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COLA TEAM MEETING a C 

a. Date: 12112194-12114194 Place: Atlanta 

b. Attendees 
please see aotlched attendance sheets 

c. Notetaker 
Tricia Rob 

d. Agenda: 
Removal Candidate 
1995 S M P  
Site 30 and Groundwater Resampling 
Iw L i i  
ou 1oRI 
SchcduledFFA 
Adding New Sites 
Soil Background 
Revisit Pvmering GoaIs/Ground Rules/lndividual Roles 
Detection LimitdData Presentation Needs 
USGS Involvement 

e. Decisions and Action Items: 
OU-10 Decisions 

1. To include FDEP regression limits for metals for aedimenrs clam as a means tW 
comparison in the drainage ditch area. 
2. When an agreement is reached in this meeting in regard to the respoase to comments. 
the decision reached in the meeting will be the accqted tespopse to comments. 
3. Comment 149 Response - (a) klude a separate section on ecologicrl e&cts. (b) 
Acceptlble to usc a qualitative approach to the eco-risk section, (c) idudc summary 
tables for applkable siarptionS to support information m text 
4. Comment A661 Response - (a) M d n s s  the area qurndi.rively, (b) Arm will not be 
included in the OU-10 report becruse it is asmall arm and not considerod to be a large 
risk, (c) reference in the Bayou rardy becuue basically dl Bayou scdhent 
5. Section 10-168 i 3  Response - delete National status and Trends informpoion from OU- 
10, but keep it for other OU'r that may OCCUT in tbe future 
6. Allison Humphris' general cornmeno #2 - (a) The fill area should be studied and 
additional fieldwork done during the OU-10 Remedial design. this deciiion should be 
stated and explained in the OU-10 RI report. (b) Agteed this area is not a wetland 
7. Page 5 #3 Respow - I f  a wetland is only impactedby a UST site then that wc 
will be the responsibility of the UST program. 

1. Section 10-168 1 3  Response - John Mitchell to provide Jom Dupont and David Trimm 
with a copy of the FDEP data to ciarify where data points arc located. 
2. Allison Humphris' comment pg.5 #6 - E/- to expad upon tbe description of the 
pathways which impact the drainage ditch. 

1. Support the removal actions for Sites 1.27.25, 30, and 43 as far as the obliiation of 
funds, but delay the removal action until the team has m opporarnity to discuss the actual 
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data which will be presented at the next meting. 
2. Site 14 -Maintain the berms for lylw - #ek DERA f\m6 after data is in. Also 
expcdiate the data generation. 

1. Bill Hill to go back and continue work on the procedure - will present info at the next 
meeting. 
2. Data Presentation (witbout Risk Assessment) fw Site 14 by UAM. 
3. Allison Humphris - do prdcon of doing removal rctionS lue in drt process of the RI 

1.3380 will remain as a part of Site 36 
2. Site 3380 will require a BRA, thereby raising it to RUFS status. 
3. Table the proposrl (Tnitially Site 36 will be addmsed through PAIS1 process, upon 
completion of PNSI, any portionS easily identified as No Furthet Action will be dropped. 
The redetincd Site 36 will be defiaad by the contmhats rhu will be required to go 
through the RUFS process, hluding Site 3380 OR the Site 
site) until Bill Hill reports on his action item. 
EPA's Comments - 
4. #1- keep the screening Site schedule and also idd a paragraph further describing Site 
36 ?ad the agreement reached for that site led the area 3380. 
5. #l - keep Site 14 as a screening Site. if it needs to be elevated to RVFS level based on 
the data presentation in February, the decision can be made dm. 
6. #1 - If a site is decided to be elevated to an RI level. at the ntxt Parmering meCting a 
schedule will be submitted. The Term will either rerch agreement on the schedule at that 
meeting or will set a time frame for agreeing on that schedule. 

8. #3 - agreed to chpdge 
9. H - Insert phase (next to last sentence) 'the DON shall incorporate these PSCs into 
existing OUs prior to the submittal of the RI report. 
10. n - consem with statement 
11. #6 - Wording to be put into the S M P  as a milestone, within 60 days of the receipt of 
both regulators sets of comments, based on either the next putnechg meeting or a 
conference call, the Navy will submit a written response. Incorporue a 60 day time 
period for comments into the S M P  schedules. 
12. Tier I tepm has tbc ability to amendthe FFA pet section XXXI in& FFA 
13. Modify the FFA in Section 8, subpart i - hen the phrase 'Unlers the parties agree 
to rnothtr time frpme...' 
14. Modify the FFA in Section 8, subpart g, purgnph 5 - inrcrt the phrase "Unless the 
parties agree to mother time frame..." in 6rom Of dre 2nd rud 3rd sentences. 
15. Commentb8 - agree to revise t& schedule of OU 1 and my odret rchedules to reflect 
having the draft FS submitted either &r or comment& with drt draft finrl RI. 

1. Bill Hill to find out the Navy's position on knniog new riott md unetuiing the 
existing contram for further reference as new sites come up. . 
2. Henry B e i  and Brian cpldwell will draft an agrccmmouthing the tcam*s decision 
to modify the FFA to be signed by the Navy, FDEP. and USEPA md submit it to the 
Adminisuative Record. 

1. Do not include sensoryaosed (organoleptic only) FDEP nrndrrrdr as screening values 
inbe Baseline Risk Assessment. 
2. Do inchrde lcacbbiity-bascd roil c o n c e e  fw auylvmmmam - detcctcdinthe 
groundwater as screening values in the B;rseline Risk AE#srmtm. 

1. Allison Humphris to check with agency on whether bocLgmund data for OU 10 is okay 
to apply to the whole data set. 
2. Allison Humphris to check with Julie on her commcot regarding the inclusion of the 

Removal Candidates Action Ittms 

FY '95 S M P  Decisions 

be des-td w 8 l l ~ w  

7. #2 - change wording to "only FDEP CoDcurrellCc to modifjr the CRP is necessary". 

FY '95 SMP Action Items 

Brian Muheam's Comtwntp DecisionS 

Brian Mulhem's Comments Action Items 



lrithmttic mean in rable  when she o c i g i i  WLCd BA&H to do it amrdiqto RAG 
Exhibit 5.6 which does not inch& a mean. She will mpond dinctly to Brian Mulheam. 

f. Attachments 

NONE 

II. Next meeting 

a. Date: week of January 23 , 1995 (exact dates to be aunounced) 
Place: Atlanta, GA 

b. Attendees - All members 

c. Facilitator - TBA 




