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Lepage Environmental Services, Inc. 
, 

P. O. Box 1195. Auburn, Maine 04211-1195.207-777-1049. Fax: 207-777-1370 

February 28,2003 

Ms. Marty RaymQnd 
PQrtsmQuth Naval Shipyard 
CO. de 106.3 R,Building 44 
PQrtsmQuth, New Hampshire 03804-5000 

Subject: Review Qf January 2003 Draft Final Site 34 Site Investigation Quality Assurance 
Project Plan 

Dear Ms. RaymQnd: 

We are 'transIriitting thefo116wing comments Qn behalf Qf the Seacoast A~ti~J>QllutjQp. League 
(S.AP:t}olithelantiary 2003' DrafbFinaliSite 34 Si,te,JllYPsf,tgq(i,on, QupJity ;As~ur(Jnp~Pr()jec( 
Plan'('Q' 'APp)':":',"" """ :",,'''' " ' , , .... ,,, "'i" ,,- ' 
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I.' ~shRemo~atACti()n>iSAPhsupportstheNa:vy?&.propo.sal torelppy~,!~e,.li\S;n p~e ~n,~r' 
assQciated comarmnatetl'soil at Site34,',' , ,";", .-

2. Use of Background Data in Decision-Making. SAPL CQncurs with the U.S. EnvirQnmental 
ProtectiQn Agency's PQsitiQn,as stated in the agency's letter dated February 26,2003, regarding 
the use Qfbackground data to. screen Qut cheIriicals frQm further cQnsideratiQn at Site 34. As 
SAPL has stated in numerous previQuscQmment letters, inCluding CQmments Number 2,8, 11, 
12, and 13 in its December 29, 2002 letter Qn ResPQnses to. CQmments Qn the August 2002 Draft 
Site 34 Q APP, cQncentratiQns Qf potential cheIriicals Qf CQncern shQQld b~ cQmpared with 
appropriate screening levels. Chemicals shQuld nQt be eliIriinated frQm cQnsideratiQn based Qn 
cQmparisQn with backgrourid cQncentratiQns alQne. 

3. Floordrains/Outfalls. In its reSPQnse to. SAPL Comment Number 1 (dated December 29, 
2003) regarding the need to. investigate the site's drainage system as apQssible IriigratiQn 
pathway, the Navy states it thinks there is a sanitary sewer cQnnectiQn in the lavatQry and there 
may be two stprm sewer drams irithe;stQrage areas, arid that the Navy will cQnfirmthis 
inrdfiliaH&h.';;'SAPVfs lenc6uraged that the ~a~;has found;ad4itjol1a;tinfQrm~t~Qp. Qp,:,ilpprdrains 

, and-o~s at Site 34 and will investigate further. The drainage system may prdvidcia pathway 
;fofbort1amiriants (such as pesticides frQmstQrage/handling/mixing activities) to' be migrate to the 
: QffsHore' envitsjilliiellf Elevated '¢ot1centratiQns'~f',PAHs,andp~$ticides"ar~i kt1(ny~~Q Q9~ur in the 
monitQring locati()ns inin1ediate1yofi'shQre Qf Site 34, HQwever" sincespecificirifQ~~ti()ri 
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regarding how the Navy would investigate the drain system was not provided, SAPL cannot be 
more specific in its comments on the Navy's approach or methods.·· In general, SAPL is 
concerned with not only the current configuration of the drainage system, but also with the 
historic layout. For instance, has the system been altered since the 1960s-1980s period when 
pesticides were stored and handled at Site 34. Another consideration is that breaks, cracks, loose 
fittings, etc., in :t4edrainag~ system l1}igl}tha~ea11owed contaminants to leak into the subsurface 
environment at the site. 

4 .. ,PesticideBandling/MixingiStorage Activities. SAPL had commented on the need to 
investigate potential adverse environmental impacts caused by the historic pesticide handling and 
storage in Comments Number 1,3,6, 14, and 15 in the December 29, 2002 letter. In its response 
to Comment Number 1, the Navy asked SAPL for suggestions on additional areas to investigate 
beyond those already proposed. As noted in Comment Number 3, above, SAPL believes the 
Navy's investigation of flooidrains and outfalls would help address the question of potential 
migration pathways for pesticides, although SAPL cannot comment on the specifics ofthe Navy's 
approach and methods. However, with an appropriate level of effort to determine where the drain 
system is located, and with appropriate sampling of areas possibly impacted, the impact of the 
potential migration pathways can be evaluated. 

With regard to other areas to cover, the Navy knows that pesticide storage and handling occurred 
within the buildings, but doesn't know exactly where within the buildings. There has been an 
adverse impact to offshore sediments, although the link to an on-shore source at Site 34 has not 
yet been established. SAPL also notes that concentrations of several pesticides were detected in 
the ash adjacent to the building, suggesting the possibility of pesticide disposal or handling at 
locations other than just inside of the buildings or at the wash pad. Additional surface and 
subsurface soil sampling locations to supplement those already proposed would help determine 
the nature and extent of adverse impact to soil. The Navy proposes compo siting subsurface soil 
samples over a four-foot interval. SAPL suggests that analyzing samples over a two-foot interval 
would provide additional detail. There are also no monitoring wells proposed for·dowrr...;gradient 
of the Building 62 Annex (see Figure 4-1). An additional well at that end ofthe site would help 
determine if there has been an adverse impact to groundwater. 

5. Dioxin Sampling. SAPL suggests that if dioxin is detected in ash, that the underlying soil as 
well as also be tested to confirm contaminant migration has not occurred. Dioxins should also be 
included (assuming they were detected in the overlying ash or soil) in the confirmatory sampling 
that should be conducted once the removal action is complete. Comparison with background 
concentrations should not be the basis for eliminating dioxin from consideration. It is also not 
clear to SAPL how the decision to test groundwater samples for dioxin will be made. The 
decision information SAPL received oilly addressed soil and sediment. 
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If you have any questions regarding the comments above, please give me a call at 207-777-1049. 

cc: James Horrigan, SAPL 
Iver McLeod, MEDEP 
Matt Audet, USEPA 

I05Site34QAPP.FB3 


