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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PORTSMOUTH NAVAL SHIPYARD
PORTSMOUYH. N. H, 03804-3000 I REPLY REFER YO.

April 24, 2000

MEMORANDUM

FOR THE MEMBERS OF THE RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD (RAB) CERCLA REMEDIAL
ACTION PROGRAM, PORTSMOUTH NAVAL SHIPYARD, KITTERY, MAINE

On behalf of the Seacoast Anti-Pollution League (SAPL), the Navy is forwarding SAPL's review of
responses to comments on the Draft Seep/Sediment Summary Report for Data Collecled Between
December 1996 and November 1997 for your informalion. They were prepared for SAPL by their
Technical Assistance Grant advisor, Lepage Environmental Services, Inc.

If you have any questions regarding these comments, they may be asked at a RAB meefing, by calling
Lepage Environmenlal Services at (207) 777-1049 or by wriling to:

Lepage Environmental Services
731 Hotel Road

P.O. Box 1185

Aubumn, ME 04211-1185

Sincerely,

2N

Ken Plaisted
Navy Co-Chairman
Restoration Advisory Board

Distribution:

Doug Bogen Jeff Clifford Mary Marshall
Michele Dionne Eileen Foley Mary Menconi
Phil McCarthy Jack McKenna Roger Wells
Onil Roy Johanna Lyons

EPA Region | (M. Cassidy)
MEDEP (Ilver McLeod)

NOAA (K. Finkelstein)

MEDMR (D. Card)

NHFG (C. McBane)

USFWS (K. Munney)
COMSUBGRU TWO (R. Jones)
North Div (F. Evans)

PNS (Code 100PAO) w/o encl
Carolyn Lepage wfo encl
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Dear Ms. Lyons:

VAs you requested we ii'e tratismitting 61

2000 commen s on ‘the Déceintbier 1999 Draft Seep/Sedmient Summary Report fer Data Col, »_cted
Between December 1996 and’ ‘November 1997 to the SeacoastAn ti-Rollution: League (SAPL), -,
Most of the N vy $ responses were acceptable Our addltronal comments are as follows Note
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f J"t 11 Page ES—3 Status- of Pesticides as’ COCs. *"“Based on, evaluatzon
5. nbluszon of pestzczdes as a C@C st not Warranted dt thzs nme

gidlie e e e et ot b

"The ﬁrst is regafdlng the use' of the phrase

statement is at odds' w1th 1nformat1on presented elsewhere in the*repo L.’ and: has the“‘e!ﬁ'ect ot?
atlons of pestlc1des that have been documented in this and other
page'5-17the first patdgraphiin Section: 51 includes the statement that
...consistent exceedances for DDTs occurred at most sampling locations.”-Thé second _
comment relates to the eomblnatlon of the two sentences. It is not clear why pesticides should
not be COCs if concentratrons , "e suﬂic1ent t6 ‘warrant’additional momtormg and if- peSt101de
levels documented to daté exceéd regulatory ctiteria. The passage in‘the Exécutive’ Simmary. and
other similar, portions of the report (see page 5 8 for example) should be rewsed to more
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Page 2 of 4 J Lyons
Responses to: Comments ''''' e.ep/Sedlﬁmezlt Report

Navy: Responseb' The details, of the data evaluation are prov1ded in Section 4.0. “Potentially
elevated levels” refers to concentratlons above screening values. Toxicity testing will be "+
conducted as part of Round 2 on the Interim Offshore Monitoring Program. The toxicity testing
results will be used to support risk-based PRG development for sediment. The PRGs would be
used to determine whether concentrations in sediment are at acceptable levels. Also, please see
our response to MEDEP Comments 10 and 20. "

further confus1on The Navy acknowledges in the response to MEDEP Comment 10 that
pesticides may have been disposed, emptied, or dumped onto the Jamaica Island Landfill.”
Thereg‘ore the-text revision:proposed in the Navy’s response to MEDEP Comment 10 should
state ;Pesticide conicentrations may. be related to other ENS. actlv_ es mcludmg the disposal ot
legal appl1cat10n of the pesticides or possibly non-PNS activities.” to cover this poss1b1l1ty
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SAPL Or g al Comment 8 Page 3-7, Soctron 3 2. 1 See

. What i ‘1s the extent of the rmxmg{
liected to,deterniine if criteri

other conservative assumptlons w1th the modelmg The near shore rmxmg ‘zone (the areéa of initial
mixing outside of the low tide line) was based on the physical geometry offshore of each of the
model areas, the non—tldalv velocrty of the. surface water oﬁ'shore and the contamlnant plume

miXing zone from contamination wh1ch leﬁ the near shore zone. w1th the tl currents but 1s
returned to the area with.each successive, tldaltcycle A return rate of O 5 was assumed in the
modeling based on the most conservatwe value (resulting i in the hi hest conc tratron) from a
' range of" typlcal retum rates prov1ded in [‘T§ESPA" ridance ¢ ‘echnic;

Models in Waste Load Allocat'on CEPA-S23RO2004). . T

[ U S . . ‘
Thenéar shore mixing.zone vwdths used in- the onshore/offshore contammant fate and transport
modelmg for OU3 were as follows..; . . . S et

n,‘

‘ Operable Umt 3 to Clark Cove Lt -
: Operable Umt 3.to" Bacerhannl

lme to determine if criteria are exceeded at the end of the mlxmg zone.
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April 21, 2000 R
Responses to Comments, Seep/Sediment Report

Addltlonal ‘Commerit:'The:} . ;
current interpretation of where. samples should: befacollected to determme comphance w1th Nvater
quality criteria. Therefore, the information in the response should be included somewhere in the
Seep/Sediment Report, with an appropriate reference-included:in Section:3.2:1 (if:the:information.
is not included in that section). In-addition, it is our understanding that the MEDEP must approve
the location of compliance:points; "’includi'n"g funde‘rly‘ing assumptions 'and* calcul“ations‘« In: Tesponse

chemicals had detectlon hrmts greater than surface water or: sedlment screemng cntena It wculd
be helpful if the text included a summary of Wthh chemicals out of how many, and how oﬂen
detectlon hmrts exceeded crltena SLE “;:ﬁ‘ MR LR e A

Navy'Résponse: Tables'showing:the detect1on lnmt exceeda'nces for screemngfcnterla fcr’seEp
and sedlment will be added to‘Appendix B: - T b Ll S sl

screening criteria exceedances We assume that the text w111 also be rev1sed to 1nclude a reference
to the Appendix B table. ,

SAPL Orlg_al Comment 13. Page 3-12, Section 3.3 COM]’ARISON OF SED]N[ENT
DATA TO REGIONAL SEDIMENT CONCENTRATIONS With regard to the: reference
station data mentioned at the top of the page, will the v%lldated data from the first round.of’: .
interim offshore monitoring be available for inclusion i in the Final Seep/ Sedlment Report? ThlS
would be helpful as there is no data available yet for RF4. R >

Navy Response: Please see our response to MEDEP Speclﬁc Comment 11

Additional Comment: The Navy’s response states that the data w111 not be 1nc1uded in the
Seep/Sedzment Report.as it is a]ready available in the Round 1 data package We suggest the last
sentence in the first paragraph on page 3:172 be revised to state thit data for RF-4-are availabléin
the Round 1, data package, and that the Round 1 data package be added to the list of references.




Page 4 of 4, J. Lyons A
April 21, 2000 S
Responses to Comments Seep/Sedlment Report

SAPL Ongmal Commint 15. Page 4:10, Sectlon‘4;2 3 Co—Occurrence of Chem!cals. “It is
nqted that enrzehment fdoas n@t neces.s‘arz[y equgie to-elévated. concentratzons, the%ma}f ng,g &gyg
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It 1svnbt clear what th1s statement means. :: Please clanfy
Navy Response! Please s}ee our response to;l\(EDEP Specxﬁc Cornment 15 v ", e
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Navy Response- Please see our response to MEDEP Specific Comment\flél,f B

+If you ‘have:any questions: regardmgsthe comments abeve pleasq glve mea call at,207+777-1049;
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