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final remedy is sélected (and‘lmplernented In addrtlon to the opportumty to' (:omment on thlS draft
report, we will also have an oppor ity to prov1de verbal 1nput at the publlc meetlng to be held

1isp,,

it should read ‘PNS s sh1pbu11d1ng hlstory dates back to the' 18005 and the Shrpyard has been
in he constructlon, convers1on r, ...dates back to the 1800s and includes

The sentence in the second column about Sites 5 and 26 is 4 bit confusing to'those unacquainted
with the Shlpyard’s Operable Umts and Sltes

The dates of the Commumty Relations Pldn (the oné wé ‘have is: dated Qctober 1’996) and the
Estaurine Ecological Risk Assessment (April 1997); as' ‘Wéll s for other references:mentioned.
elsewhere in the Plan should be prov1ded Also, the text should reflect that the ecological risk
( assessment 01ted ity the Draﬂ Finial verswn It rmght lielp the reader 1f thetitlés of documents .
mentloned in the text were itahclzed AL St E i o Aot e
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3. Page 3, Summary of Offshore Investigations. The acronym RCRA should be defined.

4. Page 4, Summary of Offshore Investigations. The statements in the first colurpn that the

human health risk assessment did not consider whether chemicals that cause risk in seafood wete
from PNS sources or from other sources, and that the concentrations of chemicals detected in_
seafood in the Lower Piscataqua River were equal to or lower that other areas of; t is ’
misleading. Section 6.0 of the Executive Summary from the May 1994 Final Healfh R:sk
Assessment Report for Off-Shore Media states the following, : .

“USEPRA:risk; estimates were exceeded for. ingestion of lobste[s, ,clams and flounder for
five inorganics (arseme lead, mercury, cadmium, and copper) ten pesttctcies four PAHS,
and total Arochlors. However, of these, lead is the only contaminant whleh showe levels.
in off-shore media adjacent to the Shipyard which are elevated over - other areas of the
< ‘estuary,.and for which-a source hasibeen identified in.the On—Shore Study of }heShlpyard.
Thei‘efofex lead is the only eontammant 1dent1ﬁed, oif-shore whloh is gasily linked to '
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surfaee senls at, the DRMO (SWMU ) ‘1”' estlmated

.~human health risks.which;are, unacceptable The:l?egt:, found d | ;
; estuary, is. probably the resylt of surfaee goﬂ,runoff from the DRI\/I"é mto the estuary%f"\
This. statement elearly, md1eates the Shlpyarq ha:s had a reeogmzabie adverse 1mpact on the
offshore environment that is significant in.terms of human health 1"1$ s The Navy must revnse the
text to reflect this.

At
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5. I’age 5, Identlﬁcatwn of the Pro posed Interlm Aetlo n. In addlttort to the remedlal actlori
objectives (RAOs) and general response actions (GRAs) discussed at the March 1998 techrical
‘teeting, the.group also-discussed preliminary. remediation goals (PRGs) at the May,meetmg%
Also, the text should be revised- to §tate that RAOs are quahtatwe, not quanﬁta S
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One of the purposes on the proposed interim momtormg is to address some of the data gapé and
uncertainties identified in the April 1997 Draft Final Estaurine Ecologzcal Risk Assessment. This

point.should be mentioned in the text of this Plan, . y
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6. Page 6, Table 3. It is not clear from the information contained in the table why disposal is a
standéalene GRA At would»appear thet dlsposal would jogeur as a component of removal and ex-
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7. Pages ’7 & 8 Evaluatlon of the Proposed Actmn, Wnth xegard to eompllgnce thh
applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements (ARARS) descrtbed in the second bullet in the
right column, the proposed interim action would allow the Navy to monitor envifonmental
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conditions to determine if ARARSs are being met, but the action itself would not comply with
ARARs. Please clarify.

The fifth bullet in the right column also needs clarification. Short-term effectiveness refers to the
likelihood of adverse environmental or human health impacts during implementation of an
alternative. While the proposed interim action does not pose a threat and might warn of an
adverse impact, monitoring itself cannot eliminate detrimental effects.

Is the last paragraph in the section (on page 8) supposed to be a bullet?

8. Page 8, Glossary of Technical Terms. The definition of Responsiveness Summary should
specify that it includes a summary of written and oral comments (and responses to comments)
made during the public comment period.

If you have any questions regarding the comments above, please give me a call at 207-777-1049.
Sincerely,
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Carolyn A. Lepage, C.G.
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