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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
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g M ¢ ATLANTA FEDERAL CENTER
% S 61 FORSYTHSTREET
¢ paote® ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30303-8960
January 23,2006
Wayne Reiber
Manager, Environmenta Assessment & Remediation
Cabot Corporation
Corporate SH&E
Two Segport Lane, Suite 1300

Boston, MA 02210-2019

Subject: Review of Remedy Status and Expanded Remedy Performance Monitoring Rypart,
Eastern Portion of the Cabot Carbon / Koppers Superfund Site, Gainesville, Horida

Dear Mr. Reber:

Thank you for your recent submittal of the' Remedy Status and Expanded Remedy
Performance Monitoring Report for the Eastern Portion of the Cabot Carbon/Koppers Superfund
Site" (Operable Unit 1), Gainesville, Florida. Thisreport was prepared by Gradient Corporation
for Cabot Corporation and isdated October 5,2005. The United States Environmenta
Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed this report and is providing its comments below.

Qverview

The report makesafairly completecase that contamination originating at the Cabot
Carbon part of the Siteisrelativelyinnocuousand i s being sufficiently managed by the ongoing
remedia action. Thereissome concern about contamination migrating through the surficial
aquifer and Hawthorn Group permegble zones from the Koppers portion of the NPL Site benesth
theformer Cabot Carbon Site (and north of that ares). A report titled ** Cabot Carbon/Koppers
Superfund Site Technica Memorandum Number 2, Evauation of the Capture Effectiveness of
the Ground Water Extraction System at the Koppers, Inc. Site, Gainesville, Florida. This report
indicatesthat for some areas of surficial aquifer contamination on the Koppers part of the Site,
contamination likely bypassesaseriesof shallow extraction wells on the K oppers property and
migrates benesth theformer Cabot Carbon Site and areasto the north of Cabot. At some point
this contaminationapparently enters the Hawthorn Group and eventudly, the OcalaLimestone.
Indicationsfrom this report are that these particles reach the Hawthorn Group beforearrivingin
thevicinity of the trench to the east and northeast of theformer Cabot Carbon Site.

The migration of Kopperscontamination benesth the Cabot Carbon portion of the NFL
Siteis not a specific concern with regard to thefunctioning of theinterceptor trench east and
northeast of theformer Cabot Carbon Site. However, the modeling andyss paformedfor the
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Koppers surficia aguifer brings up at least two important questionsthat are not specificaly
addressed in the remedy status report prepared regarding the Cabot Carbon part of the NPL Site:

(1)  Whatisthenatureand extent of any dissolved phase ground-water contamination
originating at the Cabot Carbon portion of the NPL Site that migratesacross the interface
between the surficia and upper Hawthorn before reaching the trench interception zonein the
surficial aguifer?

2) Isthere any potentia for contamination originating at the Cabot Carbon portion of the
Siteto reach the base o the surficia aguifer and then migrate through thelowermost surficial
aguifer, bypassng the trench for some discharge point further downgradient?

The abovetwo questionsmust be ansveredin the Five-Y ear Review of the remedy for
theSite. Additiona hydraulic head monitoringaround the interceptor trench is probably needed
to answer the second question, to sufficiently establish both horizonta and vertica hydraulic
gradientsfrom top to bottom across the surficia aquifer. Some additional monitoringwells
completedin the uppermost Hawthorn Group permesblezone at or downgradient of theformer
Cabot Carbon Site may a so be needed, if thereis not definitiveevidencethat movement of
Cabot-derived contaminantsinto the Hawthorn Group has been inconsequential.

Specific Commentson the Report

(1) Fgure2-3isamap of the potentiometric surface of thesurficial aquifer (derived froma
Weston report of 2004; report not fully referenced). While this map is undoubtedly areasonable
depiction of the hydraulic heedin at least a part of the surficia aguifer, it isinadequately
documented. Specifically, no actual water level data (Iocations, measured water levelsand
date(s) of measurement) areincluded in the report. The same comment technically appliesto
mapsin the report showing potentiometric contoursin other monitored zones. However, because
thesurficia aquifer isthefocusof remedia action addressing the Cabot Carbon portion of the
site, theomission of data supporting Figure2-3isof particular concern. Potentiometric surface
maps must be accompanied by all relevant data used to prepare the maps.

(2) Figure4-1indicatesthat ITW-19isa part of the expanded monitoring program. This
point is contradicted by Table4-1 and Table4-2.

| appreciate your cooperation on the Cabot/Koppers project. Pleasecontact me at 404-
562-8776 to discussEPA’s comments and Cabot's responsesto these comments.

Sincerdly,
Ly Wedopflin

Amy L. McLaughlin
Remedid Project Manager




