
l 
NOOI29.AR.000509 

NSB NEW LONDON 
5090.3a 

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION I 

March 17, 1997 

JOHN F. KENNEDY FEDERAL BUILDING 
BOSTON, MASSACHUSETIS 02203-0001 

Mark Evans, Remedial Proje~t Manager 
U.S. Department of the Navy 
Naval Facilities Engineering Command 
Northern Division 
10 Industrial Highway 
Code 1823, Mail Stop 82 
Lester, PA 19113-2090 

Re: Site Management Plan for the Naval Submarine Base - New London 

Dear Mr. Evans: 

I am writing in response to your request for EPA to review the Site Management Plan ("SMP") 
dated February 1997 for the Naval Submarine Base ("NSB") in Groton, CT. EPA reviewed the 
SMP in light of its responsiveness to EPA's letters dated August 27, 1996 and November 1, 1996 
and the discussions held at our conference call on December 5, 1996. Overall, I am pleased that 
the text;~table's, and:relative risk:rankingwor~she.ets '~av~ ~een revised to address EPA's 
commerits;.';)Additionally/the' rational~spresented-oirt~e·worksheets better support the factor 
designationi;' arid: are" more" consistenU.' I belieye that the two comments listed in Attachment A 
may be addressed through 'an errata . sheet. . .i 

I look forward to working with you and the Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection 
toward the cleanup of the NSB. Please do not hesitate to contact me at (617) 573-5777 should 
you have any questions or wish to arrange a meeting. 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Comment 

Appendix B, Site 002 During the December 5, 1996 conference call it was agreed that the 
receptor factor ("RF") for soil would be changed from "potential" to 
"identified." Instead, the RF was changed to "limited." The new rationale 
is, "Site is a restricted area, therefore access to soils is unlikely." This 
contradicts the information provided on the site summary worksheet page. 
The description of pathways states that "Based on analysis of the soils at 
the site it has been determined that they will pose a threat to the workers at 
the landfill." The landfill cap is planned in the near future to eliminate the 
soil pathway. Since, the site ranking of "high" would not change if the 
receptor factor were modified, a statement clarifying the soils pathway 
should be provided in an errata sheet. 

Appendix B, Site 008 Although the sediment migration pathway factor was changed to "evident," 
the surface water migration pathway factor was not changed. On a minor 
note, the sediment worksheet title is still erroneously entitled "surface 
water." Since the "high" score will not be affected, the aforementioned 
errata sheet may also resolve this issue. 
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