.

DAF Response

A sentence has been added to the text stating that EGLE agreed with the change from aesthetic to health-based criteria during
the January 2025 BCT meeting (Sections 4.8, 5.6, 5.9, 6.4, and 6.7). On Figures 2-5, 4-4, 5-3, and 5-4 the distinction has been
added that this is health-based RDWC. There are footnotes in the tables that indicate that the health-based criteria is shown. The
RAP/DD or ROD criteria is included in the tables for reference; however, they will not be included in the figures because it will add
unnecessary confusion about the current status of the COCs.

EGLE Backcheck

Concur. Comment resolved.

19

Tables

6-2

EGLE Comments

EGLE has noted several unnoted revisions between the EGLE Part 201 RDWC criteria included in this Table and the criteria in
the Part 201 reference tables. For example, the ethylbenzene concentration used for screening in the Appendix G charts is 700
Mg/L. The relevant screening criterion in Table 6-2 is listed as the EGLE Part 201 RDWC, but this has been revised from the Part
201 criterion of 74 pg/L, which is the aesthetic-based criterion, as the (E) indicates a "lowest of the above" condition. EGLE
requests a reference to the communication that indicates EGLE approves of the use of RDWC instead of aesthetic criteria, and
that footnotes be included in the tables and figures where the criteria differ from the standard Part 201 values. Until the RAP/DD is
amended or the ESD is finalized, EGLE recommends that the values outlined in the RAP/DD are illustrated in addition to the
planned updated values until that documentation is finalized.

DAF Response

A note is included in all relevant tables that the RDWC is health-based criteria. A note will be added to the applicable charts in
Appendix G indicating that health-based criteria are shown. Also see response to response to comment #18.

EGLE Backcheck

Concur. Comment resolved.

20

Appendix G

IRP Site SS057

R5S

VOCs

EGLE Comments

Administrative: Methylene chloride is misspelled in the legend.

DAF Response

Acknowledged. Text has been corrected.

EGLE Backcheck

Acknowledged. Comment resolved.
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