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Sub_| ect: -+ Rev1ew of the March 2000 Draft F mal Faczlzty Bac kgr""nd De,

Dear: Ms Lyons ,
'.A"L‘J‘P': Lo ,?- ;i .,,‘ .l\';;r* ) . ‘
As you requested we are transmjttlng comments to the Seacoast Ant1-Pollut10n Lea,gue (SAP:)
concerning the March 2000 Draft Fmal Facility Background Development Our comments are
as follows L R Y L S AN LTI R St et . ,

ri«a

1 Page ES- “Ihe type of orgamcs detected m the background sotl samples (i, ., 4 DDE
4"-DDT, polycyclic aromatic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), petroleum hydrocarbons) are
most dikely attributable-to current or past. anthropomorphic.activities (e.g., the common _
wzdespread use: of fuels.and pesticides,not related t0.a given site. under mvestzgatzon) based na
comparison of site. concentratlons wzth'.those reported as. anthropomorphzc background in the N
literature.” R 1 TP PR U PO S oy L:v_.
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The meaning of r‘this 'sentence A4S, notfclearl 3 It;appears that the typ of compoundsv detected at the

the l1terature Values should be c1ted

=8 N R
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the text would be rev1sed to use rthe,tterm “sahne/bracklsh” in,place of sahne ( see the deﬁmtlon
on péage 3-1). "Why:wasn’t the text revised here and elsewhere? :
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3. Page 1-1, Sectlon 1.1 ]NTRODUCTION "As dlscussed in, the U S. Envzronmental .
Protection Agency (USEPA) Risk Assessment Guidance for Superfund (RA GS) Volume | Human
Health Evaluation Manual (Part 4), “Background Sampling is conducted to distinguish site-
related contamination Jfrom naturally occurring or other non-site-related levels on chemicals.”

This RAGS document should be added to the reference list at the end of the report. As we have
stated in previously-submitted comments, we do not believe that the Navy has demofstrated that
site-related contamination can be differentiated from so-called background contamination, or that
the activities that caused the contamination at background locations have had similar: eﬂ‘ects at.the
various sites and that the results of these activities can be differentiated: from site:related
contamination. DR

4. Page 1-1, Sectlon 1.1 INTRODUCTION. We apprecrate that mformatlon regardlng the
purpose oFthe backgrduhd deVelopmént *has been added to'this:section in response to SAPL’s,
Comment Number 1, dated 2/25/99. However, this information should also be added to
Executive Summary (as originally requested) as this is the section a reader is most likely toiread,
and the purpose { for performrng the work is basrc mformatlon that should be mcluded in the
summafy sectiOn it ol lose BlaT T L sy
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5. Page 2-1; Section 2.0 EVALUATION OF BACKGROUND SO[L DATASETS X
Information concermng how the urban background condrtrons were deﬁned 1nclud1ng appropnate ~
reference cltatlons should be mcIuded i th1s section T croy
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6. Page 2-2, Sectlon 21 EVALUATION OF THE NONFILL: (NATIVE) SOED DATASET
The first bulIet discusses organic concentrations ifi the samples. Informatioh,including..
appropr‘late feference citations; about thé'activities and résdlting ‘background: concentratlons Ane -
rural and urban areas that are also mentioned in the bullet should be provided.

7. P er2-13 Sectlon p23 EVALUATION OF THE FILL SOIL: DATASET:: The first. -
paragraph’m the seétion fefersi to-Table B«7 in LAppendix'B forascomparisoni:of the- data w1th
‘screemng levels and “other relevant behchmarks?» The feferencescitationsifor the:“Literature .
Valiies” shiouild be added to'the end oF the-tablé “We hote that several pages from.the paper:by,: -
Shacklette and Boerngen (Element Concentrations in Soils and Other Surficial-Materials ofthe:
Contermmous United States) are also included in Appendix B. As we stated in our September
12, 1999 omrmnts ofi'the June 24" RAB Meeting mintites, we have concerns:about the use of
dati from this referericé becanse of lirrnted informl io ofncerni
collected and the lack of actual analytrcal results ;
and Boerngen appear to be interpolated and generallzed to the point of belng almost useless for
comparative purposes. How are the Shacklette and Boerngen data being used in the background
development?- - :
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8. Page 3-2, Section 3.1 EVALUATION OF THE FRESHWATER GROUNDWATER
DATASET. The second bullet states that the maximum concentrations of the diesel range and
gasoline range organics are 200 ug/L and 47 ug/L, respectively. These values do not match the
information presented in the table that follows the bullet. In addition, the appropriate units
(ug/L?) should be added to the table.

If you have any questions regardmg the“bomments above, please give me a call at 207-777-1049.

-JCO

Sincerely,

(il .27

Carolyn A. Lepage, C.G.
President

cc: Iver McLeod, Department of Environmental Protection
Meghan Cassidy, Environmental Protection Agency
David Brown, Sc.D.
arty Raymond, Portsmouth Naval Shipyard
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