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MCAS EL TORO
DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY SSIC # 5090.3
SOUTHWEST DIVISION
NAVAL FACILITIES ENGINEERING COMMAND
1220 PACIFIC HIGHWAY
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92132-5190

Cert No. P115 386 380
5090

Ser 06CC.DGI59
January 28, 2000

CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Glenn R. Kistner

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX, (SFD 8-2)

Hazardous Waste Management Division
75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105-3901

Subj: FEDERAL FACILITY AGREEMENT SCHEDULE, OPERABLE UNIT (OU) -1
(SITE 18), AND (OU)-2A (SITE 24) MARINE CORPS AIR STATION (MCAS)

EL TORO

Dear Mr. Kistner:

This purpose of this letter is to request an extension to the MCAS El Toro Federal
Facility Agreement (FFA) Appendix A Schedule for primary documents. More
specifically, Operable Unit (OU) —1 (Site 18) and (OU)-2A (Site 24) require a revised
milestone deliverable date for the draft Proposed Plan and Draft Record of Decision.
Enclosure (1) presents our FFA schedule with the revised primary milestones
incorporated. This extension request is made pursuant to Section 9.2 (g) of the FFA.

As explained in our June 29, 1999 extension request, the Orange County and lvine
Ranch Water Districts (OCWD, IRWD) had just previously submitted a new proposed
design for their Irvine Desalter Project (IDP), which appeared to be a significant
departure from the remedial alternative which had served as the basis for the ongoing
negotiation of a Settlement Agreement between the water districts and the United
States of America to address. The United States Department of Justice (DOJ) is
representing the United States in these negotiations.

Under the terms of the proposed Settlement Agreement, the CERCLA-related
components of the IDP would serve as the CERCLA remedial action for groundwater
contamination in Site 18 (sometimes called the "Joint Project"). A Settlement
Agreement between the water districts and the United States of America is an essential
element of the implementability of the remedial alternative. It cannot be selected in a
ROD and implemented unless agreement is reached.
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Ser 06CC.DG/059
January 28, 2000

Over the past several months, the Department of Navy has reviewed the revised
design/alternative and engaged in humerous technical meetings with the water districts
and the FFA Signatories. Substantial progress has been made. DON has forwarded its
conclusions and recommendations regarding the revised IDP to the Department of
Justice for review and informally discussed them with the FFA Signatories.

The DOJ is currently reviewing DON's recommendations. The DOJ has advised DON
that a 60-day period will be necessary for DOJ to complete its review of DON's
recommendations and make a decision regarding the resumption of negotiations.

The steps outlining the justification for the extension submitted on June 29, 1999
have been substantially completed, with the exception of the resumption of discussions
with OCWD/IRWD on the settlement issues. The DOJ has requested that DON request
a 60-day extension of the FFA milestone for submittal of a draft Proposed Plan. DON
believes that there is good cause for not resuming those negotiations based upon
DOJ's request and pending the outcome of DOJ's review.

As the basis for the Settlement Agreement is the new proposed alternative which will
be the selected remedy in the Proposed Plan, it would be ill-advised to release a draft
Proposed Plan which may significantly change depending on the outcome of DOJ's
review, and any subsequent settlement negotiations. DON believes that this is good
cause for delaying the submittal of a revised draft Proposed Plan for sixty days. This
issue was discussed with the BRAC Cleanup Team in detail on January 26, 2000, and
ended on a very positive note, with alternatives identified to mitigate the impact of this
extension request on the overall effort. The involvement and cooperation of your
agency on this very lengthy and challenging issue is truly appreciated. With this
nominal intermediate time extension, we feel that the likelihood for the long-term
success of our efforts at these sites will be greatly enhanced.

We request a 2-month extension to submit the Draft Proposed Plan and Draft ROD
respectively. No other (OU)-1 (Site 18) or (OU)-2A (Site 24) submittals are currently
impacted by this request. The proposed date for submitting a new draft Proposed Plan
would change from January 28, 2000, to March 31, 2000, and the Draft ROD submittal
date would change from September 27, 2000, to November 27, 2000.
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Please call me at (619) 532-0784 if you have any questions, or need additional

information.
:Sincerely, ‘ g :

DEAN GOULD

Base Realignment and Closure
Environmental Coordinator

By direction of the Commander

Enclosure: 1. Appendix A FFA Schedule of Submittals

Copy to: (w/encl)

Mr. John Scandura, DTSC

Ms. Patricia Hannon, Cal RWQCB, Santa Ana Region

Ms. Thelma Estrada, Office of Region Counsel, USEPA Region IX



DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
SOUTHWEST DIVISION
NAVAL FACILITIES ENGINEERING COMMAND
1220 PACIFIC HIGHWAY
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92132-5190

Cert No. P115 386 381
5090

Ser 06CC.DG/060
January 28, 2000

CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. John Scandura

California Environmental Protection Agency
Department of Toxic Substances Control, Region 4
Chief Office of Military Facilities

Southern California Operations

5796 Corporate Avenue

Cypress, CA 80630

Subj: FEDERAL FACILITY AGREEMENT SCHEDULE, OPERABLE UNIT (OU) -1
(SITE 18), AND (OU)-2A (SITE 24) MARINE CORPS AIR STATION (MCAS)

EL TORO

Dear Mr. Scandura:

This purpose of this letter is to request an extension to the MCAS El Toro Federal
Facility Agreement (FFA) Appendix A Schedule for primary documents. More
specifically, Operable Unit (OU) —1 (Site 18) and (OU)-2A (Site 24) require a revised
milestone deliverable date for the draft Proposed Plan and Draft Record of Decision.
Enclosure (1) presents our FFA schedule with the revised primary milestones
incorporated. This extension request is made pursuant to Section 9.2 (g) of the FFA.

As explained in our June 29, 1999 extension request, the Orange County and lrvine
Ranch Water Districts (OCWD, IRWD) had just previously submitted a new proposed
design for their Irvine Desalter Project (IDP), which appeared to be a significant
departure from the remedial alternative which had served as the basis for the ongoing
negotiation of a Settlement Agreement between the water districts and the United
States of America to address. The United States Department of Justice (DOJ) is
representing the United States in these negotiations.

Under the terms of the proposed Settlement Agreement, the CERCLA-related
components of the IDP would serve as the CERCLA remedial action for groundwater
contamination in Site 18 (sometimes called the "Joint Project"). A Settlement
Agreement between the water districts and the United States of America is an essential
element of the implementability of the remedial alternative. It cannot be selected ina
ROD and implemented unless agreement is reached.
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January 28, 2000

Over the past several months, the Department of Navy has reviewed the revised
design/alternative and engaged in numerous technical meetings with the water districts
and the FFA Signatories. Substantial progress has been made. DON has forwarded its
conclusions and recommendations regarding the revised IDP to the Department of
Justice for review and informally discussed them with the FFA Signatories.

The DOJ is currently reviewing DON's recommendations. The DOJ has advised DON
that a 60-day period will be necessary for DOJ to complete its review of DON's
recommendations and make a decision regarding the resumption of negotiations.

The steps outlining the justification for the extension submitted on June 29, 1999
have been substantially completed, with the exception of the resumption of discussions
with OCWD/IRWD on the settlement issues. The DOJ has requested that DON request
a 60-day extension of the FFA milestone for submittal of a draft Proposed Plan. DON
believes that there is good cause for not resuming those negotiations based upon
DOJ's request and pending the outcome of DOJ's review.

As the basis for the Settlement Agreement is the new proposed alternative which will
be the selected remedy in the Proposed Plan, it would be ill-advised to release a draft
Proposed Plan which may significantly change depending on the outcome of DOJ's
review, and any subsequent settlement negotiations. DON believes that this is good
cause for delaying the submittal of a revised draft Proposed Plan for sixty days. This
issue was discussed with the BRAC Cleanup Team in detail on January 26, 2000, and
ended on a very positive note, with alternatives identified to mitigate the impact of this
extension request on the overall effort. The involvement and cooperation of your
agency on this very lengthy and challenging issue is truly appreciated. With this
nominal intermediate time extension, we feel that the likelihood for the long-term
success of our efforts at these sites will be greatly enhanced.

We request a 2-month extension to submit the Draft Proposed Plan and Draft ROD
respectively. No other (OU)-1 (Site 18) or (OU)-2A (Site 24) submittals are currently
impacted by this request. The proposed date for submitting a new draft Proposed Plan
would change from January 28, 2000, to March 31, 2000, and the Draft ROD submittal
date would change from September 27, 2000, to November 27, 2000.
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Please call me at (619) 532-0784 if YOu have any questions, or need additional

information.
Sincerely,
® Lo

DEAN GOULD

Base Realignment and Closure
Environmental Coordinator

By direction of the Commander

Enclosure: 1. Appendix A FFA Schedule of Submittals

Copy to: (w/encl)

Ms. Patricia Hannon, Cal RWQCB, Santa Ana Region

Mr. Glenn Kistner, USEPA, Region IX

Ms. Thelma Estrada, Office of Region Counsel, USEPA Region (X



DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
SOUTHWEST DIVISION
NAVAL FACILITIES ENGINEERING COMMAND
1220 PACIFIC HIGHWAY
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92132-5190

Cert No. P115 386 382
- 5090

Ser 06CC.DG/061

January 28, 2000

CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Patricia Hannon

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Santa Ana Region

Remedial Project Manager

3737 Main Street, Suite 500

Riverside, CA 92501-3339

Subj: FEDERAL FACILITY AGREEMENT SCHEDULE, OPERABLE UNIT (OU) -1
(SITE 18), AND (OU)-2A (SITE 24) MARINE CORPS AIR STATION (MCAS)

EL TORO '

Dear Ms. Hannon:

This purpose of this letter is to request an extension to the MCAS El Toro Federal
Facility Agreement (FFA) Appendix A Schedule for primary documents. More
specifically, Operable Unit (OU) —1 (Site 18) and (OU)-2A (Site 24) require a revised
milestone deliverable date for the draft Proposed Plan and Draft Record of Decision.
Enclosure (1) presents our FFA schedule with the revised primary milestones
incorporated. This extension request is made pursuant to Section 9.2 (g) of the FFA.

As explained in our June 29, 1999 extension request, the Orange County and Irvine
Ranch Water Districts (OCWD, IRWD) had just previously submitted a new proposed
design for their Irvine Desalter Project (IDP), which appeared to be a significant
departure from the remedial alternative which had served as the basis for the ongoing
negotiation of a Settlement Agreement between the water districts and the United
States of America to address. The United States Department of Justice (DOJ) is
representing the United States in these negotiations.

Under the terms of the proposed Settlement Agreement, the CERCLA-related
components of the IDP would serve as the CERCLA remedial action for groundwater
contamination in Site 18 (sometimes called the "Joint Project"). A Settlement
Agreement between the water districts and the United States of America is an essential
element of the implementability of the remedial alternative. It cannot be selected in a
ROD and implemented unless agreement is reached.
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Over the past several months, the Department of Navy has reviewed the revised
design/alternative and engaged in numerous technical meetings with the water districts
and the FFA Signatories. Substantial progress has been made. DON has forwarded its
conclusions and recommendations regarding the revised IDP to the Department of
Justice for review and informally discussed them with the FFA Signatories.

The DOJ is currently reviewing DON's recommendations. The DOJ has advised DON
that a 60-day period will be necessary for DOJ to complete its review of DON's
recommendations and make a decision regarding the resumption of negotiations.

The steps outlining the justification for the extension submitted on June 29, 1999
have been substantially completed, with the exception of the resumption of discussions
with OCWD/IRWD on the settlement issues. The DOJ has requested that DON request
a 60-day extension of the FFA milestone for submittal of a draft Proposed Plan. DON
believes that there is good cause for not resuming those negotiations based upon
DOJ's request and pending the outcome of DOJ's review.

As the basis for the Settlement Agreement is the new proposed alternative which will
be the selected remedy in the Proposed Plan, it would be ill-advised to release a draft
Proposed Plan which may significantly change depending on the outcome of DOJ's
review, and any subsequent settlement negotiations. DON believes that this is good
cause for delaying the submittal of a revised draft Proposed Plan for sixty days. This
issue was discussed with the BRAC Cleanup Team in detail on January 26, 2000, and
ended on a very positive note, with alternatives identified to mitigate the impact of this
extension request on the overall effort. The involvement and cooperation of your
agency on this very lengthy and challenging issue is truly appreciated. With this
nominal intermediate time extension, we feel that the likelihood for the long-term
success of our efforts at these sites will be greatly enhanced.

We request a 2-month extension to submit the Draft Proposed Plan and Draft ROD
respectively. No other (OU)-1 (Site 18) or (OU)-2A (Site 24) submittals are currently
impacted by this request. The proposed date for submitting a new draft Proposed Plan
would change from January 28, 2000, to March 31, 2000, and the Draft ROD submittai
date would change from September 27, 2000, to November 27, 2000.
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Please call me at (619) 532-0784 if you have any questions, or need additional

information.

DEAN GOULD

Base Realignment and Closure
Environmental Coordinator

By direction of the Commander

Enclosure: 1. Appendix A FFA Schedule of Submittals

Copy to: (w/encl)

Mr. John Scandura, DTSC

Mr. Glenn Kistner, USEPA Region IX

Ms. Thelma Estrada, Office of Region Counsel, USEPA Region IX



DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
SOUTHWEST DIVISION
NAVAL FACILITIES ENGINEERING COMMAND
1220 PACIFIC HIGHWAY
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92132-5130

Cert No. P115 386 383
5090

Ser 06CC.DG/062
January 28, 2000

CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Thelma Estrada

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX, (SFD 8-2)

Office of Region Counsel

75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105-3901

Subj: FEDERAL FACILITY AGREEMENT SCHEDULE, OPERABLE UNIT (OU) -1
(SITE 18), AND (OU)-2A (SITE 24) MARINE CORPS AIR STATION (MCAS)

EL TORO

Dear Ms. Estrada:

This purpose of this letter is to request an extension to the MCAS EIl Toro Federal
Facility Agreement (FFA) Appendix A Schedule for primary documents. More
specifically, Operable Unit (OU) —1 (Site 18) and (OU)-2A (Site 24) require a revised
milestone deliverable date for the draft Proposed Plan and Draft Record of Decision.
Enclosure (1) presents our FFA schedule with the revised primary milestones
incorporated. This extension request is made pursuant to Section 9.2 (g) of the FFA

As explained in our June 29, 1999 extension request, the Orange County and Irvine
Ranch Water Districts (OCWD, IRWD) had just previously submitted a new proposed
design for their Irvine Desalter Project (IDP), which appeared to be a significant
departure from the remedial alternative which had served as the basis for the ongoing
negotiation of a Settlement Agreement between the water districts and the United
States of America to address. The United States Department of Justice (DOJ) is
representing the United States in these negotiations.

Under the terms of the proposed Settlement Agreement, the CERCLA-related
components of the IDP would serve as the CERCLA remedial action for groundwater
contamination in Site 18 (sometimes called the "Joint Project"). A Settlement
Agreement between the water districts and the United States of America is an essential
element of the implementability of the remedial alternative. It cannot be selected ina
ROD and implemented unless agreement is reached.
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Over the past several months, the Department of Navy has reviewed the revised
design/alternative and engaged in numerous technical meetings with the water districts
and the FFA Signatories. Substantial progress has been made. DON has forwarded its
conclusions and recommendations regarding the revised IDP to the Department of
Justice for review and informally discussed them with the FFA Signatories.

The DOJ is currently reviewing DON's recommendations. The DOJ has advised DON
that a 60-day period will be necessary for DOJ to complete its review of DON's
recommendations and make a decision regarding the resumption of negotiations.

The steps outlining the justification for the extension submitted on June 29, 1999
have been substantially completed, with the exception of the resumption of discussions
with OCWD/IRWD on the settlement issues. The DOJ has requested that DON request
a 60-day extension of the FFA milestone for submittal of a draft Proposed Plan. DON
believes that there is good cause for not resuming those negotiations based upon
DOJ's request and pending the outcome of DOJ's review.

As the basis for the Settlement Agreement is the new proposed alternative which will
be the selected remedy in the Proposed Plan, it would be ill-advised to release a draft
Proposed Plan which may significantly change depending on the outcome of DOJ's
review, and any subsequent settlement negotiations. DON believes that this is good
cause for delaying the submittal of a revised draft Proposed Plan for sixty days. This
issue was discussed with the BRAC Cleanup Team in detail on January 26, 2000, and
ended on a very.positive note, with alternatives identified to mitigate the impact of this
extension request on the overall effort. The involvement and cooperation of your
agency on this very lengthy and challenging issue is truly appreciated. With this
nominal intermediate time extension, we feel that the likelihood for the long-term
success of our efforts at these sites will be greatly enhanced.

We request a 2-month extension to submit the Draft Proposed Plan and Draft ROD
respectively. No other (OU)-1 (Site 18) or (OU)-2A (Site 24) submittals are currently
impacted by this request. The proposed date for submitting a new draft Proposed Plan
would change from January 28, 2000, to March 31, 2000, and the Draft ROD submittal
date would change from September 27, 2000, to November 27, 2000.
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Please call me at (619) 532-0784 if S/ou have any questions, or need additional
information.

Sincerely,

Q-M__

DEAN GOULD

Base Realignment and Closure
Environmental Coordinator

By direction of the Commander

Enclosure: 1. Appendix A FFA Schedule of Submittals

Copy to: (w/encl)

Mr. John Scandura, DTSC

Ms. Patricia Hannon, Cal RWQCB, Santa Ana Region
Mr. Glenn Kistner, USEPA Region IX



APPENDIX A
MCAS El Toro Schedule
Current New
Operable Unit (QU)-1: Site 18 Completion Dates Completion Dates
Phase I Tech Memo "~ 7May 93 No Change
Draft Phase I1 Work Plan 9 Nov 93 No Change
Draft Remedial Investigation 30 Dec 94 No Change
Draft Interim Action Feasibility Study 15 Oct 95 No Change
Draft Final Interim Action Feasibility Study 9 Aug 96 No Change
*Agency Approval of Draft Final 11 Oct 96 No Change
*Response to Regulatory Draft Final Comments 15Jan 98 No Change
Draft Proposed Plan 18 Dec 95 No Change
*re-Draft Proposed Plan 24 Nov 98 No Change
3" Draft Proposed Plan 28 Jan 00 31 Mar 00
Draft Final Proposed Plan per FFA No Change
Draft Record of Decision 27 Sep 00 27 Nov 00
QU-2A: Site 24 (Vadose Zone)
Phase | Tech Memo 7 May 93 No Change
Draft Phase II Work Plan 20 Mar 95 No Change
Start Phase II Field Work 20 Jul 95 No Change
Draft Remedial Investigation 20 Feb 96 No Change
Draft Feasibility Study 9 Aug 96 No Change
Draft Proposed Plan 11 Mar 97 No Change
Draft Record of Decision I Jul 97 No Change
Draft Final Record of Decision 24 Sep 97 No Change
Draft Remedial Design/Remedial Action Work Plan 6 Jan 98 No Change
Draft Final Remedial Design 11 Aug 98 No Change
Draft Construction Quality Assurance Plan 11 Aug 98 No Change
Draft Construction Quality Control Plan 11 Aug 98 No Change
Draft Contingency Plan 11 Aug 98 No Change
Draft Project Closeout Report 22 Apr 02 No Change
OU-2A: Site 24 (Groundwater)
Phase I Tech Memo 7 May 93 No Change
Draft Phase II Work Plan 20 Mar 95 No Change
Start Phase II Field Work 20 Jul 95 No Change
Draft Remedial Investigation 20 Feb 96 No Change
Draft Feasibility Study 9 Aug 96 No Change
Draft Final Feasibility Study 5 Dec 97 No Change
*Agency Approval of Draft Final 23 Mar 98 No Change
Draft Proposed Plan 24 Nov 98 No Change
2" Draft Proposed Plan 28 Jan 00 31 Mar 00
Draft Final Proposed Plan per FFA No Change
Draft Record of Decision 27 Sep 00 27 Nov 00
QU-2B: Sites 2 & 17
Phase I Tech Memo 7 May 93 No Change
Draft Phase II Work Plan 20 Mar 95 No Change
Start Phase [I Field Work 20 Jul 95 No Change
Draft Remedial Investigation 20 Mar 96 No Change
Draft Final Remedial Investigation 6 Sep 96 No Change
Draft Feasibility Study 6 Sep 96 No Change
Draft Final Feasibility Study 18 Mar 97 No Change
Draft Proposed Plan 18 Sep 97 No Change
1824 Schedule 1-28-00 Page I of 2

01/28/00

Change in
Dates

+2 Months

+2 Months

+2 Months

+2 Months

Encl. (1)
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APPENDIX A
MCAS El Toro Schedule
Current New Change in

OU-2B: Sites 2 & 17 (continued) Completion Dates  Completion Dates Dates
Draft Final Proposed Plan 28 Jan 98 No Change

Draft Record of Decision 4 Nov 98 No Change

Draft Final Record of Decision 17 Jun 99 No Change

QU-2C: Sites3 & 5

Phase [ Tech Memo 7 May 93 No Change

Draft Phase [ Work Plan 20 Mar 95 No Change

Start Phase II Field Work 20 Jul 95 No Change

Draft Remedial Investigation 20 Apr 96 No Change

Draft Final Remedial Investigation 8 Oct 96 No Change

Draft Feasibility Study 8 Oct 96 No Change

Draft Final Feasibility Study 13 Feb 97 No Change

Draft Proposed Plan 18 Sep 97 No Change

Draft Final Proposed Plan 28 Jan 98 No Change

Draft Record of Decision 15 Mar 99 No Change

Draft Final Record of Decision 17 Mar 00 No Change

OU-3: Sites 4, 6,9, 10, 13,15, 19, 20, 21 & 22 and OU-2A: Site 25

Draft Remedial Investigation
Draft Feasibility Study

Draft Proposed Plan

Draft Record of Decision

QU-3: Sites 8, 11. & 12

20 Nov 96
20 Mar 97
15 Apr 97
21 Aug 97

Draft Remedial Investigation (included Site 16) 20 Nov 96

Draft Feasibility Study (FS)
Draft Final Feasibility Study

*Agency Approval of Draft Final

Draft Proposed Plan
Draft Final Proposed Plan
Draft Record of Decision

QU-3: Sites 7 & 14
Draft Remedial Investigation
Draft Feasibility Study

Draft Proposed Plan

Draft Record of Decision

QU-3: Site 16

Draft Remedial Investigation
Draft Feasibility Study

Draft Proposed Plan

Draft Record of Decision

OU-3: Site 1

Draft Remedial Investigation
Draft Feasibility Study

Draft Proposed Plan

Draft Record of Decision

10 Jul 97
13 Jan 98
22 Jun 98
28 Jul 98
17 Mar 99
7 Jun 99

7 Sep 99
N/A

9 Mar 00

12 Oct 00

20 Nov 96
18 Feb 00
25 Sep 00
30 Apr 01

4 Jan 00
11 Sep 00
18 Apr 01
14 Dec 01

This schedule reflects current/proposed FFA milestones.

* Not an enforceable FFA deliverable, **Have not received BCT approval

1824 Schedule 1-28-00

Page 2 of 2

No Change
N/A

No Change

No Change

No Change
No Change
No Change
No Change
No Change
No Change
No Change

No Change
No Change
No Change
No Change

No Change
No Change
No Change
No Change

17 Oct 01**
19 Jun 02**
20 Jan 03**
20 Nov 03**
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