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F A X  T R A N t  

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMEN' 

REQlOh 

345 COURTLAND 
ATLANTA. GEORI 

List & Current Statu8 of Informal D h p U t e l l  and 
RI/FS Work Plan Approvalr 
Naval Air Station (HAS) Penaaaola 

1. Fy93 Site Management Plan (SHP)r EPA invoked dispute on 
December 17, 1992, due to Navy's fBilure t o  m a b i t  an acaoptablo 
SXP. lsauea: atatus of screening bitme 12, 13, 14, 24 and 36 
(upgrade to RI: etatus?); Navy failure to xccognim Baseline Riierk 
Assessment a8 primary docunent, Dispute imues ware ramohred in 
a meeting held February 3-4, 1993 and ciocumrented i n  subroquent 
correspondence and in EL revised FY93 SMP mubaittoel Aprll 16, 
1993. 

2. FY94 Site Manageraent Plan (SMP)r EWA approved the FY94 SMP in 
December 1993. 
in order to meet BRAC program requirements, the schedule8 had to 
be modified. 
to devise workable echedules which ware acceptablr to all 
Partie%. The Navy formall 8utanltted an emtension reepamt 

a 
second revised SWF waa eubm.itt@d and ultimately appwved by the 
Parties in July 1994. 

3.  aitesQ 7#@# 10, 25, 0, @, 63, 34 L 36 (former EEE Group0 
F, 6, J, K, M b W )  (NO crites 3. 9 .  27. 29 RI a: Due to the r ~ u n ~ a t i m f a c t o r y  draft final work 
plana, EPA invoked info-1 dispute in January 1993 to keep the 
work plans from going final. N a v y  requested a p c i f i c  l i r t  of 
problematic canaaants/iaauea which BPA provided in Februm 1993. 
Meetings and discuslriona were held in an effort to reuolvo the8e 
iseues. Due to the large number of iomuos d ongoing rorkload, 
the period of diapute warn ertonded by the Paztieer B e v o r a l  tires. 
In a letter dated mrch 30, 1993, the  Navy recamended that 8 
majotity of the iasues be resolved through finalization of the 
& fCSAP . The r d n f n g  
issues could be resolved through approval'of e l t e - n p e c i f i . ~  SAP6. 
EPA agreed with this proposal. 

Early in 1994, the Navy fnfanned the Partiea that 

Numerous submepent meetings were held i n  an effort 

(revised SMP) in April 199 1 . Following BPA and FDEP aarrment, 
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A. CSAPI the N a v y  has submitted, and BPA and ?DEP havr 
reviewed, semral revidone of the CSAP. The moat recent 
m i t e i o n  was received in this  office on July 11, 1994. 
Based on recent meetings and diacusoions, BPA iS hopeful 
that this most recent version can be approved by the 
regulatory agencie~ 

8 .  Siten 25 E 271 lcBA reviewed aRd approved BAPs ( L  Work 
Plane) for these s i t e s  in correspondem dated A u v t  1993. 

C, Si tee  10, Q E 34 1 ERA trmmittwi review camento 
In o~dtr to expedite 

the field a t a r t  for there aitoa, many of which w e r e  

revise and reeubarit the 8AP6 (secondary docnmmnts), provided 
that the N a v y  under~tood that t h e r m  caru.rt8 mumt be 
adequately addressed in tha appropriate RI Raporto (prbmxy 
documente) in order for EPA to canaidet tho8m RmpOrtS for 
approval. 

D. S i t e  7: In accordance w i t h  the approved ?YO4 SXP 
schedules, f i e l d  work for thi8 Site is schrdtlled to CaBlllOILce 
in February 1995 .  
for review in January 1993. 

E. Site 31s Wae merged with S i t e  30, due t0 close proximity, 
See statui  decclcription under 48. 

F. Site 368 Thi8 s i l e  OripfMlly COZWi8 tsd  of the satha 
Induetrial Waste Sewer Line. 
reeolution, the Parties agreed to divide the line into 3 
portions. 
sites 30 and 38 were to be investigated as ]part of thome 
sites. 
portion of the lhe. 
sites 30 and 38 in ths summer of 1993. BPA tranrmittd 
ccmmentm on these addenduns in sSgtempb%r 1993. Tha Partieto 
reached verbal agreement on these 6AP amladmantr doring a 
Fall  1993 RPM Meeting. The Navy submitted ba *partial* S i t e  
36 SAP,  to inveatigata those portions of the Bite which were 
impacting BRAC, in Hay 1994. 16PA collllwantmd on that'SAP fn 
July 1994. The 'remainder" of the s i t e  36 SAP has not yet 
be@n subaitted. 

9 to the Navy on theme SAFE in m y  1994. 

P 

The Draft SAP vi11 be Crpbmitted to €!PA 

Dtaring tbr FY93 SMP dispute 

Thoee portions of the line which were adjacent to 

Site 36 D ~ H  consists only of the remaining central 
The Havy 8Ubaritt:ed amrndad -8 for 

4.  Other Outstanding IB8UOS: 
EPA transmitted correspondence to the N a v y  conditionally 
approving the RI/PS Work Plan8 for  Operable Units 1 through 5 
(sites 1, 2, 11, 15, 26, 30)  and 11 through 14 (site0 17, 22, 38, 
3 9 ) .  The current statu6 of the Work Plan8/SAP8 fo r  eech of  them 
sites i s r  

Batwean Augu8t and mnmmber 1992, 
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the exception of the proposed addend-, and tratumittd 
cnamantm OA the addendtlas. Field Work warn initiated and ha# 
sinae been aomploted. 

B. sites@ c 9 In s e p t e t  1993, FPA apprcrvd GLLP/~.P.~ 
with tbe except on of the propored adtkndurnr, and 
transmitted comment8 on tho addendum. The P a r t i e s  reached 
verbal agreement on these BAP amendmen+o during a Fall 1993 
RPM Bbetinq. 
completed. 

Field work was initiated and hau rince been 

C. SitesQC EPlb approved the SAPIW.P. in  Auguat 1993 

D. Sit%s @ t a The SAP w8l9 M d d l y  r#baaitted and 
reviewed in January 1994. 
resubmitted in September 1994. 
commence in Nammber 1994. 

It will be r#faed and 
Field work L8 mhedd.sb to 

/= E, site && BPA reurived M in i t i a l  6 ~ p  in m y  1994, ami 
c-nted in July 1994. 
to ccmrmtnce in Septerbar 1994. 

F. si te@ me SAP was initially a,llrritted and m9rietmci in 
January 1994. It will be raviaed and ra8ubsrrittd in ifannary 
1995+ Field work %LS scheduled to commnce in P8bmary 1995. 

Field work ls currently scheduled 

5 .  OU 10 RI Report: The Navy mubdtttd the Draft Final RI Report 
for Opesable U n i t  10s Industrial Warta Treatmnt Plant, in 
December 1993. Upon review, EPA found that virtually none of the 
Agency's comments on the Barreline M e t  Assemamnt llad boon 
addressed, and the contractor had colkected momt 8urface soil 
samples front 0-2 feat inatead of 0-1 feet. EPA theroform invoked 
diapute to keep the Report from going final, and provided the 
Navy with a complete listing of Agency cammeate within 2-3 rpssks 
o€ invoking dispute. EPA alea offered to collect the neceoaexy 
aurfaca soi l  mnples in order t o  o@to t h i s  process, and the 
Navy accepted this offer. 
the additional burface soi l  aamplear in June 1994. 
had previauely agreed that the Bhvy could take  60 days Praaa 
receipt of EPA'a date to complete revision of, res\l)mit, the 
Draft Final  RI. 
due in thie office an Augwt  15, 1994. 

EPA provided the maultdrqort  far 
!Elm Parties 

The revtsed Draft FLnal R I  Report for OU 16 io 
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