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EMAIL REGARDING U S EPA REGION IV COMMENTS ON SITES WITH POTENTIAL
SEDIMENT IMPACT TO BE GROUPED TOGETHER WITH SITE 14 STORM SEWER
OUTFALLS MCRD PARRIS ISLAND SC
6/30/2008
U S EPA REGION IV




From: Koroma-Llamas.Lila@epamail.epa.gov

To: charles.cook2@navy.mil; art.sanford@navy.mil; koroma-llamas.lila@epa.gov; Sladic. Mark;
timothy.j.harrington@usmc.mil ; mmcrae@TechlLawlnc.com; AmickMS@dhec.sc.gov; darrel.pittman@usmc.mil;
Kelly.Taylor2@ch2m.com; barkerjs@dhec.sc.gov

Cc: tom.dillon@noaa.gov; wendtp@dnr.sc.qov
Subject: Fw: Site 14 background info
Date: Monday, June 30, 2008 3:19:22 PM

FYI - Follow up to the call this morning. Here's my original thoughts
on site inclusion for "Site 14" activities. | think | have sent this
several times, so please excuse the duplication if | have. If you did
not have it, then here it is.

I guess | would expect to see a list that includes all of these, and

talk about which ones to keep on or take off, if we are pursuing a
"Sediments OU" approach, although, again, that does not leave out the
other media, to be investigated as appropriate. Then when we get the

list narrowed once, thinking sediments, then we can narrow again if need
be for funding reasons, etc. And then take the last list and identify

status = PA needed? Sl needed? Extended Sl needed? RI needed? And
attack the PA needed sites first, as far as SAP/QAPs go, if that still

makes sense once we've reworked the list.

Thanks,
Lila
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Lila
Koroma-Llamas/R4
/USEPA/US To
charles.cook2@navy.mil,
02/01/2008 11:43 art.sanford@navy.mil,
AM koroma-llamas.lila@epa.gov,
mark.sladic@ttnus.com,
timothy.j.harrington@usmc.mil,
mmcrae@TechLawlInc.com,
AmickMS@dhec.sc.gov,
darrel.pittman@usmc.mil,
bowersjb@dhec.sc.gov,
Kelly.Taylor2@ch2m.com,
barkerjs@dhec.sc.gov
cc
tom.dillon@noaa.gov,
wendtp@dnr.sc.gov
Subject
Site 14 background info

Hi folks,
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I was trying to id docs to start reviewing for background info on Site
14 Outfalls. 1 could not find anything for Site 14, other than what is
in the SMP. Interestingly, it says funds are anticipated for an RI/FS,
however, it does not reference any findings from a PA/SI. Maybe |
missed something, or maybe it is lumped in with another group of Site
PA/SI's. | have seen other references to an 1986 IAS, which is
supposedly a PA equivalent. Would this have included all these "other"
sites. Could someone please direct me to, and/or send me, the
appropriate background document, whatever it is?

Also, I am awaiting the list of Sites with potential sediment impact to
be grouped together with Site 14. | know we mentioned 21, 54, and
Elliot's Beach.

But what else? 4? 5? 13c? 35 - for the creek area (or is that too much
of a stretch to justify lumping) ? | have the CS/SI for these.

What about 50 - or is this one a range covered by a currently active
range? What about the other MMRP sites? With this sediment OU or
separate?

I guess we ruled out 53 as being big enough, and far enough away from
the marsh, to be it's own OU.

I have no info on 39, 46, 47, 48, 49, or 52. Did | miss anything? |
at least need a map of
Mark/Charles/Heber, can you get me other background docs/info?

Thanks,
Lila



