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Shipyard 
<cleanupefIort 
undetfire 
., Anti-Pollution Lea,gue1;lears 
publicc'oncerns; cpmjri:eh'fs:'(iIi'., 

'Navy' pian forhazardbltS waste site 
By James Buchal1im ' 

, Staff Writer 
'.;. 

, ,PORTSMOUTH -,,- With th(: N~vy;sanij6unce~ent 
that it plans to cap, not clean up, ,the J~aicalsl~4 
Landfill, come concerns fronithepllblic, th,at~cap'piay' 
not be enough protection. '·C:"i:, .. ,:'" ';'{'>'\:':::'(;~ 

Concerns and comments about ,the hazardous waste, ' 
: sit~ were heard Wednesday evening at' a paneldisc~~: 
sionheld by the Seacoast Anti-Po~ut!on~agU~atllt~: 
South Church, " .' ,',' " "',.; o ,'i, 

Responding'to comments from lli~"public were 'p~~l, 
members Doug Bogen, New Hampshire program direc­
tor of Clean Water Action; Iver McLeod, of the Maine " 
Environmental Protection Agency; and MeghanCas­
sidy, ofthe federal Environmental Protection Agency. "I 

See SHIPYARD, Page AIGt ' 
; ',: ; '."'. ~ 
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Cleanup 
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ti a concern 
SHIPYARD, from Page Al .. ,.-:. 

Before 1944, Jamaica Island was 
separated from the main area of th~ ,,; 
shipyardbya tidal wetland, How.-j 
ever between 1944 and 1978 the" 
NavY used that area as a dumping 
ground for, a number of differellt,' 
types of wastes. ' ,,' 

By the time the practice ended, ~,. 
25-acre area of new ground had: 
been created, connecting Jamaica Is'. \ 
land with the main island; , " 

According to a report given by Car' ' 
, oline LePage, of LePage Environ~" 

mental Services Inc., the materials 
contained within the landfill include '; 
construction debris, solvents, as: 
bestos, incinerator ash" dredge 
spoils from other areas of th.e ship- ' 
yard, waste paintand gas cylinder~, , 

Toxins that have been detected ?-t" 
the site include volatile organic com;. 
pounds, semivolatile compounds,<,; 

,metals, PCBs, dioxins, pesticides " 
and petroleUll:l hydrocarbons. ,.'~ 

or The cost of removing the haz~' 
ardous materials, said LePage/?J 
would be approximately $500 mQ{tj :1 lion, which is more than the Navy:i 

'* feels is reasonable to spend. 
~ choosing the cap as its preferred 
:; tion, the Navy did review other 
:. natives, but removal was not 
:; them. 
'Z "Here th~ Navy is asking for ... ~.,~v," 
:1 input," saldone attendee 
4 meeting, "but there are not 
;$ any alternatives. It soui1ds as if 
~ alte~atiyes are not really up for 
;: CUSSIon., . 
'~, ..In his response, McLeod sald 
:I':~;~U:lieJiVe alternatives that, 

;';;;VieVt,"ed~',',' the'firS,t", twa were: 
. : ':{\l~thliiiand site monitoring. , '. ' 
~ would haVEr achieved any .Irind 
:'!; long"term protection for the 
;'t and the ' environment from the vv~._ ,.',,,,, 

minants. 
The Navy selected option 

which includes the hazardous 
cover, shoreline erosion 
long-term monitoring, "no,n""", 

and five:year site reviews. UD1t1OIJlS 
four and five Were the same 
ber three, but with enhanced 
ers .. 

Another member of the 
commented, "The Navy are 
with the problem and they 
ones writing the reports on the 
lem and essentially deciding on 
outcome:" 
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