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Douglas Tomchuk
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2G Federal Plaza
NOW YorK, NY 10278

Re: Hudson River PCB Reassessment - Phase I Ri Report

Dear Doug:

I have received and rsvifiwed the Phase I report &n
Hudson River r«M&vaiuatien. My only coasaent at this time is on
tiio Risk Assessaant aspect of the Rwport.

Thcs executive suroaiary points out that peas in fish in the
Hudson Piver represent unacceptable, cancer and non-cancer risks,
Tha auwfoary further notes that « fishing ban is in effect, giving
the iaprossion that th* fish contamination has no real iapaet on
the public and the risk posed by the contamination can be
ignored. However, th* text oi' tiie Report states .that fishing
bane and recoaiaendation& against consumption o£ tish ar*
regularly ignored. The uaselinc Risk Asaessner.t is designed to
aatimatfc the risk posed by conditions an th&y esiist. As such, it
must b« assumed that contaminated fish arc consumed. While a ban
on fishing %ay be an institutional option to be considered as
part of ari interim reacdial rccponse, such a ban does not
represent ah effective bavrier to consumption. I believe that
the assumption of consumption which was utilized in the Risk
Assessment performed for the purposed of Phase i was.proper and
recommend that such an assumption fee carried through the entire

proeedure as far as baseline risk i* concerned.
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r. Richard

Vary truly yours,

OHN DAVIS
Environnentai scientist
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