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- issued in the future, that value should be used

Lepage Environmental Services, Inc.

P. O. Box j195 ® Auburn, Maine 04211-1195 e 207-777-1049 e Fax: 207-777-1370

September 23, 1998

Peter Vandermark

Seacoast Anti-Pollution League
P.O.Box 1136

Portsmouth, New Hampshire 03802

Subject: " Review of Responses to Comments-on the Reconmmended Human Health Risk
Assessment Protocol and Procedure for the Evaluation of Potential Background
Soil and Groundwater Data Sets Technical Memoranda

Dear Mr. Vandermark:

As you requested we are transmrttlng comments to the Seacoast Antr-Po]lutlon League (SAPL)
concerning the Navy’s responses to our June 27, 1998 comments on the Recommended Human
Health Risk Assessment Protocol and P1 ocedure Jor the Evaluation of Potential Backgrouna’ Soil
and Groundwa!er Data Sets Technical Memoranda, The majority of our comments were -
addressed adequately The followmg outstandxng comments 1ncorporate Dr Davrd Brown 'S

input.

.I Human Health stk Assessment Protocol

1. General Comment If background concentrattons of Chemlcals of Potential Concern
(COPCs) reach levels of human health concern, wrll they be addressed? Will background

concentrations be evaluated to determrne 1fthey are accurate or “inflated” by using one half of the - -

detection limit? Citizens want to know when COPCs are dropped that are near hea]th risk Ievels
Therefore, the Navy must ldentlfy them.

2. General Comment We apprecrate ‘having the EPA Region 111 Risk-Based Concentration

"(RBC) Table provided in response to our original comment. We note that on the second page of

the attachment, the text states that the RBC Table should not be viewed as a substitute for a site-

‘specific risk assessment, and that the Table should generally not be used to set cleanup or no-

action levels. Should any of the site values approach the same order of magnitude as the RBCs,
these values should be flagged and aJustrﬁcatton for using RBCs provided. Because the RBC
Table is updated penodlcally, replacing prevrous versions, the version used should be crted and a
hard ‘copy of that version must be attached as part of the record. Ifa more protectlve RBC 1s
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8. Page 2, Section 2.0.’ We would like to clarlfy that SAPL is concerned that the most
protectrve values be used in evaluating COPCs

10. Page 3 Sectlon 3.0. With regard to using’ professronal judgement” when there are fewer

than 10 samples, we suggest that the Navy’s response be incorporated in the text to clarify when
and why the 95%UCL (Upper Confidence errt) will not be used

15. Page 5, Section 4.0. It is not clear in the Navy’s response if it’s the references for the
gastrointestinal (GI)’ absorptlon that have been peer reviewed or the concept of deriving dermal

cancer factors from GI absorption fartors Our orrgmal question related to the latter. Please
clarify.

1L Evaluation of Potential Background Soil and GroundWater Data Sets

1. General Comment. The Navy responded that its goal was the establrshment of background
concentrations for use in the Shipyard’s Installation Restoration Program, not just for risk
assessment. ‘However, the text on page 3, for example, states that “background data sets should
.concentrate on those chemlcals that may be naturally occurring OR may be the result of non-site
related anthropogemc actlvrtres AND must be evaluated in the quantrtatrve risk assessment.” - That
_seems to indicate a narrower focus than the general comparison of background data to site-related”
‘contamination data. If the purpose and appllcat|on of this techmcal memorandum'is the collectron .
of background data, regardless of its use, the text should clearly reflect that. -

4. Page 3 Sect:on 3.0. We are not sure how the Navy s response applres to the second pan ‘of
“our orrgmal comment. Ifa background sample is found to have one chemical at elevated levels
would all the data, 1nclud|ng other parameters measured be elmnnated from consrderatron'7

If you have any questrons regardrng the comments above please grve me a call at 207 771- 1049
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