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Subject:' i I, Rew,eWI,o{MarQh 17,200Q, R~sporises to;Cd~ents Sri the'Drajt RllfiseCl OU3 

. , Ri~kA~se~srf,f!~(: '.,.;" ;~, ';""'1':' , ,',"':"!' i:tf;i; 'i:' '.:', "i"; I, :"',"', ' 
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Dear MS;".4YOIJS:,,; 
~ :. t '" " , ,i'1,,', . ,,; t' > .' ! ~~ i' ~. . '. ":'. 

As yop ~;~~;~t~4?:~~, ~etv~~~t'ipg_',qo~~~t~ ()I}, t~~'~aVfjstM~~W1:7, '200(j~;respo?ses to 'our 
February 14,2000, comments regarding the januarY"T9'99'D;aJ{R~Vi~d}f:(Jf!}3>Ri'SllfJ4s!re~slttenftd 
the Seacoast Anti-Pollution League (SAPL). As we noted in previohs'd6lrimMt'1~fterS;cm(jsf''df' 
the Na~~~,~esppns,e,s, l~?Rt1}r 9Ijmp~ f~Q~~,~,~" :,~9a~,~ ~,~~~Pr}~ ~n th~ ,~.fJ3 .. ~isk A~~essment 
were satl~:fa~t9iry:" Mp:o/eNer?ba~~4QJl t,h~Jno$t recen~ Navy tespphse's~ several of SAPlfs' ' 
concerns"ha~;~"I}pt b~en,r~~,qlv~a:, l~Qr'!~~:t9{J.O~~g,cR#ent!sJ {~~Mhlrr~;'''wH nave 'i-etaitled-the {. 

, • •• 'r,·· , ; 1.1'&,1'.'; ...•••• ~~. ." J.- - ;-1, F' :'J:,lt~ .. , ~"<' i'~ (, , ,.. 

numbenng of our, onwa), Febrn<J1yJ 999 ~ommehts and repeatedotit FeDtu~tY'20eO 'c6rtinielnt 
.j. , ):~ ", i~j'"'}! i'!f:) O>;I")\,:!}~.~; ri , . 1,1 1~: '1!t>'h,,<,.,I" .. ~ , . ~~1f"i;2 .;" t • 
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Comments by Lepage Environmental Services, Inc. 

, .J" ~J I "'I~ {_ ~ ;t ~tt~'f~."tJ'.p , ':";,, ~'.";1' '~ • > ; ,'. ., ,i, ",' rf, ' ,' .. ' ! 

Original GeneratC'ommeni 2.·; The "orfmriiU F yb'ru¥y'1999 'ilild ~diUtional :)\u~st 19
4
99" ':q 

, -\-">0 -, .. \.w~'.1< .;>,.f~' • 'L - '.~'''(~~C;''~~''; ~<i'~'H ) I.\"!/ \rf':::'.~'''''''~'~ "<l'~'Y' f "it." J 

corwn71Jt,\f9~l.Js~d O?1~pp"n~~Q ~~, 1~'pB::~f9,~~. ~~; ,~~l~?r(i,·~p~~~H~~i?~,'~~. ?~k~ in i:l1akin~, 
(emedl~ ,~qt~on ~.~xl§,lRP~,~t QlJ~" ;'CPWPi%trp~ptal~~lm( the_!I~~~Iht~'~on-s¥qt~' and',~ff-shol'e 
does not giv.~ aP,.,t\deqp~te picll:ti~J?(t9t~. n~k"'l:t ~ fe~m!, tlfe~ei~;~ipflittsto'Oy W5ula (potentially 
underestimate risks arid the measur~~ ;q~,q~~,!~~)?,ad~q\iatel~ ~d~e~s' tll~se: riSks':. Any remedial' 
measure i1I}p1emented may prove inadeqiuii'e' for tIle' same" reason". We rus6 t(yok issttrl 'with the '. 
part of 1;he ij;~v;y,"iS reSpo,IlS,e, that stat~4 .. ~hat &PJ.gies condllcted to date indicate the chemical 
co~centration~, ,pote~L IP,t~,~'!:?~~~q~~ 'qj~d~~, C~';h9f p~e,,~~~~er~Ay~t~~ thYm,-~~~"t~~t of,'t~~r:~s~.~aty, 
Thi§h~t~t~me,~t'o"aspre~ept~, ~!~,,~~, od~~) v~?~h t~~j.ft¥,~,~D,;~I~; ~~ ~h~p1:<',ftt'rall};e~~.se~"Es~~f.l~e 
ECQlog!€pl R.l;sk,J,f/ie,s~e'lt. ,';w~q9,H,*~4 cOll~wwn!\~wv, ~~r:t~t~e .~hl~yard JO Ii~~S ,to offsh~re 
eco1Qgicat.lj~C,~p,~9r~)·,~9,~h~ ~$1S\)!~~ ~~f'~~'~F,flP~:~~~J,wep~ ~§Nrdri~~ ~wl1ich qeino~strat~,tliAt' 
cQntamin.an!;s :ar,tPlligratjng lropI pt;1-shor,e,tQ otf':slt<?t~ e,i\v!~onqierifs. ': ., .' > '." '. 

1 ' 'f'"" I"ctr ,,' I ,~, l' t(li r", I 'J -Itt};, r:;~:fr~ "if "~~~. ;,'} i " """'1,': ",'!'~ 
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The Navy's D~ce~bei, 15>99 Additi<;>hal RespbnsestateS'tnatStudies: to;date'indicate thathumari 
health risks due'to inge'stiori df seafob,(f C~nildt b'e' differentiated betWeen the Shipyard and other 
sources, and that the OU3 Risk Assessment includes all media the Navy can associate directly 
with OU3, As was pointed out in the January'2000 Restoration Advisory Board meeting, a recent 
paper by Hoven and others ("Isotope ratios of206Pbpo7Pb in eelgrass, Zostera marina, indicate 
sources ofPb in an estuary", 1999, Marine Environmental Research, p.377-387) demonstrates ,'," 
that the source on a contaminant, in this instance lead, can be identified as Shipyard-related. 
Cle~ly, more effort is needed to identify contaminants emanating from the Shipyard so that-risks' 
can~iaddfessedradeql:lateli and· appropriately by future remedial.a~tfbf1s:i: nd~s 'ih~ Navy intend; 
to conduct additional evaluations along the lines of the Hoven iQv~stigatipn? ,;' , "\ ' 

. ~'~,"",i~ > <,-~'HT~p'qrlr}\i; ~A .. ': ".~L ;_.:.,)~,. ~\':: 

Navy :ResPQn~e: j. In addition tQ.,the r~~pot\s~~ pre~enteQ for,SAfL Otigipal General Comment 
No. ~(dated 8/7/99), please' :efer'to the resp6riseJtifsAPt!tb~~r1t'r'oiilfie'dta# OU3 FS' ., 
(Iette¥"dated 2/17/00). The revised OU3 Risk Assessment discusse~'liiitfian'health :nsks for 
onsh6re media. The offshore ecolpgical and human health risks are discussed in the Revised Draft 
Final 'Estuarine Ecological Risk ASsess~ent ~CCOSC, April 1997) and in the FinaI'Hhtnab;" ::i:-r" 

:ij,e~y, :&§~:As.~f~~rn~pt" ~~B~rf;X9~i O~~vo[~;~ed~~t(Mc~~e~art~ ,May 1994)~ respectively. ' 
I~eUnk,;p~Me~il,. ons1l9te:MQ \9f.fsnot~· ~ont~iiat1onaIi(nlsKS~ 'fofmakirlglrem~dial'cl~Gi~ib'ns is' ,r • 

di~c"u~.sy,~: ~,~~B~i~fibf~~9P~J~~::',;,')~';~<,;;';,::;~'\;~' ;;.:':,;:;" ; ,i.l;';:4Ih:.?'" .. :::,:,,~ \::":~;";:l:::.i(:i~'~::})!"lt;'! :::',:';" .',';, ,(, 
Th~ 'J~~~:~~~~~ar~4;k~,ij~ve~':~4,oth~is)¥iJfl/e ~6n~iaei~~ftH,~1\'F~Yi.~W1tig ilieDaNFQ~~it~'" ; t' 
Obj~9tiyes, o.(futur~ iriy.est,~g~.tiq~~ ~nd~(ili~'Navrs ~,ri~t~t~tiorl<fteStQtaifonr:Progtarrrif~the" """ 
int~r:iJTl. offsqor~, monitofj~g.lndicateS· tlie ortshb.ir'afea~\ ~o!JnaJpNS\)teqniie :additiorfaJ· study. ' '," 

J c. ".,- > , ."j,. ,!.,' ;.:f ') '{ ~"l j, I j " j i""I.i~' A I'l" 1>",' ':('\ ~ .• "I""'··~"·~ f; ~< '\ , 

The Navy will also submit this procedure as'a possible'resean!h'prdj'ebt\.viihiii theiNaV)'. ' t.·;", .; 

However, it should be noted that the study conducted of eelgrass does not provide information on 
risks. 

Additional Comment: As we noted in our March 27,2000, Additional Comment to the Navy's 
", ~<-';, '~ ... ;'.l.;:., r1 1 -~,.:,.' i.'1" ~:'f~> ·,,····'l·"'-,'~ /' ~ ..•. ,,'- .. ,~.-t', ",' ,. 1 <' ". : ' 

respons.~l~~:S~t's.tPrf~ri~t~~~~ntJ·~·,?~~\I.'o~,~h~;1J~~~~:OU3,F;et:sibil~~~:S~iJ((y~:,~h~~eare stiU;a 
numbecorlS~}Je,~ f~~wdm& Jh~ ,~Nf. ~~twe~n,pnshor~ ,~~ offs.hore· 90ntanlliiat10n and-nsks,t~at ' .. 
require ~9~itiqJ}~ q~scu,s~iQN;'I' .tijr~e.· ~nc~uq~ i,ssu'es' r~l~tingt~ facility b~ckgro4hd'loeatibn's; State 
of Majn~ ns.k vru,ues., Sta~e~'orMa;l1~)j{!.zirdo~s Wastl~ Mariag~nieh(Rules;perrdrttlari.ce' c" , 

stand~d~"and ~Qjy~q~at~r·(SeeRS)mpactshl1dirp.ail~g~irierlt.:--!'I"" : ",. i,.: " " .. ,,' 
., , .~ "'('1",' ~(';~:.' ,> ':,: r\ ::1.;:, ... 1,(" ~' ),d'f(~,~~,f~~,~,;t!'~: __ • , 

" I~:; ; ~',J, "~~'~lt <J ,-",: ". .' ,./ I , 

With regru:d to the la.s~ 'sev.t~n~e' ttl: tiie N ayY' s~ response:' 'we db' unaerstarid'fhat the'HcNeh paper, I 
, " '-"' '! I 'l; ,\~ i.; .. ~ iL~(";" '\-;"~'';'-r'"r: O}'r,li;~'~ j(,'l ;'r~:- . ~' ""'~~".J :, .. : I ! 

doe~,not,pre~en1 i¢,'9.~~tiq~,~~ ris,l{s. ;,~?}V~y~~, it dgespi'¢sent is, a poMritiaImeans of ,;;, , .. ,' ".;., 
dete(lIliwng t~~~:$0~r6¥(s) ,oIi9ffshot~'Q.ont~~~atioh., : :A~~We\,:pOft1tt~a'bt1nn"oiit:F ~bniary: QOO(;Mi ,i 
coriiiiig'i '~htNI 'i'has~'f"Vi6 ts};' ~tai~drth~t "b~s~d'on-lsttidids·jttidat'e ; tli~'~hU'in'artihea1th 'risks.~?, '. ",,"~' H?:: ";,!,~" .. ,,y:I;"ihLP.i ~ ~':~'t~:t'~'"'t'fi' """""'I,jL, ,;, ,. " " '" " , ,,' " ,., 
du~jto 'ingbstion' of;seafo6tl ()aiilio~':'1je),difrerentiliu~d'betweeri tlie'~SJiipY:ard' arid· ·dtIret's~uf:Ct!:s."i iJ'y;; 
However, if'6ffshdre :c6nhim1riiiffi~t\c~\b~·lir&~'d to}i:§p~~iBc: 's(;)'urce;, dle~':appto'piiate:ren)e(Ual ,; , 
actions can be developed and implemented. 
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Or:iginal.,~Qm.mt:n!?:l~~ ~,;fla~,e~~t;~;,k~'t~tlQP':~~.,a"c~~W~~'~1,"Ji~~kg~~~.q(h~;~H"Y,~,~",t,~r~:} ,! 

Dat~se:t$.ff~u:p joriginal!au:d~]additi~iri~J' gQ!nri1~Q,~s;:~~nt~~4 )Qtftk!iis~liR,f~Rp!,~te:rr~~'§~9~~tli~ f l~'~.'.i '" I,', 
"backgr,@~ml'lo:Gations:sel~ctedt;~,~M¢~htli~j:llatUi,~,\'arid':1~Y~lJQfl,cQnt~~tA~~~t~~t~4~~t.~~~Y~r~,1'~ , 
"baokground" looations. The Navy hasn't demonstrated that the aotivities that",Q,qJ!,~!ilg4,P~d In;';'., 

oontamination at background looations have had similar effects at the various "Sites" (Sites 8, 9, 
and&il)lt)r@bthatl~Site~};telate(h:c,ontanri:nati9nr€.~nrbel;diff'ere:p.tta,t~q :ti;9m';~<?;:;~~:lWtR1:lpkgJi9yn~} " , 
oohtamiQ,~tiori. bWeJdo) fiohbelie¥e these, ,3J:elappr()PJ:iate[b.a~kgr:m;m.~!sm!lp:le~~} t?~.pe<EiW1y!.!it;r:!s~;s\.J' 
associated with(at~~Site\;rM{,Quldfbe disc0;uot:ed;,lllJ ~,y,er.au,ris~§al<plJl~ti!i)p.&3~n(i,J;,il,!~~~~rp1~!g,~Pl.:~tlti 
d " L > I C' " • • £ ..:I' C" 1 . n" '} < • !p'i:htl",'b'!'t f 

·::.·~~~~!il,~WJ;"~e'-c91~~SlQt~11~1Q.J,1t~<?cliJl!~~~b~,tl!~~~i,g~~1J~~~;!f~A~~~~~~R~-';U;li,:y,Rk,", 
oonsiderirtg 'badkgrounddoMtiQIl$ oJf'7\§1au-4;.,oF.(jefihing{ ':Sife'·;'to.:fro~~·!h~iwlj~li'f~,Qip~~~4,;" > .;, 

although doii1g"so"p(~sents ;anothe1':set:':Q£p0t~ntiahpf;bbi€IU,§:iregar9jpg-;.data'G~tntl.W~9tl·. Att~~ i 
time, the seleotion oflooations for ''baokground'' data has notbeenjjlgreeu/\.mon,.;)!,;', 'L ,i',i;i:. i, i 

Navyt'Resp'onse:f>{'j':Rl¢a:se:Jrefent0:;the:responseS:'J~fe$entedifor S$.l?kfQ!igin~'iCi~~§,R~~,~~rmu~ntJ j 
N o't le';(tlatedf8IJ7t99);< ,;:r;he~Na.~ ,agreesJtp,atthereJate .Unceq:aintie$J~tt~gb,~,~1 tOf;~y~b.agkgrqgn9. .. 
dataset'regarcUess of the approflch used todeyelop the d3t~~t,,(e.gt;;l.oP,$i.t~tlla§f~Q,1JiP9.~{l}l1P}Jpg 
looation,s:,;versus off-,site baqkgrOundsamplID.g locatlonsi. theNavy atso agreesthafthe" ,,', " 

,uno~~di: '~~~ieh~r~b:tt~ok~h~~htprd:~d,y~el~~~'Ilhti,q~l~d'~b';~\liw~9~d'i ;;:.~p~:~l!eitt~~~~~~~~~jRe1r~~~r~~~¥~~9T~c~m~i 
regar, ngd e:;, ac ·gnoun, ~~ 'ataset~ sou, : E.6J'CelIlSl ' ~fe.~kUl!JJ:n~N'i"tpW\.~g~~J)tt\.!¥Q1&1~,1}..t ·'t',,;J,~lf,';,;, ',:~.: 
Na~ believes:thatithe uncertainty 'attach~d', (Qi'ibe)PNS bac~~Qmi~;~~~a$~t!tisi np,t'~~siwnc¥t ., j' 

sottte'e;':0t1tihoertam1f':fforJaeoisi0Jl;Jllaking~fot\O.l]~,~b:¢oaus.~~.:as!iJlQt~9iPt~}l,i9JJs'1y" ly;ef:Y, f~~',! ';;,:" 
ohemio,als§we're;Qeleted,as}leOPC~,basedJon,haokgrpJln(i,QQmparis,pv., ''';'l';';''';:~' ' ',[L. l' ,,:: ;, ',. 

;t,,'-~\~: ;J "ifl'·~-i!'J'T.t'J() ,~~ " ,,[!' !~~'Tr::' ;:~; ~ • Ytf'-Jj;-;'-;"l ".o·;:r\vr.,i,',. ~J~E: f :~,t.-,l~ ; ,}. 

Additioluill(So'mmenti;. ;ih.ist:hecaUSefl:elati;veIYffe~ICQB()s.,.We(~L~1imiPC}t~:q,~Qm ~qp~id~fatjRl1'; 
based on the draft faoility baokground data doesn't neoessarily mean that thebaokground ,QilJY:;,~~, 
appropriate. The Navy has stated that it wants to determine site-related risks due to CERCLA 
releases (see~:Na;yy·[espotJ.~e.itoI>t. Brownl·si QrigiI}a1 Qonnnenkl·,! below} IiQweV~f:;,l ~4~.N aX'Y', 'J 

has yet tordem&nstf<lte,thal!.~ite-:fel<lted.GQrttaminati ell c.ani b.e{,<1iff~f~Jlda~e!!i ,,1J;9m·,n<ltur~!;y 
oeeUl'ttn:g~ OF :()th'¢nnbn:~slte~[ehite~'il'ev"els ofrc.hen,ucals'i:>,~'FherefQr¢; it; i~n~,t:lcle3f~w,llY fji~~~;n;;c'ir:. 
assoddted' with a site: sh¢iHa:,lle ;diseounteo;becatlse<ofi;e6ntaminationJ9und!<ltllPDrs"ite,l~,Oa"ti9l;l.S" 
'Further.moreJrthe.isslle;:of'pnoper,:sele.etion:,andi ohar,acteriAa:tio:tl.:of baGkgtQl,md ,.sa:mp,lingJo.~:;:),~ioI)..s 
has implioations for other sites at the Shipyatd~tn0tiust OU~.b c' 'd,,'I"W\ ,) ,:'i,'· ", :' ;,',i";':;' 

:l',;:::/ ~,:~"J~~ ;~i{$ff':t,g~<n;lf.jJ} g;Jf.,~oJnt·'f!.~4:l }',"") "~j:{ ~~". f~~IS r::~i{t~;l~tHfl';"'.lq'-,-i~p~::;:);r:j1 

Ort~ifialr6iobim:ent::l!i;l Trhej~a:v,y}~xpl~atipn~f~rf.J J),s,~tiqagkgn9MITc;l:J0~~Ks9~~·!~1L~~~t~:£~i.ah1', i;',~;"<jl)' 
Gdrt~airuIfates; 0'£~oonceril'is:i(deanjbu.1i~,"P.re~p~~siY¢~;{::mri:§(is~,An\?J;J,~h-\.\\~@m!i~l~ttQll;:/'i,~~~~~i~~~bl~l./;l,;· 
wit~ ,tr$~PAIR:egiOn~l igui~abce Jlial';backgW:l:1A<1;$,h9Mlg~,nQ~:)~~)>>~~g, tQ?~ljmirt~t~;~gemi~~.\§y9J:'ij!;. 
p6tenthtl: 'cohcern:: , Wei see; a~,pr.0blem)·v.i~h''f~speqt; t'0 iair..ang:grou,n.9::"Ya~~r ,:p~th"Y~y\s,·"t :'~ '., \" .. " '::,':: 

. , 
" • ~ , ,:.1 ~, ! ' 
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Re~Iisest,O'Commen:ts. DU3RiskAssessment ' ',' ",' '/',' ',\ ',: 1-' ;,f, : t ,:. '" 
~.I~,,~/ .. "f ,~ I OJ':::' {"~:'.-::~,\:' ,;> "',I. :,: ':"':.: : < l ..• ~r. ~ ~.~/ ~"'~;"~'''':~:'' -. ~.> .. ~'--

,'.-- I-'rt-~f""-'~~" rf' {~.1'" ~ ,-,,,,..-,. ",,!, '~.; ,f.V· .,~ •• '1' - - -( .. ,'" .", '" " ~t J~'~ - ... ~. r ~.,~ r'1'~ , J\'_"~ ~t'.-,; '-"." •• 

Res "':6!ise :'?,Det 199'~j"btJj' etc t6~MEOEP 'cortttnenfs~ 5 '14 'j 5'ancl' 2t)" and' "SAPCdHrlnierif 16 
~d'~t~\\)Wi1~~ifun~hFi~~{i~f~~lilJ~"ih~i'~7";'D'~~~'~:i-~~l)7JFi~~illi;~BJ~Iigr6,QK<i!}~~~tin&~~;rQ:E~~A" ,i' 

comment v;iN1EE?~Itc¢.fi@e~t,i~a' SAPL comments'Grand 5, shows:.arimltcQ,oUnitment o£the,,·, 
Na~!to:'stndVifnjlemehtatibil'()f theguidane~ [exclusive of the health"and lenviuonmentaI 'cone,erns j 
raised b);:th&'lpubllc: ; ','" ::~,,: ',,' ,,,:1\ i", , )")""", ,! ,::>:\ ',', "J,""; " j ! ":;",':.'!' ,,;" 

,~:~ .~.,}:~.\;~~ '"f:: .. :;J .. J'" ·;d~."·' :...,t{ H. . -C~"!~!'l;' {l. ;;t~,,'r.'\ :'\!--d' 'iL:' ;~'L:>l' ,f;,;~~:-~ ~ .~,'r. 1\~1n-;.J.-'~~~l 

As tit'e' dbcilmertt§ '~e currently ptesented iris-not f>ossibt~lftd 'detetniine which;, if any;, Ghemicals 
hav~';b'ee'n\'dniitted/ ot ·eotiltHlave~'bee'n 'oinitte<ilfroin"thetC0Cs bedluseTofl elevated background. 
TIle lWlinVis'whetner' these cotnpt5undsJWortld ,ha'Ve, bh,nealth or enVironmental grounds been, It ~t,' , 

c'onBta~feClla{proDlemiwe'jie;th~"Hackgtdlihd; c&rltentratioftslseleeteds:diffetently. As the, documents 
are nowWritt~h cifi~ 'can 'noM:eSolV'e th~t point{ I,The,documents shoUId,:Ccohtain' a: Clear ~tatement, 
thai 'there ,temhlfCiiiiieso lved' h'eaItnrartd eh\riFO.rlmentaI'c6hcerns,tli~lt{'areilot 'part,ofthe l; i "" , '(), : ; , 

Installation Restorafi'ohlP''r6gtam~,' l i" • I,i~ ".,f:';,.," :)"/! l', ,..", "f ;,j),: ,':i1;JD~}'tf '-j ,: ,\\:: ,,', ,'!, 

It fig;ym,t "reasOflable Jt(j,expect S'APL to 1 identay::thes€,:omissions given the:infottnati0n ,available to 
tfie!rt~"U is' aIsb~fiot) <~as~tt~blet@ expect, S~~'to"aceepHhe~~ dO'cu~e1'its ~.assur~ce, that the>: ' 

isStl~~'11a:~::\~een: 6~~~:~~r~~~:n~;'~~~~f~dL ,:,: 1';: ' ,';~ ~):":;~:';';;";;-:' ? ::;,l';:;\:,:/ ' ./ '. >{ ;', ,J ':'1~"~,:-~ ,~.;:,',:,'" 
N~WJR~s~dns'"e':~ r;i¥he;:U~e' ofb~¢ki0lJtfd~t6i ~llitiffiat~ :chJ~~ais~6i~R8t~hitiii:eonc~m :i~;: L\ ,/. " 

'. ",\'~/.J,HJ;'i ·t',.:!«'.J""'l:.' .. ,"-· .. ::'~ ',~f~-;ii.l_.f'ir'»~~""~!·I~~, .... ; .. ~U.<::~'l~)~_ >;·i ..... ·r,;~>· ~ .. <~: ...• :\., '~" \("1·1.r ..... ~:" : 
consfsient Witlfthe:;[leeltni'c'dlVMemo'randuhl'fofltne'teVlseolQY3allsklj'a'ssessm~nt;,:iwith;USEP ,A., 

Guf(faIi~eihlndl With[USEP;A!c6rIDn~fitS;:lerl the 'revi:sear@Ua':rfsk asses'smenU ~The idooument' has. ' 
been ]p;~J~'red~t6i ~~:siS\lbh~'Nil~.'int:tri~tig 0ERCDNfelated;;de~isio:ns' for ,theL0lJ:3 (. ,The health" 
and environmental concerns raised-by: '8AP.ID'are,~dutsid:e':the<scope i0ffh€JreYisedfOU3" risk' : '[; ,:,'il, , 

assessment. The Navy's position is that it is appropriate to eliminate potential contaminants of 
condemQ5iised' on f~ci'litylbackground'lev€rs t()',:determine'site'Telat€~trisk due'to,~G£RlaLA" 'r', 1,'~ 
release~s.h~y.~':<'}1J,~ , ~"~f .:.~~~ '::~ 'f t":n ,,~. L.,fr:-!.~~:!'4:)'~1 ~ ,!,~~;d'l t"n':i>; L"\t",[',';::J '~Oi~~~ t'~ ~?"l~'~{ '·h ~:o\j'i'~ j't,) ~ ',;, ., 

" 1 

Please"set:Hesponse to SAPIl;.(JorntnentBNo! 2';(~f16':)pageI3·4; Section33,;.sunpnaliY~;of, ;:;j:':,i';'" 
Ba~kgrotinQ Gtoufldwater'Dat~as) dated! Feb,tOary"l14';j2000 .'llAIso!/please ~not~:,thabthe 1 "'~ -.0'$" 

Appendix B tables't~~'1:he::OU3 RlsltAssessment' present, i'on;a;medja'sp,e€ifi¢.( hasis; the, rati~na.l~)~ 
foWti1e~seieetibii' of a"ohemlcal aSi('l.rchemicahof potent'i~"concernl"(G}OPO)( ,Those chemie;als not ;; 
seleet~d 'as 'Q;()P@s hased~oh .. backgroUnd 'cdmparisons ,areidearly1id~liltified. AlS0,: please: ,S@' rv ; 'I 
responsetoSAPLCommentNo.3dated'AugusN~;·1999,'/;;1 ',.:, 1" 'i~' ',,',,}~,'-' l~": 

Additional Comment: Please see our Additional Comment for Original Comment 16, above. 
Our concern is not with the concept of using background datawheh,ewaluating pisk~ 'posed fQY ; I ' 

site-related contamination. We disagree with the elimination of chemicals of potential concern. 
based on th~ euffent drafi'facility, backgroundfdev~loptnent\\,l\In \~clditi0,n$'the-,~~~'O't}~~~149.eu,g\l~pt 
should sammanztfthe -tlif(fnnati0n presented in'Apll"en~Hx"BJ s0,tlhe:"reader;'can,more e~sily·timl,the 
rati8nm'6!f0f.ll@@p@j;sel&ctl~ria8itttLelbn1tt~ti'Ohf.~h'?(~~ai'};l,~\ao,rlfJ"\'~fi"f~'h~lillnt~\~ .it,iin!MtlW~I~l~lJJJ::IE~ 

, "" i' ,;, i y,'tt ~wLn.~tFtf t,11l1,r "qK.I"1rnw~tl.l1,,'H':(', ;(,I,h ,!hl~hi' l~fJf~wrht1.ril nrV'~;t :'r~~~-hvk)':,~f·n:\ Ij~ ,1ti'¥.w;:,Mt}:f!J It:'? 
\'~ ,'-; ;. ~!.'< ~},',~~;z~,: .... <, ',J ... ,.,::'" ~, t ~ .of' '1", ~';J," ,/:~, '>·,>;'.i'·~f'~~'J"'!'r 
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Responses to.Conunents; 0U3;R;sIiA8~(Js8mef.lt·{,. ,~, j. I '.' ,~ 

.. ::;'h ~';.'iji r1'j;~~;/,~ f;l~fJU, ~;H~) cr",:i~HHr; .. lJl; (:( ; .. :~! J,1:/]({:: 'f tl~'lj;f: ~'> f: ~''<.1 ~<,',' .. ; :,;ir~ !ft:r::,L' 
Original Comment 4. In review of these responses;a:n~hh~;ris,1q)C\.sses~ro~p.:ts Jt; @:pp~~t;s\ihat:( ;j{l. 

certain areas are excluded from the human health risk assessment. This included the total risk 
· from different pathways and·the lead risks that are not directly occurring in an operable unit. Is 
this correct or are there other areas excluded from the human health risk assessment? From the 
perspective of the public overall there appears to be gaps in the assessment of the risks. Again 
this is a limitation of the process that should be clearly stated in the documents. 

Navy Response: There are no areas excluded from the Revised Risk Assessment for OU3 that 
are associated with OU3. Please refer to the response.to SAPL Comment No.1 (''2. General 

· Comm~nt) dated February ,14,,2000 aI}d to the ~esp9ns~ to Dr:<er~w!1!;s_G9JP~n!'e:,d~t~~:. '''_ ' 
February 14,2000 regarding human receptors potentially consuming offshore aquatic life. Please 
refer to Dr. Brown's Comment No.3 dated February 14,2000 regarding lead risks. 

Additional Comment: To clarify our original comment, as we have discussed in comments on 
,this and other 'documents~we are concerned that all the risks, including the total ,risks, presented 
by contamination associated with OU3 have not been' evaluated in a cohesive manner. For 

· example, the 'elimination ofCOPCs based on suspect,backgrounddata has the effect of excluding 
'parameters from risk evaluation. Without linking the on-shore and off-shore contaminants, 
pathwaYt~,~'and/associated risks, the overall.riskposed by OU3 contaminationis.not clearly 
identified. 

~~J , , 
,_ 1"'~ '. ,,~ 

j~: If you haye any questions regarding the comments above, please give me a call at·207-777-1049. 

cc: Iver McLeod, Department of Environmental Protection 
Meghan Cassidy, Environmental Protection Agency 
D,vid Brown, Sc.D. 

t-Marty Raymond, Portsmouth Naval Shipyard 
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