
 
 

N60200.PF.005343
NAS CECIL FIELD, FL

5090.3b
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL FOR PRE-DRAFT THIRD FIVE YEAR REVIEW NAS CECIL
FIELD FL
1/22/2010

TETRA TECH NUS INC



[ It) TETRA TECH 

PITT-01-10-053 

January 22,2010 

Project 112G02267 

BRAC PMO SE 
Attn: Mr. Art Sanford 
4130 Faber Place Drive 
North Charleston, South Carolina 29405 

Reference: 

Subject: 

CLEAN Contract No. N62470-08-D-1001 
Contract Task Order JM09 

Pre-Draft Third Five-Year Review 
Naval Air Station Cecil Field 
Jacksonville, Florida 

Dear Mr. Sanford: 

Enclosed please find one copy of the subject deliverable. Copies have been sent to the members of the 
NAS Cecil Field Partnering Team as noted below. This document is a pre-draft version for review by the 
BCT prior to submission of the Draft. It is anticipated that the draft version (when submitted) will be 
forwarded to the appropriate lawyers for their review. This pre-draft document will be .discussed at the 
February 2010 BCT meeting and a revised schedule for subsequent submissions determined. 

If you have any questions, please call me at 412-921-8163 or Mark Jonnet at 412-921-8622. 

Robert F. Simcik, P.E. 
Task Order Manager 

RFS/c1m 

Enclosure 

cc: G. Fraley, U.S. EPA (electronic copy) 
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M. Halil, J.A. Jones (electronic copy) 
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