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EMAIL AND COMMENTS FROM NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC
ADMISINSTRATION REGARDING DRAFT SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS PLAN FOR ZONE 4

SEDIMENT PRE DESIGN INVESTIGATION NSB NEW LONDON CT
09/26/2011

NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC ADMINISTRATION 



Rich,Corey 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Hello all: 

ken.finkelstein [Ken. Finkelstein @noqa.gov] 
Monday, September 26, 2011 4:44 PM 
Rich, Corey 
Oconnor, Dominic CIV NAVFAC MIDLANT, NE IPT; Kymberlee Keckler; Lewis, Mark; 
Kenneth_Munney@fws.gov;Brown, Michael CIV NAVFAC MIDLANT, PWD New Londoh; 
Ganser, Leanne; Bernhardt, Aaron 
Re: Draft Samplingahd Analysis Plan for Zone 4 Sediment Pre-Design Investigation 

Only had a few comments (below) so did not think they were worthy of a formal l'etter.' 

. 1. The legend on Figure 4-6 is not clear. Because you use the word "or", Green and Red 
triangles say the same thing. FOr example, Station 
Z4-33 (values provided in upper right of Figure 4-6) should be a green triangle because Total 
PCB Concentrations are less than 1.0 mg/kg but could also be a red triangle (as is shown) 
becquse the ERM-Q of 1. 5>1.17. 
The text on Page 20 (first paragraph under Current Sediment Concentration Conditions) does 
nof help as here the word "and" is used when utilizing the two PRGs of 1.17 ERM-Q and 1.0 
mg/kg total PCBs. For example Z4-44 is red yet does not exceed both PRGs, 

2. On Figure/~-6 it sure appears that Stations Z4~2 and Z4-36 are pointing to the same place. 
Both samples show an ERM-Q>1.17 (although one of them shows a PCB concentration <1.0mg/kg) 
yet the triangle is green. 

3~ Proposed Sampling Locations - Figure 5-1 likely could use a few more station locations. 
That because the earlier surface samples are so close to the ERM-Q of 1.17 resulting in some 
doubt that we have correctly assessed the current sediment concentrations. For example 
SD-007 is barely above the PRG at 1. 2 EM-Q and therefore a candida'te for removal while Z4-Cl 
is not, yet it is close to the PRG at the 4-5~ depth 
(0.92 vs 1.17) and also shows no surface measures. 

Rich, Corey wrote: 
> 
> All, 
> 
> 
> 
> Tetra Tech issued the sUbject Sampling and Ana,1ysis Plan today and 
> everyone should receive their copies on Monday morning. Please let me 
> know if you do not receive the document on Monday . 

. ~ 

> 
> 
> Thanks 
> 
> 
> 
> *Corey Rich** I Senior Project Manager/Civil Engineer* 
> Direct: 412.921.8984 I Main: 412.921.7090 I Fax: 412.921.4040 
> Corey.Rich@tetratech.com 
> 
> Tetra Tec.h I Technical Support Services Group 
>' 661 Ander~en Drive Foster Plaza 7 I Pittsburgh, PA 15220 
> 
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1<, 
, >: 

> PLEASE NOTE: This message J including any attachments J may include 
> privileged J confidential and/or inside information. Any distribution 
> o~ use of this cbmmunication by anyone other than the intended 
> recipient is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. If you are nbt 
> the intended recipient J please notify the s~nder by replying to this 
> message and th~en delete it from your system. 
> 
> 
> 

Ken Finkelstein J Ph.D. 
NOAA 
c/o EPA Region 1; ~ail Code OSRR07-1 
5 Post Office Square J Suite 10e 
Boston J MA 02109-3912 

v. (617) 918-1499 
C. (617) 429-0876 
e. Ken.Finkelstein@NOAA.gov 
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