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Attn: LindaCole

re: Draft Proposed Plan, OU2, Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, April 2011
Dear Linda,

The Maine Department of Environmental Protection(MEDEP) has reviewed the Draft Proposed
Plan for Operable Unit 2 at the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard. MEDEP agrees with the Navy's
recommendationto select alternative DRMO-4 asthe preferred remedia action at the DRMO
areaof OU2. We agreewith the recommendationto select alternativeWDA-3, with adight
modification, asthe preferred remedial action at the Waste Disposal Area (see Comment 9).

Additional commentsfollow.

1. How much and what types of chemicalsare present, p. 4. Thisisagood placeto describethe
lead concentrationsand the distribution of lead in the DRMO and WDA.

2. Step2, p. 4. "Risks to industrial workers exposed to surfacesoil would be of concern if
theasphalt or interim cap were removed.” Pleaseindicatethat thismay also bethe casefor the
as-yet-undelineated western areaof the DRMO.

3. Step 3, p. 4. "Lead does not fal into either of thesecategories...” This isincorrect in that
any chemical either causes cancer or it doesn't (EPA classifies|ead as a probable human
carcinogen). The Navy should just indicatethat risk assessment of lead is not evaluated in the
same manner as most other chemicals and thereforewas assessed separately.

4. Why isaction needed... p. 6. “...contaminationis present in soil at concentrationsthat could
result in unacceptable current and futurehuman health risks." Please remove theword ** could"
asthe Navy has aready established that contamination in the soil doesindeed present
unacceptablerisks.

5. Why isaction needed... p. 6, 4™ paragraph. "It is the current judgment of the Navy and
EPA, in consultationwith MEDEP, that the Preferred Alternative is necessary to protect
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public health and welfare...” Itisnot clear what " consultation™ refersto. MEDEP has not
indicated a preferencefor the Preferred Alternativeprior to thiscomment |etter.

Also, thelast sentencein this paragraph is missing language, probably **risks."

6. DRMO Alternatives, p. 7. Under alternativesDRMO-3 and -4 pleaseindicatethat the Navy
will backfill excavationsas is stated for aternativesWDA-3 (soil cover) and -4 (backfill).

7. DRMO Alternatives,p. 7. Indicatethe depth of excavationfor DRMO-3,-4and-5is
approximatelysix feet, asis stated for alternative WDA-4.

8. DRMO-4,p. 8. "LUC:s...to prevent unacceptableconstruction worker exposureto
contaminated surface and subsurfacesoil acrossthe DRMO." DRMO-4 involvesexcavation of
surface soil associated with potentially unacceptablerisk based on construction worker exposure.
Doesthereferenceto surface soil refer to isolated locationsof contaminated surface soil ?

In addition, the LUCsfor WDA-3 do not indicate prevention of unacceptableconstruction
worker exposureto contaminated soil asagoal. Pleaseclarify thisomission.

3. Preferred Alternatives, p. 8, 1¥ bullet. TheNavy's preferred alternativefor the WDA
includesexcavationof soil fiom 0 — 2 feet bgs. Overall thisis acceptable. However, we note
that four of thefive highest concentrationsof lead in WDA soil samples, ranging fiom 10,100
ppm to 116,000 ppm, all occur in the same genera vicinity and general depth of 4 — 7 feet bgs.
Theselocationsare adjacent to each other in the southwest corner of the WDA at |ocations TP-
103, TPI-SB04 and OU2-163. MEDEP believesthis areaof approximately 350 square feet
should be excavated to 6 feet to removethese very high concentrationsof lead. MEDEP would
be willing to discussa shallower excavation provided the Navy can guaranteethat land use
controlswould be stringent enough to ensure that no excavation whatsoever will occur in the soil
cover area.

10. Preferred Alternatives, p. 8, 4™ bullet. Land Use Controlsfor the WDA must include
prevention of excavationin order to prevent damageto the soil cover and to prevent exposureto
contaminated soil.

11. Preferred Alternatives, p. 10, 3rd bullet. Land Use Controlsfor the DRMO must include
prevention of excavation below backfill in order to prevent exposureto contaminated soil. We
recognizethat the goal is to excavate contaminated soil down to refusal however field conditions
will likely result in some contaminated soil left behind.

12. Preferred Alternatives, p. 10, 1% column, last paragraph. “...and provide an asphalt barrier to
prevent potential occupation exposureto underlying contamination.” While pavement may
functionally minimize/prevent exposureto underlying contamination an asphalt barrier to
prevent exposureis not a specific component of AlternativeDRMO-4. Please deletethis phrase.



13. Preferred Alternatives, p. 10, first paragraph. “...AlternativeWDA-3 over Alternative
WDA-4, which would involveremoval of contamination in thetop 6 feet and installation of soil
cover, because Alternative WDA - 4 does not providesignificant additional protection to human
health and the environment to warrant the higher costs...”

Pleasediscussthefactors that were used to determinethat Alternative WDA-4 does not provide
significant additional protection. We notethat of the 44 samplesin the WDA with lead greater
than 2000 ppm 22 werelocated at depthsfrom 3’ — 6> whileonly 3 werelocated from 0° — 2°.
Also, the PRAP should discuss what factors warranted excavation to 6 feet in the DRMO area.

14. Tables2 and 3. ""Will it protect you and the animdl life...” Please add, " plant and" before
"animal life."

15. Pleaselabel Building 310in Figs. 1 and 2.
16. Fig. 2. Pleaseindicatethe extent of LUCs for WDA-3.

Also, add symbolsfor asphalt and building/tank in thelegend and correct the orientation of this
pagein thefinal electroniccopy of the PRAP.

Pleasefed freeto contact meat (207) 287-8010if you have any questions.

! For purposesof thisanalysis MEDEP considered the WDA to contain thefollowingsample
locations: DSB-8/8B, DSB-9, OU2-106, OU2-107, OU2-108, OU2-111, OU2-112, OU2-113,
OU2-115, OU2-162, OU2-163, OU2-164, OU2-165, SS-10, SS-11, SS-12, SS-12-03, SS-25, TP-
103, TPI-SB02, TPI-SB03, TPI-SB04, TPI-SBO05, TPI-SB06 and TPI-SBO7.
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