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10 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background: A Federal FacilitiesAgreement (FFA) was signed by the US Navy,
the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), and the State of Florida via the Florida
Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) on 23 October 1990. The FFA
requires the Navy to submit to the other FFA parties on a quarterly basis a Quarterly
Progress Report (QPR).

1.2 Scope: As provided for in FFA Part Xll, Reporting, the QPR identifies and briefly
describes the actions which the Navy has taken to implement FFA requirementsin the
previous quarter and those actions scheduled in the upcoming quarter. The activity
narratives should include a statement on the manner and extent to which the Navy is
meeting the schedules provided by the FFA in its Site Management Plan (SMP) and in
the approved work plans. In addition to activity descriptions, any problemsthat caused
delays or anticipated problems that might cause delays are identified and the actions
the Navy has or plansto take to manage the delays are discussed.

1.3 Schedule: The Navy is to transmitthe QPR within 30 days of the end of the
previous quarter.

20 FFAACTIVITIES

2.1 SITE MANAGEMENT PIAN

2.1.1 Navy letters of August 22, 1997 to EPA and FDEP providedthe 1998 Draft SMP.
2.2 ADMINISTRATION

2.2.1 EPA letter of July 2, 1997 to the Navy provided concurrence with the Sites 40
and 41 Sampling and Analysis Plan (SAP) Addendum.


Katie.Moran
Typewritten Text

Katie.Moran
Typewritten Text
N00204.AR.001542
NAS PENSACOLA
5090.3a

Katie.Moran
Typewritten Text


QUARTERLY PROGRESS REPORT October 16, 1997
NAS PENSACOIA

2.2.2 Navy letters of July 3, 1997 to EPA and FDEP provided Operable Unit (OU) 10
(Sites 32, 33, 35) Final Remedial Design (RD) errata.

2.2.3 Navy letters of July 3,1997 to EPA and FDEP provided OU 14 (Site 17) Final
Proposed Plan (PP).

2.2.4 EPA letter of July 3, 1997 to the Navy provided concurrence with the Site 4
Preliminary Site Characterization Report (PSCR).

2.2.5 EPA letter of July 7, 1997 to the Navy provided acceptance of the OU 10 RD.

2.2.6 EPA letter of July 8, 1997 to the Navy provided acceptance of the OU 1 (Site 1)
Focused Feasibility Study (FS) Addendum.

2.2.7 FDEP letter of July 9, 1997 to the Navy provided approval of the Site 14 PSCR.

2.2.8 FDEP letter of July 9, 1997 to the Navy provided approval of the OU 14 (Site 17)
PP.

2.2.9 Navy letters of July 9, 1997 to EPA and FDEP provided the OU 12 (Site 39) Final
Explanation of Significant Differences (ESD).

2.2.10 Navy letters of July 10, 1997 to EPA and FDEP providedthe OU 10 Final Record
of Decision (ROD) response to FDEP comments.

2.2.11FDEP letter of July 11, 1997 to the Navy provided approval of the Site 16 Final
PSCR.

2.2.12 FDEP letter of July 14, 1997 to the Navy provided comments on the OU 17 (Site
42) DraftRI.

2.2.13FDEP letter of July 14, 1997 to the Navy provided comments on the OU 4 (Site
15) Draft Remedial Investigation (RI).

2.2.14 EPA letter of July 16, 1997 to the Navy provided acceptance of the Site 36
PSCR.
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2215 EPA letter of July 17, 1997 to the Navy provided acceptance of the Sites 18 and
28 PSCRs.

2.2.16 Bechtel letter of July 18, 1997to FDEP provided OU 10 additional sample
analyses results.

2.2.17 NAS Pensacola letters of July 30, 1997to EPA and FDEP provided notification
that no further investigation will be performed at Site 6 due to its’ exemption as a
constructiondebris landfill.

2.2.18 Navy letters of July 31, 1997 to EPA and FDEP provided the Site 4 Final PSCR
response to comments and errata pages.

2.2.19 FDERP letter of August 14, 1997 to the Navy provided concurrence with the OU
10 ROD.

2.2.20 Navy letters of August 29, 1997to EPA and FDEP provided OU 10 Final RD
response to comments.

2.2.18 Navy letters of September 5, 1997 to EPA and FDEP provided OU 11 (Site 38)
Rl errata.

2.2.19 Navy letters of September 8, 1997 to EPA and FDEP provided OU 11 (Site 38)
Draft FS.

2.2.20 EPA letter of September 11, 1997 to the Navy provided comments to OU 4 (Site
15) Draft RI.

2.2.21 Navy letters of September 17, 1997 to EPA and FDEP provided OU 17 (Site 42)
Final Rl errata and response to comments.

2.2.22 Navy letters of September 18, 1997 to EPA and FDEP provided OU 16 (Site 41)
Final SAP Addendum and response to comments.

2.2.23 Navy letters of September 18, 1997to EPA and FDEP provided OU 17 (Site 42)
Draft PP.

W
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2.2.24 Navy letters of September 19, 1997 to EPA and FDEP provided OU 15 (Site 40)
SAP response to comments.

2.2.25 Navy letters of September 25, 1997 to EPA and FDEP provided OU (Site 2) FFS
and responseto comments.

2.2.26 Navy letters of September 25, 1997 to EPA and FDEP provided Site 39 Final
Explanationof Significant Differences.

2.2.27 Navy letters of September 29, 1997 to EPA and FDEP provided OU 3 (Site 2)
and OU 6 (Sites 9 and 29) Draft PP.

2.2.28 FDEP letter of September 30, 1997 to the Navy provided concurrencewith the
Site 4 Final PSCR.

2.2.29 FDEP letter of September 30, 1997 to the Navy provided concurrence with the
Site 2 FinalRI.

3.0 SITE WORK ACTIVITIES PERFORMED

3.1 Fieldworkwas performed at Sites 22, 40, and 41.

3.2 Fieidworkwas performed for the groundwater modeling effort.
4.0 UPCOMING QUARTER SITE WORK ACTIVITIES

4.1 Remedialaction is scheduled for OU 10 (Site ).

50 PROGRESS

Overall satisfactory progress has been made in meeting the requirements and time
schedules of the FFA and work plans.
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