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NSB NEW LONDON
509032
1292 Route 12
‘Groton, CT 06340
(203)445 -2857
A : o ) _ February 8, 199"
'Commandex Oliver E. Barfield CEC, u. s Navy ”;”' . 'i"'-_VJ'T”“‘}?”t'T~

Public Wozks Officer’

"Naval Submarine Base New London

Groton, Connecticut 06349 5000 - T L S ; |

: Re Inatallatzon Restoration ongzam.‘

"..' Dear Commander Barfie]d

'Thank 1ou _vezy ,much for invitzng the publlc to attend the meet;ng of the

. Technjcal Review Committee on February 4, 19932. The 'usefulness of a
combined meeting could not have been better ‘illustrated <than by Mr.
McGagh's presentation of the U. 5. Environmental’ Protection Agency's
"Technical Assistance Grant Program". I came away from the meeting with

the feeling that not many present at the meeting wverxe familiar with the
"Technical Assistance Grant. Program" before Mr.  McGagh'szs presentation

~‘whereas this program was discussed Jin detail during past public meetings.

Under your present meeting format, all concerned hearA exact]y ‘thn ;amp'

discussions. This minimizes miaundezstandlngs.

The lfoliowing comments -related‘ to ‘the February 4th meetinq ‘meeting are

furniszhed for your considexation. .- "The comments are meant to e
constructive. - I realize there are many options in managing the
Inatallation Restorat:on Progzam and I fully support your work. N

_Q_mmgntg '

3. ' There  appears to be a tilt toward expanded. 'teotind -and

-'accommodation " of residents in this location without a (corresponding
incxease in accommodation of residents in other locations within your test -

axea. This may be appropx:ate because of the proximity of Pinelock Drive

‘to the northern boundary of Naval Submarine Base New London. However, my
concern is that in providing very. specific information about the TRC, its.

members, and xecords to an individual whom 1 assune resides in the Pinelock
Drive area, the U, §. Navy implies that the TRC and 'its members . somehow

h 5represent'<individuals' in the community in the same manner 33 electean

Representatives. This is not my understanding of the purpose of the TRC.
The TRC, as I undezstand its purpose, is to reviev technical data compiled
by ~Consultants and  to provide comments £or the public xecord and for

consideration by Agencxes managing the Superfund Pro:ect at NdvaJ aubmarine_

3:,Baap New London

‘While- rosidents are free to communicate With members bf the TRC, theré«ism'

the xisk that such communications will never become part of the public

i,recozd and ~hence -never be considered on it3 merits. 1 assume that
“cp:resppndgnce from concerned -individuals : should be addze aEd to Nava]
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‘submarinn Bame ‘New London (your office) ‘and not to thc TRC. 1 know::b£” nb:

[’Vother way to ensure that concerns are evaJuated.

__zzgagené_nsg_gn_Rgazgzaslgn_gz_szam_uasseza
a. 1 zecommend that you provide guidance to . the public on DYOCPGUIEb

| to- follow in communlcating wiLh the U. s. Navy about the Installation
Reatoration Program. : ' '

3. E_M,}.;_Hggm

s A, I recommend that you enter Jnto the public zecoxd fhe name of the
host of the public guestion and ansver: pexiod. That is, does thé public
address guestions to the U. 5. Navy, to the TRC, or to the Consultants. I
underStand that two distinct meetings take place on the same date. = But
“because  the public question and answer period follows the TRC meeting, the
implication is that the TRC conducts the public question and answer perjod,
. Consequently,’ individuals part:cjpatlng in the question and ‘ansvwer perind-
may view the TRC aa thpiz repreaentatlve, vhich may or may not be the case.

4, gggzound Tes zng ,
‘a. 1 noro that you will relocafe teatlng sites: TBB4, TBBJ,. énd TRRG.

. from Naval 3ubmarine Base New London to sites in the Town of Ledyard. You:
"~ made no mention of similar testing sites in the Town of .Grotén even though

. a portion- of Axea "A" 15 .located in the Town of - Groton .and . the highest
- concentrations ‘boron were found in residential wells in the Town of
" Groton at 1232 Route 12 and 1320 Rovte 12. ‘Alsg, by line of site it
- appears that the ares south of Area "A" is at a lover elevation than the .
new LP;Ling sites in the Town of Ledyard. Thus, it 15 possible that some

-SIOUthOWa from area "A" may travel -south even though your studies indicatc

;- that most outflowa travel Wﬂot toward the Thames Rivez SR
';.'5{_ _;gj gg Ogeanolggx - »

. a. You atated that Pro;ect Oceanology flies as well as other publjuhﬁd
studies will be reviewed in-connection with furthexr testing of Thames River
‘watex. T presume that the reviews will extend to the Environmental Impact’

. Statement filed 'to support dredging projects in .support of 688-class’
: aubmarines . S ' ’ . ' -

ﬂz;_‘a; Theae commenta may be out of order because the Conzultant did not

have the opportunity to fully explaln his rxationale for. diop]éang
statistical information under the normal cuxve. Averages (mean values) do
. not appear ‘to be appropriate because samples taken for the Installstion
Restoration Program are not taken -to d@rawv an inference about a population-

nor ‘o statistically determine if sampling results occur hy chance._' That
iz, the allowable 1level for —each element sampled has a]ready been

determined sCientifically. The most effective way, in my view, to'display

 test results would be by bar graphs showing test zesults compared to

allowableé levels. ' This method is ‘the "descriptive statisticz” method
defined . by Rogexr C. Pf;ffenbetger'and James H. Patterson in Statistical’™
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'Metheds a5 .a method to describe a specific numerical ‘quantity such as an

.average or-a total to aummarize or condense a’ large set of numbero.- ‘These
‘authors . define. "inferential statistics™ the proces nf drawing

inferences about the whole population from a. aubset of the popu]at:on {Lhe
- 3ample). The "inferential statistics" method does not appear to bhe.
- appropriate. in - evaluating samples related to the Installation Restoration
Program because "chance" is not a factoxr. = Either a sample h/cceds oY is

- lower than the.scientifically acceptable standard. - The risk that "chance"
occurs is offset by Vevaluating‘ test results at dlfferent testing
Llaboratorleg.. ' o : ' ‘ S

_ Db, Avezages may obscure test rnsults . It appears that zraw numbers are

’,Smportant in locating specific hazardous object that could be removed from
site. This type of information may make it possible to remove sapecific

ODJFCLa or s5mall amounts o£ matexial thus rogtorzng a site at minimum COJL

s uzg_ﬁmar_a_&&mm;amn

T a. M. Fromez-~zecommended that core samples to taken from deeper
depths. This recommendation, in my view, is worthy of consideration. Mr.
Fromer's recommendation implies that a core sample be taken from the bottom
of the ravine as. iL existed before dredgpd materials were deposited in Area
"AW ) -

. ILJJ&.EQLJJML;
“a. You have our pexmlssion to take core :amples on our property. - We

have undisturbed areas (i.e. no septic tank in the areas) thaol may he
guitable for tesLing ' _ o ' .

5. Agiumwm

. .a. There is an inactive ;hallow well on are pzopnrty Lhat you may vish
to 5nc1ude in the expanded tes ting program

1 hope that the foregoing lnfarmatlon 15.,usefuloﬂ Pleasze cail it ybu‘ﬁeéd
more informaLzon _ , ‘ RN . A

Sincerely,

art Péarson
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