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~hiq letter i. in ~eaponse to a letter dated March 28, 1989, from 
Mr. D. R. Spall of the Department of the Navy, Southern Diviaion, Naval 
~acili~i8B Engineering command. 

Xr. Spell atAtedr ·We are etill of the opinion that the 8Wb~e~t work plan, 
dated April 1981, i8 more than adequate an4 compliea with the requirement • 
Bet forth in our HSWA permit, COnditions 11 A-l and A-2 (effective date 
Octoper lS, 1986).· ~. Robert MOBer, in the meeting held on 
3anuary 18, 1989, between repreaentatives of the Navy, the Environmental 
Protection Agenoy (SPA) and the ~anneq8ee Department of Health and 
Environment ('l'DJ:IB), stated that Appendix A (RI'% Worle Plan ouUine) waG nat 
a PArt at the Oc:tober 1986 permit condition.. We are awu.., that Navy 
representatives did not agree with o~r asaessment at the adequacy of th 
submitted RPI Work Plan. Howev..,r, as tho Agency responsible for 
~pleMontlng HSWA regulations, it r~ins our position that the subject 
plan is not adequate to meet the Qonditiona of the facility'. qsWA 
permit. wnu .... a..··!;F·.U\ae ~b&~.~be. Ul-WOr" .1an·lO\i~11na vaa' not 1nCluda<1 
~"~ ~oMl:'F~9ft¥'-pidlli';'-~' it' hact' nat· been'·d..,.lopi4 at. tbat tilM, it 
1.a ~.'iS~~'1Ae' of the- 1:nfo.cm.ati.on nec:e ... ~ fo~ a v&lld' Ri'I. 
Th .... ·Ri'~~ftan"'OQ~ bsd.ctally .~1&.8, aDd i. entU'ely conGi-stent 
withy,~"'~""ga-icIanae douwaenta. Aal.~ Work Plan that dOtis not 1D8G~ 
tbaY.c~.;·o*-~RPr Work Plan Outline, and thus of BFA's arI quidanca 
docnaIDltDt ...... ,~ no~ be deemed adequate by thi. Agency. 'rhus, 1n the cas 
of Ifaval: An"Statiod, IJ8IuPh1s, it J.. our position that peJ:1llit conc1itions 
II ~l And A-2 have n¢: .a yet. been cOGlPlied w1th. 

/' 
Hr. Spell raieed the point that, the Navy haa not received a joint set of 
EPA and State Q~ents on the Subject woz:ok pl~. It WAS apparently agreed 
durinq a December 22, 1986, meeting in Chattanooga that jOint co~ont8 
would be iasued. Although the EPA official involved in that meeting no 
longer works for the RCRA Brancb, we intend to forward future review 
comments jointly with the State. However, the RFt 1B a HSWA requ1rement. 
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the proviaions fo~ which Tennessea is not authorized. EPA thus has th~

regulatory reaponsibility for this HSWA provision. Therefore, joint
comments on the aFI Work Plan are not mandatory. The Navy haa received,
under separate covere, cOmmQnta from both EPA and Tenneesea. We 8~bmit

thAt gutticient commonts have been provided to &nable the NAvy to reviee
the plan to meet SPA's requirements.
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Mr. spell· further stated th~t EPA would receive tho revised REA on or
about July 30, 1989. While we feol thAt the minor revisions required in
the REA do not WArrant this delay in submittal, we ~o 8~p~thetic to the
problems involved in military contrActing. The d~e dAte for the revised
REA is accordingly changed to JUly 31, 1~89~

Tho following comments addreBs specific it8ma foun4 in the minutesot the
tutI meeting held on January 18, 1989. Theile commanta do not addreBs
wAction ttama W

, which will be dLacullaed later in this letter.

1. In tho minutes it was stated& -EPA has the lead tor kCRA and
could not oonsent eo providing joint commanta with the staee.
EPA, hOWQver, will not rule out provicli.nq tho NaVy with a ~':)

joint set of ClOllllllenta. - The maaning of this entry, aa
written, ia unclear. The Agency's poeition 1s that joint
commGnts &re unnac.s8ary·and will noe be p~ov1ded for the
April 1987 JUl'l Work Plan. We intend to provide joint COQllll~ilntll

on future documents, conaistant with our current proeocol
with Tennelleoe, with the understanding that EPA haa the
responsibility for regulating HSWA prOVisions and ~y .leet
to disponee with joint cCllIllIl8nt8 on HSWA-related doc~ntll.

2. A letter has not yet been provided to EPA exp1aininq why the
Navy doos not agree with the review by EPA'. contrAotor,
A.or. Kea.rney, of the RJ't Work Plan. We are willing to
consider the Navy'. objectiona, point by point, provideQ
those objections are accompanied by jUlltificationa. It
i8 not, however, Accoptable for Navy repreaentatives to
merely otate ~.t they disa-grille with A.T•.Kearney and
feel that tbe work plAn ia more than adequAte.

3. The hyclroqeoloqicAl information required in the RFI Work
Plan was not providGd 10 aUffieiont detail to permit an
adequate review of the plan. Hr. HOlier atated that much
of the ~fo~tion was availablo in tha tAB' and va which wore
incorpol:ated into the RJ'A. Without CClIllIDOI\t1119 on the
adequacy of the J.'efulU&Qod· hydrogeolOCjJiC:Al information,
auch lnformation'muat be included in the work plan itBelf
rather than being IICAttered in various separate QOCWIlQnts.

4. The Navy'has not provided a rationale for not tosting groio&ncl
.water at Site 1 (FLre De~ent Drill Area), Site 5
(~ir~ Vighting Training ArBa), and Bita 6 (N~12S Battery
Shop Storm S_er and Ditch). OUr poBition, with respect·
to firefighting trAining &r8as, is that grOUndWAter
IIlOnlt:arlng of t;hese are.s is nece••ArY unlsslI it OAn be
conolusively demonatratod that groundwater cont~natioA

could not have occurred•
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5. The NAvy h•• not yot sont samplinq datA fram Site 4 (Storm
Bewer and Ditch), as requested by EPA.

6. The Navy baa not AS yet provided a Bcheaule to coordinAte
investigations with CKRCLA at: Sito 3 (Building N-121
Plating Shop Dry Well), Site 7 (B~ilding N-125 Battery
Shop Dry Well), and Site 8 (CellIetery Dililposal ArOA), AS
requeuted by EPA.
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7. The NAvy hlUI yet to provide the QaJIlpliog datA 00 Site 28
(Southside STP) and Site 40 (Salvage Yard '1) reque8tQd
by ]SPA.

The £o!lowing cOGllllents are in responDo to the "Aoti.OD ttealll­
liBt~d in the minuteQ of the RPI moeting.

1. With reepeot to it&ll)B a and 0, groundwater IIlOnitoring will
be re~irad around firefight1ng training areas unless the
NAvY can prov1de convincing dAta to indicate that
grO\U\dwater contamination could not have occurred. 'Cpon
investigation into this matter, tbe Aqency haa determined
that the potential for cont~nation is such that
regulatory a~thorities 1n Region IV do require groundwater.
monitoring around firefighting training Areas.

2. The Navy hAS not yet providod EPA with A copy of the,
Verification Study with the field boring logs and
original teat data, &If roquested in item b.

3. The Navy baa yet to provide a achadule for reVising the
RFI: Work Plan, u addresLQ<1 in it_ a. tn accordance
with the letter of April J, 1989, from BPA to you, the
revised work plan is due to this Agency within
forty-five (45) day. of reoeipt by your facility of
Approval-of the revised BFA.

4. ~bB Navy has not yet provided a specifiO reaponae to
A.T. Koarney's cQGlIIIBnta, a. re~ested in .i.t8lll d.

S. With reference to item f. we are agreea})le to tbe NAvy'S
daB~e to investigate underground atorage tanka under the
Navy' e US'l' program. However, i.t mu.t be r~r&d that
'investigatory reqUirements for ha&ardoU8 waste USTe are---,Jw-.. ~lW • ..-...........v-.......1iI ..... , ...........w....""•• &. ..........Lr.....,..,n~D.

...........-

Pleaae be advised that pursuant to Soction6001 of RCRA, the Kemphie Naval
Air Station, aa a department of the Executlve BrAnch of ths 7ederal
Government and owner of a ha&~dous waste management facil.i.ty is subject
to And must comply with both PeelerAl and tho StAte of TenneDsee·a
reqUirements, inclUding regulations and pe~it conditions pertaining to
the IlIAnAgemant of hAlilardouil waote, in' the BUle manner and to the liame
extent AS any pereon (AS defined in Section 1004(lS) ofRCRA)ia subject
to aucb requir~nt••



If yo~ have any ~eatlons regarding the mAtters 6dQ&ODse4 in this lotter,

pleAsG cont~Qt LarryVitchhorn, P.B., at (404) 347-3433.
I
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Sincerely yours,

J~d:.~c~::'H;~Branch
Waste Management Division"

CC I 't0al Ties lor, 'l'DHB:

_.


