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Gr oton ~Cohnecticut,O634 9-500 a

Relnst~llation Restorat~on'Pro9kam.

Dear Co~mandet Barf~eld:

Thank you, very much for inviting the p~bli~to ~ttendth~meetirig of th~'

Technical'RevievCommittee on F~bruary 4, 1993. Theusefulnes~ of a
combined meeting could n~t have been betterlilustrated than 'by Mz.
McGagh I s presentation of the U. S, Envir.onmental' Protecti,on Agency 's
"Te~hnical,Assistan~eCrantProgram". I came away from the, m~etlnq With
thefeel'~g that not ~any pr.esent at the meeting w~re familiar~lth the
"Technic~l Assistance Grant Progiam" befor.e Mr. HcGagh ' • pres~ntat1on

'vher.easthls proqram vas discussed ,in detail dur inqpast, pUblicmeetj.ngs.
Under your pre5~nt ~eetfng fo~mat, all concerned hear' ~xat~ly 'the sa~~
discussions. This mJ.nimizesmlsunderstandinqs. '. . . . ." . .

The £0110w;,ng cornme'nts 'related to the February 4th meet:lnqmeettng
furnished tor' your 0 consideration. . The comments are m~antto

constructive. ,1 re~lize· ther. are many options in rn~naging

Installation Restorati.on Program and I fully support your work. ""

a,~~ .
be
th~

Comments

1. Pioelockprive

a.'rhere . appears 'to be a' tilt toward expanded testin9 'and
accommodation of resident~ in this location without a ~correspondtng

s'ncreaseln'accommodation of'resi.dents in other ,locations wlthinyour test
area,. Thl::; maybe appropri.ate because of the proximi,ty of Plnelock I)z:lvp.
to the n6rthern boundary of Naval Submarine B~seNew London~ However, my
toncern is that In providing very specific information about the TRC, it~,

members, and ricords t9 an indivldual whrim 1 aS5u~e resides in the Plnelock
, Dr ive ar.ea, the U. S. N~vy implies that the TRC and its, members somehow
tept~sentindlvidual~ iri the coMmunity in the' same manne~,as elected'
Representatl ves. Th 1's is not my understand i.rig' of the purpose of the TRC.
~he TRe,as I understand its purpose, is to review technical data compil~d

by ~ons~ltant. and to p~ovide comments for the pUbli~ record and for
considerationby~genciesmanaging theSupeZ:fund Project at NilvaJ. SubmarS.ne,
Base New London. " ' , ' .

. . . .

Whl1e"le5ide~t~ arefieeto e~mmu~lcate ~ith members 6£ the T~C, ther~ li'
the~lik~hat sucri 'c~mmunlcation~ will n~~erbecome part ofth~ . public

.record ,and hence' heVer be coMslderedonit$ merits. 1 assume that
"coJ:respon6ence from concernedind5.vj.ducils' should:ce addressed tb' Naval.

" ... .'. ;:' . ' : ' . .~ ..
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SlJI)mar.lrJe E03:3eNew TJondor•. (yourofflce ) 'and· not to the TRC. 1 know of ni)
otJier.way .toen:sure that concerns· are evaluated.

2. .Cor respongepc~~~storat ion P:t oqram..Jisllly.e. .

·a.lre6ommend that you provi~e gUidance to th~ p~b116 on proc~duies
to follow in communicatirig with. the U. S. Navy aboutth~ Install~tion

Restor~t10ri Pr09r~m:

3. ~J~~eting

;,i. I recommend that you enter. into the public record the name of the
host of the public question and answer period. Th~t is, ~oes th. public
addr:ess questions to the U. S •. Navy, to the. TRC, or to the Consultants. .i
~nder~~and that two distinct meetings take place on the same. date. But
because' the public qliestion and answer period follows the TRC meetS;ng, the
implication '-S that tht: T.RC conducts tile public questlonand ~nswer p~l:lod.

Cons~gUentlj, individuals paiticlpatingin th~ guestioM and answer peilod
may view the TRC as their represent~tive, which m~yor may not b~. the case.

4. Back,grolJPdJe..et1ng

a~ ·r not~tha~ you ~ill relocatetestinq sites TBB4, . TBB5~. ~nd TBBG.
from N~va J; subina.r: ine · Base New London to sites· in the Town 0 f r..edyartj .. You
maden~ meniion9£ similar: t~~~(~qsite5 in the ro~nofGr~t6n ·everi though
a portj. ono£Area "A·"ls .lo·cated j,nthe Town of· G~oton . andtheh J.ghe:st
concent:ratlons . ·of· boron· were. found in r.esidential welJ.s in the Town .of
Gr~~o~4t 12~2 Route 12 .~d 1320 Route12.~lSQ, by lin~ ofsit~. it
app'l'lars· that. the area south .ofArea ·"A" 1.5 a,t a J.over . elevatIon than .th~
nr~\lI testing. sites in the Town of J"e.dyard .. ThUS, it is posslble tbatsome

, .outflowsf~ornarea"A" may travel south even though your studies indi~~tc
thai:.. most· outflows travel "'est toward the Thames River. .

5. Project·()cel'lno199~

a. r6J stated that Proje~t Oceanolc9Y files as w~ilas other. published
studies Will. be ieviewed in:connection with further testing of Thames River

.wate.r.. I ·plesllme. that the. r.evi.evs will extend to the EJiviionmental . Impact·
st~tement. filed· to .support dtedqing piojects in .syppo~to£ ~aa-class·
sub~a~ines .

6 .. Statistical ijethQds

. a·. These comments. may be out of o~der because the Cons 'iJ, tant did not
h~~~· the . o~portunity to f~lly explain hl~ ratlonalefot· displaying
statist,.c:al infor.matloh tinder the normal CUT-ve. Averages (mean values) do
not appeatto be approp~late because samples t.ken for the In~tallation

Restor~tion P:r09r~m are not.taken to draw an inference about a population
nor.;to statistically determine ifsampllng results occur by chance. That
ls~ the .allo~able. level for· each element sampled has aireaay been
determlnedsclentl£ical1y. The m~st effective way, tn myvlew, to ·dlsplai·
test reSUlts would b~ by bar graphs showing test l~~ults compar:ed to
a llowabl.e levels. This methoQ is the "descr.lpt j,ve sta t 1st icd fJ method
Qe f. ined by Roger c. Pfaffenberger. and .1ames Ii. Patterson. 1n p.-.t..~j;j.l/~1.

~~------------- _-_ _-------
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Methods asamethod to des~ribe a specific numeticalguantity such ·as~n

_aVezageo~a tbtal to summarize dr condense alargec set of numbers;· These
authors defIne "iri~erent1al ·statistlcs"as th. process of dravlng
inferenceS a~out the whole popul~ti6n from a 5ub~~t6f the pdpulation(tbe
sample). The "inferential statistics" method doeS not ~ppe~r to be.
appropr.1a te .in· ev.aluating sa·mples related to the. Insta llat i q,Tl Restorat ron
P~ogra~ because "chance" i~ not a factor. Eit~er a sample ·~xcried~ 6i Is
lower than the .. scientl£lcally accept~ble standard. The riskth~t "chance"
occurs is offset by evaluat1ng teat results at .d1f£erent testing
laboratories. . .

. b.A~erages ~ay obscure test results. It appears th~t raw number~ aI~

5,mpoT.tant in loca tinq spec1 f ic hazardous object that could be removed fT-om
a ~lte. This type oflnfo~mation·may make it possible to Eemave sbeclfic
objects oi small a~ounts of matetialthus xestorlng a site ~t m1nlmu~ cost.

·3. Nt. Frornu' s Recommenas.tJ,on

a. Mr.· Fromer~ecommended that core .samplesto taken from d~aper

depths. This recomm~ndati~n~ In my view, is wOlthy of conside~ation.. Hr.
Fromer's r~commendation implies that a cor~ sample ~etaken ft6m the bottom
of the r.avine as i. t exi.sted before dredged mater ials wer.e depos i teo In Ar.ea
"A" .

. ;I.: Tezt Bori.n~

~ .. You have our permission to take core samples on our property. We
have undlsttirbed areas (i.e. no s~ptic tank in th~ areas) that m~y b~

suitable for testing.

5.hgditional Well Water Testing

·a. ThaT-a ls an inactive shallow well on are property th~t YOll may wish
to include Inthe expanded testing pT-ogram.

I hope ·that the fore90in~ information is .useful. Please ca11 if y~urieed

~~re information.

Sincerely,

~

'1," < ••• -.: •
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