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October 26, 2017

Navy Facilities Engineering Command, Northwest
c/o: Ms. Pam Sargent

1101 Tautog Circle, Suite 203

Silverdale, WA 98315-1101

Re: Draft Final Fourth Five-Year Review for Puget Sound Naval Shipyard (PSNS) Complex
Superfund Site, Bremerton Naval Complex, Bremerton, WA

Dear Ms. Sargent:

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has completed review of the final Fourth Five-Year
Review (FYR) report, signed by the Navy on October 11, 2017, for the Puget Sound Naval
Shipyard (PSNS) Complex Superfund Site (Site), Bremerton Naval Complex, Bremerton,
Washington. EPA’s final remedy selection authority at Federal Facility National Priority List sites
requires EPA to retain final authority to make protectiveness determinations. As you know,
EPA and the Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology) entered into an agreement for
managing Superfund sites in Washington, dated February 23, 2000, in which Ecology has lead
oversight for Operable Units (OUs) A, D and NSC, and EPA and Ecology have joint oversight for
OU B. OU Cis a petroleum-only OU and petroleum releases are being addressed under state
authorities.

EPA’s review found that the FYR report generally follows EPA’s 2001 “Comprehensive Five-Year
Review Guidance” and provides a thorough review of the clean-up status of each of the OUs at
the Site. We appreciate the addition of Figures 4-1 and 4-2 to clarify the status of work at OU
A. EPA agrees with the Navy’s protectiveness determinations for the following OUs: OU B
Marine, OU B Terrestrial, OU D, and OU NSC. However, as discussed at our July 18 and August
3, 2017 team meetings and described in our August 25, 2017 comments on the FYR, EPA
disagrees with the Navy’s determination that the remedy at OU A is Short-Term Protective. At
the August 3, 2017 meeting, Ecology and the Suquamish Tribe informed the Navy that they also
do not agree with the Navy’s protectiveness determination for OU A.

In EPA’s September 13, 2012 Memorandum, “Clarifying the Use of Protectiveness
Determinations for Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act








