


EPA proposes that sampling for VOCs continue in all existing monitoring wells
on a semiannual basis given the distance between many of the wells, excluding
MW-148 and MW-168 which will be eliminated from guarterly monitoring as
proposed.

EPA agrees with the elimination of routine semi-annual sampling for monitored
natural attenuation (MNA) parameters because MNA is not currently an
acceptable remediation approach for this site.

EPA identified 19 well locations where additional information should be
collected. As noted, no information was provided to support a reduction in the
number of wells requested. As EPA still believes the 19 wells are needed. TPC
will proceed with the scope of work for the installation of the 19 wells requested
in the October 2012 meeting. The locations are summarized in an attachment to
this letter.

EPA requests that MW-10D be advanced to an elevation of 740 feet mean sea
level (MSL) for further characterization of the site’s geologic conditions, rather
than 750 MSL as proposed in the Workplan.

EPA requires field screening below the water table using a PID or an equivalent
technology to justify the placement of all well screens. TPC should employ a
methodology similar to that used in the July 5, 2012, Workplan for Proposed
Source Area Remedial Investigation Activities, for PID screening below the water
table if needed. Documentation for the selection of screened intervals to date is
insufficient, and questions remain regarding the potential sources and extent of
the groundwater contamination plume associated with the former TPC site.
EPA requests that TPC contact the owner of the existing private drinking water
well (Well 1D: 46000001232) located southeast of the site for purposes of
sampling.

EPA appreciates TPC’s continuing efforts to delineate the extent of impacts and ensure
the protection of human health and the environment in the area surrounding the former
TPC facility. If you have any questions, please contact me at kellv joseph{@epa.gov or
(312) 353-2111.
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Corrective A€tion Project Manager
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Enclosure: Proposed Monitoring Well Locations for Additional Investigation
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Attachment — Proposed Monitoring Well Locations for Additional Investigation.

EPA agrees with the locations identified for proposed wells MW-4D, MW-10D-
R, MW-32D, MW-34D, MW-358, MW-378, MW-37D, MW-38S, and MW-38D.
EPA requests that the proposed location for MW-11D be moved to the location of
MW-185 (i.e.. MW-18D). since well MW-28D already delineates the impacts at
depth in the area near proposed well MW-11D.

EPA agrees with the placement of a new well pair at MW-368 and MW-36D, but
still requires that two nested well pairs be placed at equally-spaced distances
between MW-35 and MW-4, approximately 400 feet west of the permeable
reactive barrier (PRB) to assess the area upgradient from the PRB, as requested in
the meeting. M'W-368 and MW-36D would be in addition to the 19 well
locations discussed herein, if installed.

A deep well should be installed at MW-5 and a deep well should be installed at
MW-25 given the currently unidentified geologic conditions in the south and west
of the site and the nature of the contaminants.

A well pair should be installed at the intersection of Mill Highway and Russell
Road because the impacts at MW-20S and MW-20D are not adequately defined
by the shallow and deep wells MW-14 and MW-27, given the site geology and
groundwater flow dynamics.

EPA will review the new data before determining the need for an additional well
downgradient from MW-31. Additional wells may be needed depending upon the
results of these investigation activities.



