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General Comments

The historical disposal practices documented for the Sites at the Brunswick NAS, as woel1 as
the ltmlled data from the previous assessments, clearly indicate that the risks to NOM
resources from toxic substances associated 'With those Sites is oot negligible. The substances of
pri mary concern to NOAA incl ude the acid/base/neutral organic compounds) pesticides, PCB and
toxic elements (trace metals). In contrast to the volatile organic compounds (VOCs) , the
persistent substances tend to accumulate in biota and sediments and hence are most liKely to be
transported to, and accumUlate in, Harpswell Cove and the Androscoggin River in concentrations
that may injure NOAA resources. Even at these concentrations, because oftheir lO'W solubility
and typical laboratory detection li mils, these substances are difficult to detect in \ifater samples.
This latter aspect rnalJ account, in part, for the lack of detection of these substances in previoU3
off-site studies. . .

The 01'1- and off-site studies that have been performed to date and that are being pursued
currentl y have been too li mited overall and too strongll} focused on problems that might be
associated 'With the VOCS in the ground'Water. Additional characterization of the distri button of
non-volatile substances at each of the Sites is bad1 y needed. However, of more di rect concern to
NOAA is the need to establish 'Whether or not any persistent, non-volatile substances have been
transported from the Sites to areas that lead to exposure to NOAA resources.

We can understand the rel uctance to perform an extensive off-site eval uation 'When the data
available do not cl~rllJ demonstrate that major off-site transport has occurred. Therefore, 'We
are 0011} requesti ng at this ti me roi ni mal sampli rJQ of sedl menb in the adjacent surface streams.
This ssmpli ng (more specific recommendations given below) should be able to confi rro whether
or not the Sites are sources of toxic substances of the type and quaotity to be of concern to NOAA.
NOAA 'Will defer more deft nitive sampli ng of off-site we~lafld areas aM biota until the results
from this sampling round are available.

;!p.eeific Samp.1i ng Recommendations.

The comments belo'w' are in reference to the $3mpli ng locations proposed on fiqures 4, 6,
and 7 of the pon ution Abatement Conti rmation Studl} (Step 1A-Verification Addendum Report).
These same figures were 1.J$ed in the Work: Plan for the Pollution Abatement Confi rmationStudy
(Step 1B- Char8Ct~ri2ation) that we have reviewed.
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fi rst, 'vIt would Ii ke to re-emptl8S1Ze that the characteristics of the sedi ment sampH ng
locations stlOuld incl ude: a) areas that are deoositional and may have traooed material
trornlported from the Sitesond b) areas with 3ediment3 that are 83 fined-grllined lind lf~

organic-rich as possible. Samples from the upper fe'YI centimeters (2-10 em) ofsediment
should be collected from each of the sampl1ll1) locatiol'l$.

Second, tt.e sediments should be al'l81 lJzed for the fun set of or!rnnic and trace element
priority~ll utants, as well as for grsi n-size and total or~nic carbon. We feel that ttle full
priority poll utant scan is necessarlJ becs~e of our concerns over the initial site contami nation
characterization. Grain size and totsl organic carbon parameters are important in correctly
interpreti ng the potential for off site migration of many of the compounds which are most liket'J.
to impact natural resources. J~AS BRUNSWfCK NPL

ADMINISTRATIVE
Site~ 1, 2, and 3. RECORD

Figure 4 of the Poll ution Abatement Confi rmation Study confi rmation Study (Step 1B­
Characterization) indicated three sampling location proposed for surface 'Wster sampling only
(SW-015, SW-013 and SW-014). To address the potential for off-site migration of
contaminants \1hich can impact natural resources, sediments at these locations should also be
sampled. We also recommend that the sedi ment sample at SW- 015 be taken from the deeper
areas of Beaver Pond rather than at the inlet. This pond should be a depositional area for
fi rre-groi ned ~i rnenb thot i3 effective in occumuloti ng pen~i3teflt 3u~tance3 origi nati ng from
Sites t,2 end/or 3. sediments collected from SW-013 and SW-014should also be from ponded
areas 'Where deposition is 1ikel yto have occurred.

Site 8.

figure 7 of the Poll ution Abatement Confirmation Study confi rmation Study (Step 1B- .
Characterization) indicated five s.ampli nglocatioos propooed for surface V/ater and sedi ment
sampling (SW-017, SW-018, SW-019, SW-020 and SW-021 ).Ifsamples SW-Ot 7 and
SW- 018 indicates off-site migration on contaminants, additional samples dO'w'ostrea mto \1here
the unnamed tributary floW'S into the Androscoggin River -.rould be necessary. Also, to help the
Navy in interpreti 09 thei r resuits, 'We 'vIOuld recommend a control sedi ment sample. Toxic
su/)$terrces may enter the stream from street runoff end from the rail road right-of-'w'ay. A
local control station is recommended, perhaps in the small tributary belo'w' the railroad tracks
east of the stream that drai os di reetl yfrom Site 8. The control sample should be collected from
8 location that has sedi Intnts similar to those sampled for contami nation in the Site 6 droi nage.

Site 9.

figure 6 of the Pollution Abatement Confirmation Study coofi rmation StUdy (Step 1B­
Characterization) indicated two ssmpli ng locations proposed for surface 'Water aM sedi ment
sampling (SW-015 and SW-016). The sHe maps indicate that contaminants from SHe 9,1f
any, M -well 83 inpuh from Sites 4l11\d 7 'WOuld end up in the pond located near He\\' Meadw
Cemetery. We 'vIOuld recommend one additional sediment sample be collected from this pond. A3
'With Beaver Pond,the s.ample should be collected from the deeper portion of the pond containing
the finer-grained sediments.
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