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1. Ge~~,~~tC'~wm~Jl:t it~~~!~g~qMQ~,;CRP~~~tfa~i~hs ~f:Chemr41s 6f'Potehtial,C;on8etHiJ U ' ',' 

(COPC's) reach levelsofh{iman heaith'concem, wilf they!be~adiessed?! Warbackgiourt<}: , 
c.qU9~ntfatioqs b~ ~yalp~~~dJ(), determine, if th,ey:~re. ~ccuraty or :'infiated" ~y using one half of the 
detection lirrut? Chizens'wa~t to'kn6w wq~n'COPC~!iu'e dtbp~~d th~t are'hear:healthnsR levels, 
Therefore, the Nayy must identity thew. ' , 
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2. General CQnJment. We appf~ciate liaVing,th~r::t>Ao,R~giop III Risk-Jla,sed Co~hentrati(;)fl 
I • ' ... - \ TC~ {" '; '. {, • ' \ f~: ,\ 

(RBC) Table pvpvided in response to our original corhq:i:~nt:j W~ nbte thdt on the' ~ecortd' page of 
the attachment,cthe text states that the RBC Table should 'not be viewed as a substitute for a site-
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specific risk assessment, and that th~ Table shoul~ generally not be used to set Cleanup of no:'" , 
action levels. 'Should any of the site,\'ralues apprq'~ch;the same order of magnitude as thg'ItBts,' 

these ~alues should ~e ~agged an~,~jlJ:~tm9.~~i~l1Jqr:N~ing ~ySp\W;~\~~d. ~~;c~'0~~ ,}~eIRBC 
Table IS updated peno.dlcally, replaclI~g,pmW<;>J.J&:v~~~~pps~}~e YI~r~lqr-,¥S~9 ~~()~fR,~l~(~~t~d ~nd a 
hard copy ofthat versIOn must be attached as part of the record. If a ,more pro~eptIVe RBC IS 
issued in the future, that value should be used. , ,..' .. 
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8. Page 2, Section 2.0. We would like to clarity that SAPL is concerned that the most 
protective values be used in evaluating COPCs. 

10. Page 3, Section 3.0. With regard to using "professional judgement" wheii:thhe are fewer. ' 
than 10 samples, we suggest that <the NavY's response be incorporated in the text to cl~ritywhen 
and why the 95%UCL (Upper Confidence Limit) will not be used. ," iI,·,i,;,,, -' . 

'!"t, 'F',,; , i';J' \~"tJ~,~r;. ,_ 

15. Page 5, Section 4.0. It is,not clear in the Navy's respon~ejfit's tl).e referenc~~'ioi Hi~ '! . 

gastrointestinal (GJ) absorption that have been peer reviewed'~~ the 'bb'iid€Pf'bf aeri~iiig 'aetiliiil' j 

canc,~~ fa~t.qt:s,tTQm Gl,a~s.9rpt'Qn factprs, OUf original Question related to the latter. 
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ll. Evaluation ofPotentiarBackground'Soil and 'G .. ()uridwater'Data'St~ts I''.'. 

1. General Comment. The Navy responded that its goal was the establistim~rirorb~tkgroilrio 
cpn<?~nt~~1i~n~} f9r\,U!S'~!;h1! tPr,;~,piPY~f;~,~,s I~s~~I~~t~?;?}t~~!?:~~Hl?\~t~~?r,~m~, ,~~t )tt~t,fo~ ri.~k, " , 
a~~e~~menl.\ijqw,~yex~Jh~J~~l on pa"ge 3, fo,~,exampte, ::;tates tHat , background data sets should-
c0n~~,~tr~i~f 'g'Q~tho~~ &h~illi,q~l~ t4~t:m~yb,~ natutalty' btbvr~inl¥ OR 'mltfBe :tH(;' r&sUlt' 0rrlOrl~site' 

, ~el~t~d '~rifhrQR9ienJc'; actiyliigs AND!'mu~r be' ~vMU1it~Ct) in' tfi~~ ~u~*ti!taih}e" riMrassJs~i11~ht~;~, "Th~t 
seem,s ,tQ.in4io~iec,~ ;~if~~~~r' 'fo'9u~ )l6~r{~4 g~~~f!} { ~oiHpa¥is'8filbt. bi~~~f6tr'~d 'tl~Hi hf'~tte~t~nlted 
contaffiin~ti~~'~i~ia. trine ptr~osg~rtd;~pplt6~ti\yk'bf tffii t~dj{rti8~\'lhefhbniHdUthi islth~' cijn~ction 
of background data, regardless of its use, the text should clearly reflect that. ' " },', 


