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U.S. Environmental protection Agency 
Attn: Ms.AlJisonDmv 
345 Courtland Street, N.E. 
Atlanta, Georgia 30365 

NAS Pensamla 
Contract # N62467-89-P03 18lCTO-036 

Dear Ms. Dmw: 

On behalf of the Navy, EnSafdAUea & H O W  is pleased to submit seven copies of the 
replacement page 6 for the Site 41 - NAS Pensacoh Wetlaads: Response to WEPA 
Comments. Please replace the previously submitted page with the page cdoscd. 

Please let us how if you have any questions or comm~ts. 

Sincerely, 

EnSafdAllen & Hoshall 

Allison L. m e n  
Rqject Geologist 

Enclosures 

cc: &nsafdAllen&HoshallfW 
Bnsafe/Allen & H O W  Pensacoh 
Linda Martin, S 0 u T H " G c O M  - 2 Copiw 
Ron Jo-, NASP - 13 Copies 

John Mitchell, FDEP - 1 COPY 

Lynn Griffh, FDEP - 1 00py 

Tom Moody, FDEP - 1 copy 
Waynon Johnson, NOM - 1 copy 
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A. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

B. 

The Navy does not feel the data collected by the USEPA ESD i s  accephble for RI 
work for the following reasons. 

Sample locations were not pmcidy located. None of the flguras premnted in the 
f i l  USEPA report were to scale. Thdom, m p l e  collection at thom bcations 

The USEPA field notes d o a m d h g  how the m p l e  atatiom were bcate!d and 
sample collection procedum were not made available to the Navy. 
Quality AssurpncelQuality Control sample (i& riasnte blank, ileld blank, trip 
blank) data have not been made available to the Navy. 
The Navy was not given adequate time (late Wday to Tuday  morning) to prepare 
to attend the sampIing event after the USEPA had an appmed Sampling and 
Analysis Plan. The approved Sampling and Aapbsis Plan was under the condition 
the Navy would use the information if they chow to (between Mickey Eaxtnet and 
Linda Martin), or the USEPA could not go. 

mMOf be -fed, 

The Navy agrees "minimal potentirrl to impact" i s  vague. The sltcs potential to 
impact the NAS Pensac& wetlands will be e!valuated during Phase I. See the 
response to Comment 8 in the Common Site 40 and 42 USEPA annments. 

Comment 12. Page 3-3, Figure 3-1: 

A. Although Site 36 is an extensive site, it must be included in this fisure (perhaps as a 
blown-up insert) 

B. To clarify the relationship between NAS Pensamla Wetlands and individual PSCs at NAS 
Pensacoh, the infomation contained in Pigum 2-1 and 3-1 must either be combined into 
a single figure or overlain as two separate figum. It would also be hdpfid to enlarge 
these maps. Perhaps a separate map could be p.npared for each of the thee general 
con taminant discharge areas mentioned in Section 3.2 (page 3-2) 

Response 

A. 

B. 

Site 36 has been added to Figure 3-1. 

Figures 2-1 and 3-1 have been combined to show the NAS pensacola wetlands and the 
individual PSCs. 




