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Lepage Environme'l1tal Services,lhc.
P. O. 8ox1195 -. Auburn, Maine 04211~1195 _ 207-777-1049 -.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 Recomil1elufed HumaJl Health Risk
Assessment Protocol and Procedure for the Evaluation ofPotential Backgrollnd
Soil and Groundwater Data Sets Technical Memoranda

Dear Mr. Vandermark:

As you requested, we are transmitting comments t9 the Seacoast Anti-PoUu'tion League (SAPL)
concerning the Navy'.s responses to our June 27, 1998 corriments on the Recommeilded Human
Health Risk !1ssessmeni Protocol and Procedui'e for the EvaluG(/onofPotential Background Soil
and Groundwaier Data SetsTechnical Memoranda:: The majority of ourcomrnents 'were '

·addressed a.deeiuately~ Thefollowingoutstanding corriments incorporate Dr.. David Brown's .
input..·.·" ... ,

, I~ Human Health Risk Assessmtmt Pr~tocol
.'C:. ';.' ";' • I". ,.:.." ., . ". "<>:. : ",:

1. Gener~(C'oml~lent~ If'b~~k~r'ounciconcentratiohsof Che~ic'als ()fP~tential Con~er~;'" .'
(COPCs) reach levels of human health concern, WIll they be iddressed?\ViIl background ' .. ', ,
concentrations be evaluated to dett~rmine if they are~ccuj-atl:: or "inflated"· by using one half of the'
detection limit? .Citizens walitto' know when topc~ are dropped that are near health risk levels.
Therefore, the Nayy must identify them:' .. '.' . ',.

I

2. General Coniment. We appreciate'having the EPA Region III Risk-Based Concentration
· (RBC) Table prbvided 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 as£essment, and that the Table should generally not be used to set cleanup or'no-
·action levels. Should any of the site :vah.iesapproach the same order of magnitude as theRBCs,
these values should be flagged and aju~tification'for using RBCs provided. Because the RBC
Table is updated periodically, replacing' previous v.ersi9ns, the v,ersionused ~ho~ld be'cited and a
hard 'copy of that version must be attached as part of the record. '.If a more protective RBC is

. issued in the future, that value should be used., . ">', . ..' ,"
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. ' Page 2 of2, P. Vandermark'
September 23, 1998
C(Jmments on Technical Memoranda

8. Page 2, Section 2.0. We would like to clarify that SAPL is concer~ed that the most
protective values be used.in evaluating COPCs.... .' . . . .

10. Page 3, Section 3.0. With regard to using ~':professionaljudgement" when there' are fewer·
than 10 samples, we suggest that ,the Navy's response beincorporated in the text to clarify when
and ~hy the 95%UCL (Upper Confidence Lim~i~ will not be used.

15. Page 5, Section 4.0. It is not clear in the Navy's response ifit's the references for the
gastrointestinal (GI)'absorption that have been peer reviewed or the concept of deriving dermal
cancer factors from GI absorption factors. Oucoriginal question related to the latter. Please
c1arify~.' . .

n. Ev~luation of rotenthil Ba~kgroundSoil and GrotindwaterData Sets

'il"

••

· ~ince.rely,.., . "Up'
&ie."'\'~'~. {1:." .. . .

. J .

<Ca;olyn'A.·.Lepage,c.O.:· .... .

President'

1. General Comment, The NavY responded that its goal was the 'establishment ofbackground
concentrations for use in the Shipyard's Installation Restoration Program, not just for risk .
assessment. However, the text on page 3, for ~?'a~ple, states that "background data sets should
·conc~ntrate on th.ose chemicals that may be naturally occurring OR may be the result of non-site.
related ~rithropogeruc activities'AND must be eyaluated in the' quantitatlveriskassessment:' .That
·seems tOlndic:ate a narrower focus thim the geri:eral co~parisoii \jfbackground datato site-related'
'cont;mll~ation d~ta:' If the purpose and application of this techtlicaf memorahduinisthe colleCtion ~

". otbackgiound.data,reg<:i~dless of its use, the te~ should clearly reflect that. . ' ..

. 4',' Page 3,S.ection3,O.:We 'are not sure'howthe Navy's respo~s'e'applies to the ~e~6nd pirtof
·ourorigirull comment, 'If a bac~gj-ound ~ainple)s found to have one c:hemical at elevated levels
· would alf,ihe data, inciud'ing othe'r panlmelers"iijeasured;be eliminated froinconsideration? "..
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If'yOtdl~ve'~nyquesti'ons ;egarding t~e't~~~nts'~bove,pi~ase'gi~eri:1eacan at 2b7~1'77-1049.
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CC: . Iver McLeod, J)ep'artIllentofE~vironinenta1Protection'
. '., M.eghanCassidy; Enviro'rlftlental Prote~tioii Agency""" , .....

"David Brown,Sc.D.· .. .. ,." . .... . .

tMarty Raymond,Portsmouth Naval Shh>yard .
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