
         
             

 

                
             

 

   

   

             

        

         

         

               

                   

          

     

                     

         

           

          

           

             

         

     

        

   

                        

               

                    

                             

                                 

                            

                             

            

                        

                         

                               

                       

                            

                         

            

                      

                         

                              

          

Technical Project Planning Meeting Summary 
Strother Field Formerly Used Defense Site, Kansas 

Strother Field
 

Disposal Area
 

Technical Project Planning (TPP) Meeting No. 1
 

Date: 04 November 2015 

Location: Strother Field Airport 

Time: 0930‐hrs to 1200‐hrs 

Participants (Sign‐in sheet provided as Attachment 1):
 

United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Kansas City District
 

Kurt Baer – Project Manager 

USACE Omaha District 

Adam Little – Military Munitions Design Center Technical Lead/Contracting Officer’s Representative 

USACE Contractor (Bay West LLC) 

Marie Swiech‐Laflamme, PG – Project Manager 

Elise Groggin – Project Geophysicist 

Haydn King – UXO Technician II 

Kansas Department of Health and Environment (KDHE) 

Travis Daneke – Environmental Scientist 

Strother Field Airport 

Shawn McGrew – Manager 

Meeting Notes: 

	 Provided overview of munitions response site (MRS) background, purpose and objectives per 

slide presentation (slide presentation provided as Attachment 2). 

	 Discussed ongoing Right‐of‐Entry coordination by USACE. Strother Field Commission ROE 

received to date, USACE Kansas City District is coordinating effort to obtain ROEs for the 

remaining 3 parcel owners within the MRS. It was noted that the majority of the MRS is 

operated by the Strother Field Commission for the Towns of Winfield and Arkansas City. 

	 Deliverables: Both KDHE and Strother Field Airport indicated they would like to receive hard 

copy and electronic copies of documents. 

o	 During work plan development, coordination on specific tasks to be performed onsite 

will be performed with Strother Field Commission to ensure field activities will not 

impact current use of the MRS. It was noted the current farmers using the land are 

planting/harvesting winter wheat according to a schedule that include planting in the 

fall, and harvesting in the early summer months. It was also noted that vegetation 

thinning along Posey Creek occurs every 5 years, however, these activities are not 

scheduled for the upcoming year (2016). 

 USACE and contractor to evaluate the project schedule and make adjustments 

as needed to avoid impacts to farming to the extent practical and safe. 

	 It was confirmed by KDHE that the state risk‐based standards were recently updated and should 

be used for this project. 
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Technical Project Planning Meeting Summary 
Strother Field Formerly Used Defense Site, Kansas 

	 It was noted by the Strother Field Commission that Posey Creek was moved during WWII – 

USACE and contractor to research this date and assess potential impacts/changes to the CSM. 

	 It was noted by KDHE and the Strother Field Commission that there is a superfund landfill 

located to the northwest of the MRS and inquired whether this would have any impact on the 

CSM and planned activities. 

o	 USACE and contractor respond that unless the items deposited in the landfill are 

munitions‐related, our work will not detect any potential impacts associated with the 

landfill. USACE and contractor to research items disposed in the landfill to evaluate if a 

munitions source may be present upgradient of the MRS. 

	 KDHE noted that there is an area farmed to the southeast of the MRS that will not be included in 

the current plan for investigation coverage based on the location of the MRS boundary. Based 

on the potential for items to be relocated based on farming activities, KDHE inquired whether or 

not this area could be investigated. 

o	 USACE and contractor describe the process used to assign the original boundary (based 

on the munition with the greatest fragmentation distance discovered during the SI, and 

that this boundary is much larger than the 2‐acre where items were discovered on 

ground surface during the SI. 

o	 USACE and contractor indicate that evaluating this area may be possible by reassigning 

planned investigation coverage from within the western portion of the MRS, which is 

currently used as a staging area for farm and oil recovery equipment, and where 

performing DGM may not be effective due to interference from the metallic items 

present. 

	 KDHE concurred with the approach for MC sampling that if a source for MC is discovered [i.e., 

burial pit(s), or leaking/damaged MEC with potential for associated MC] samples will be 

collected using discrete or ISM based on the source. Discrete samples will be used to assess MC 

from MEC found leaking/damaged, or for subsurface sampling with burial pit(s) that may be 

discovered. ISM will be used for surface soil sampling where burial pit(s) are discovered. 

Discrete samples will be collected within Posey Creek if burial pit(s) are discovered and there is 

water present. Background samples will be collected to support any onsite sampling performed. 

Follow‐on Site Visit: 1200‐hrs to 1400‐hrs 

Site Visit Notes: 

 Noted slips/trips/falls hazards in the form badger holes throughout work area.
 

 Access road available for vehicles/parking within work area.
 

 Observed winter wheat planted and thriving.
 

 Observed munitions‐related items at ground surface where previous munitions findings were
 

noted during the SI. Avoidance was practiced with the support of the USACE contractor. 

	 Area to west of MRS was scoped to evaluate whether DGM would be effective. Currently, there 

is too much metal present within this portion of the MRS to collect useful data. USACE and 

contractor to follow‐up with property operator to determine if items can be moved to support 
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Technical Project Planning Meeting Summary 
Strother Field Formerly Used Defense Site, Kansas 

the RI, or whether investigation coverage in this area should be reallocated (southeast of the 

MRS in the area farmed that KDHE raised concerns over excluding). 

 The power lines in the area were evaluated to begin coordination with the utility owner to 

determine if shutting down the lines is feasible to facilitate data collection. 

 An area to the southwest of the MRS was evaluated for suitability for the IVS. Field conditions 

appear conducive. USACE and contractor to evaluate need for ROE. 

 Proposed magazine location evaluated and determined to be accessible by vehicle, within an 

obtained ROE area, and well removed from current operations within the area. 

Site Photos 

Looking northwest into MRS from 9th Avenue. 

Looking northeast into MRS from 9th Avenue 
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Technical Project Planning Meeting Summary 
Strother Field Formerly Used Defense Site, Kansas 

Utility Pole in MRS 

Munitions‐related debris (appears to be related to AN‐M50 similar to SI findings) observed within MRS 

in vicinity of SI‐discovered munitions 
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Technical Project Planning Meeting Summary 
Strother Field Formerly Used Defense Site, Kansas 

Additional observed munitions‐related debris (also assumed to be associated with an AN‐M50) 

Thick vegetation observed along Posey Creek 
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Technical Project Planning Meeting Summary 
Strother Field Formerly Used Defense Site, Kansas 

Additional photo of vegetation along Posey Creek 

Equipment staged in western portion of MRS (northern section of staging area) 
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Technical Project Planning Meeting Summary 
Strother Field Formerly Used Defense Site, Kansas 

Equipment staged in western portion of MRS (central section of staging area) 

Equipment staged in western portion of MRS (central section of staging area) 
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Technical Project Planning Meeting Summary 
Strother Field Formerly Used Defense Site, Kansas 

Equipment staged in western portion of MRS (central section of staging area) 

Project 03: Disposal Area 8 Final Revision 00
 
FUDS No. B07KS0277 January 2016
 



         
             

 

                
             

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

   

 

   

Technical Project Planning Meeting Summary 
Strother Field Formerly Used Defense Site, Kansas 

Attachment 1
 

Sign‐in Sheet
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Technical Project Planning Meeting Summary 
Strother Field Formerly Used Defense Site, Kansas 

Attachment 2
 

Slide Presentation
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Strother Field, Kansas 
Formerly Used Defense Site (FUDS) 

Military Munitions Response Program 
Disposal Area Munitions Response Site 
FUDS Property: B07KS0277 
FUDS Project: B07KS027703 

Remedial Investigation / Feasibility Study 
Proposed Plan and Decision Document 

Technical Project Planning Meeting No. 1 
04 November 2015 
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Agenda 
 Introductions 

 Performance Work Statement 

 Background Information 

 Remedial Investigation (RI) 

 Feasibility Study (FS), Proposed Plan (PP), and Decision 
Document (DD) 

 Public Involvement 

 Summary and Path Forward 

 Open Discussion 
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Acronym List 
AR Administrative Record 
ARAR Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate 

Requirements 
Bay West Bay West LLC 
CERCLA Comprehensive Environmental Response, 

Compensation, and Liability Act 
CRP Community Relations Plan 
CSM Conceptual Site Model 
DD Decision Document 
DoD Department of Defense 
DERP Defense Environmental Restoration Program 
DU Decision Unit 
DGM Digital Geophysical Mapping 
DGPS Differential Global Position System 
DMM Discarded Military Munitions 
EcoSSL Ecological Soil Screening Level 
EM Engineering Manual 
EP Engineering Pamphlet 
ERA Ecological Risk Assessment 
ESL Ecological Screening Level 
FS Feasibility Study 
FUDS Formerly Used Defense Site 
GPS Global Positioning System 
GRA General Response Action 
HA Hazard Assessment 
HHRA Human Health Risk Assessment 
IR Information Repository 
ISM Incremental Sampling Methodology 
ITRC Interstate Technology Regulatory Council 
KDHE Kansas Department of Health and 

Environment 
LUC Land Use Control 
MC Munitions Constituents 

MD Munitions Debris 
MDAS Material Documented as Safe 
MEC Munitions and Explosives of Concern 
MMRP Military Munitions Response Program 
MPPEH Material Potentially Presenting an Explosive 

Hazard 
MRS Munitions Response Site 
MRSPP Munitions Response Site Prioritization 

Protocol 
NCP National Oil and Hazardous Substances 

Pollution Contingency Plan 
NFA No Further Action 
PG Professional Geologist 
PP Proposed Plan 
RAB Restoration Advisory Board 
RAGS Risk Assessment Guidance for Superfund 
RAO Remedial Action Objective 
RI Remedial Investigation 
RSL Regional Screening Level 
RTK Real-Time Kinematic 
SI Site Inspection 
UCL Upper Confidence Limit 
UFP-QAPP Uniform Federal Policy Quality Assurance 

Project Plan 
UXO Unexploded Ordnance 
USACE United States Army Corps of Engineers 
USEPA United States Environmental Protection 

Agency 

VSP Visual Sample Plan 
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Introductions 
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Formerly Used Defense Site (FUDS) Program and 
Project Management Agency 

– U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) – Kansas City District 
• Kurt Baer, Project Manager 

Military Munitions Design Center/Contracting Agency 
– USACE – Omaha District 

• Adam Little, Military Munitions Design Center Technical Lead/ 
Contracting Officer’s Representative 

Introductions 
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Regulators 
– Kansas Department of Health and Environment (KDHE) 

• Travis Daneke, Environmental Scientist 

– United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), Region 7 
• Will not be actively participating in TPP for this project but will receive electronic copies of 

all reports 

Property Manager 
– Strother Field Commission 

• Shawn McGrew, Manager 

Introductions (cont’d) 
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Prime Contractor 
Bay West LLC 

– Marie Swiech-Laflamme, Professional Geologist (PG) – 
Project Manager 

Team Subcontractors 
Tetra Tech, Inc. 
– Elise Goggin – Project Geophysicist 

Also, Weston Solutions, Inc., (not present) for risk assessment 
and unexploded ordnance (UXO) technician field support, and 
TestAmerica - Denver for analytical laboratory support (not 
present). 

Introductions (Continued) 
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Background 
Information 
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Defense Environmental Restoration Program (DERP) 

 Under the DERP, the Department of Defense (DoD) conducts
cleanup at active installations, FUDS, and Base Realignment and 
Closure locations. 

FUDS 

 USACE executes the FUDS program pursuant to the
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Act (CERCLA), as amended and the National Oil and 
Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP). The
FUDS program only applies to properties that DoD transferred from
its control before 17 October 1986. 

Military Munitions Response Program (MMRP) 

 In 2001, DoD established the MMRP to address MRSs, including 
FUDS properties, known or suspected to contain UXO, discarded 
military munitions (DMM), or munitions constituents (MC). 

Regulatory Background 
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 Strother Field was established in 1942 

 First used for basic Air Corps cadet training, followed by fighter pilot training. Four 
auxiliary fields were associated with Strother Field 

 Declared surplus in January 1946 and conveyed to the cities of Winfield and Arkansas 
City in May 1948 

 Disposal Area MRS was identified during the Site Inspection (SI)-phase of FUDS 
investigation within a former skeet range based on munitions debris (MD) and a possible 
munitions and explosives of concern item (MEC) found at ground surface within a 2-acre 
area. 

 28.3 acres located in the northeast portion of the FUDS property 

 Land is primarily owned by the towns of Arkansas City and Winfield, and operated by 
the Strother Field Commission; three (3) small parcels owned by private entities 

 Land use is commercial/industrial or agricultural  

 FUDSMIS Property No.: B07KS0277 

 FUDSMIS Project No.: B07KS027703 

Note: The remainder of the area investigated as the skeet range was recommended for no 
further action following the SI. 

MRS Background 
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11

FUDS Location 

FUDS Location 
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12

MRS Location 

MRS Location 
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13 ® 

MRS 

Munitions Response Site 
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– No historical records discovered of 
disposal activities at the property. 

– SI observed MD and one potential 
MEC associated with AN-M50 
and AN-M54 incendiary bombs 
and two M15 white phosphorous
smoke hand grenades. 

• The EOD follow-up response unit confirmed 
the identification of the item (AN-M50), 
but could not confirm if it was live. 

– Evaluation of potential MC based 
on the munitions discovered did 
not identify any potential risk from MC. 

– RI recommended to determine the 
nature and extent of MEC and MC 
at the Disposal Area MRS. 

MRS Background (cont'd) 

Possible MEC (AN-M50) 

MD (AN-M50 nose) 
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Remedial Investigation 
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Key elements of the RI are to: 
 Collect additional data to characterize MRS 

conditions with respect to MEC and MC with no 
remaining data gaps and in sufficient quantity to 
support a FS. 

 Conduct a baseline Human Health Risk 
Assessment (HHRA) and Ecological Risk 
Assessment (ERA). 

 Conduct MEC Hazard Assessment (HA). 

 Update the Conceptual Site Model (CSM). 

 Assess the MRS boundary and refine, if possible. 

Remedial Investigation 



BUILDING STRONG® 
17 

 Fieldwork will be performed following approval
of the RI Work Plan. 

 Right-of-Entry agreements being coordinated
by USACE. 

 Characterization objectives: 
– Use digital geophysical mapping (DGM) with 

intrusive investigation of selected targets, combined 
with analog surveys (i.e., mag & dig) to find and
determine the nature and extent of munitions. 

– Sample environmental media associated with MEC
or significant amounts of MD (i.e., a burial pit) to 
support MC risk assessment. Delineate the extent of 
MC posing risk to receptors. 

Remedial Investigation (cont’d) 
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Summary of MEC characterization planned for the RI: 

 100% DGM Coverage (8.7 acres) in the vicinity of SI-
discovered munitions at ground surface using a 
towed array (EM61-MK2) 

 Mag & Dig (0.35-acre) along 
Posey Creek due to difficult 
terrain and vegetation 

 Transect DGM (2.7 acres) 
covering a representative 
portion of the remaining MRS 
selected using 
Visual Sample Plan (VSP). 

Remedial Investigation (cont'd) 
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Conceptual geophysical surveys planned for the RI: 

Remedial Investigation (cont'd) 

• Yellow shaded area represents 
100% DGM coverage (8.7 acres) 

• Yellow transects represent DGM 
coverage (2.7 acres) 

• Center line spacing = 5m 

• Blue transects represent mag & 
dig coverage (0.35-acre) 

• Center line spacing = 5m 

Transect spacing selected to 
identify a burial pit averaging 
5m in diameter. 

Mini-grids (5mx5m) placed 
where MEC is discovered on 
transects – step-outs 
as necessary 
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 DGM Data Analysis 
– Process using Geosoft Oasis Montaj 

– Select targets based on characteristics of suspected 
munitions and site-specific equipment response factors 

• Instrument Verification Strip constructed using industry 
standard objects representative of munitions found during 
the SI 

– Statistical-based sampling program (VSP) used to select 
discrete targets for investigation 

• Design goal of 95% confidence that 95% of anomalies do 
not contain MEC 

– Reacquisition of targets and post-removal verification 
performed with the same equipment used to collect DGM 
data [Real-Time Kinematic Differential Global Positioning 
System (RTK DGPS) and EM61-MK2] 

Remedial Investigation (cont'd) 
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 Intrusive Investigation 
– All material potentially 

presenting an explosive 
hazard (MPPEH) 
encountered will be 
inspected twice. 

– Items having no energetic material will be classified 
as material documented as safe (MDAS). 

– If any item cannot be ascertained to be absent of 
energetic material, it will be treated as MEC. 

Remedial Investigation (cont'd) 
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 Intrusive Investigation (cont’d) 
– The UXO Team will destroy all recovered MEC by 

detonation or burning, in-place procedures will be used as 
needed. 

– An Explosive Site Plan is in USACE review that 
addresses siting a magazine adjacent to the MRS for 
donor explosive storage so that MEC can be addressed 
the same day it is found. 

– Engineering controls will be used to protect nearby 
activities from blast and fragmentation. MEC may be 
consolidated for disposal in the interest of safety or 
operational efficiency. 

– MDAS will be shipped to an offsite processor for 
smelting/recycling. 

Remedial Investigation (cont'd) 
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Summary of MC samples based on munitions 
findings during the RI: 

Remedial Investigation (cont'd) 

Type Analysis 

Discrete soil samples from soil associated with MEC items that may be discovered 
with visual signs of a release (e.g., low-order detonations, broken/leaking items, soil 
staining) 

8330B 
6010C 

Incremental sampling methodology (ISM) employed to collect surface soil samples 
over burial pit area(s), if discovered 

8330B* 
6010C 
9045D 

Subsurface discrete soil samples for vertical delineation within burial pit area(s), if 
discovered 

8330B* 
6010C 
9045D 

Discrete surface water with co-located sediment samples if burial pit areas(s) are 
discovered, and water is present 

8330B* 
6010C 
9045D/9040C 

Discrete and/or ISM soil samples to support background evaluation for sampling 
performed 

6010C 
9045D 

SW 846 6010C = metals selected based on munitions (e.g., antimony, barium, copper, lead, zinc) 
SW 846 8330B = explosives (full list) 
SW 846 9040C/9045D = pH included to support fate and transport evaluations 
*Explosives analyzed if MEC is discovered 
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 Discrete samples collected directly from media observed in 
contact with damaged/leaking MEC. 

 Incremental Sampling Methodology (ISM) 

– Used to determine MC presence/absence and assess risk 
– Decision Units (DUs) of up to 0.50-acre will be used to meet the 

conservative risk assessment assumptions needed to assess
human health risks. 

– No less than 30 increments/1,000 grams per field sample. 
– Collected approximately 6 inches below ground surface. 
– At least three replicate samples will be collected for each DU to 

calculate an upper confidence limit (UCL) to assess risk 

Note: Additional step-out/step-down sampling to delineate the 
extent of contaminants of concern will be performed as needed. 

Remedial Investigation (cont'd) 
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 Field Equipment 
– Hand-held Trimble Global Positioning System (GPS)units 
– Leica RTK DGPS 
– Geophysical survey equipment (Geonics EM61-MK2) and hand-held 

analog detectors 
– Manual hand tools (shovels, hand augers, etc.) 
– Mechanized equipment to assist with intrusive investigation (blast-

shielding will be used) 
– Explosive storage magazine – will be stored in a conex box onsite for 

security and discretion 
– Equipment storage (conex box) 
– Sampling supplies 
– Health and safety provisions (e.g., water, cell phone or radio, first aid 

equipment, map with hospital route, etc.) 
– Documentation (forms, logbooks, Final UFP-QAPP Work Plan, etc.) 

Remedial Investigation (cont'd) 
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Remedial Investigation (cont'd) 

DGM Platforms 

Man-Portable EM61-MK2 
(Transect survey) 

Vehicle Towed Array has been modified from the 
5-coil model above to a 3-coil model with 

updated acquisition software 
(Full coverage survey) 
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 Field Operations 

– No anticipated impacts to current use of the property 

– No anticipated impacts to the environment – coordination 
letter will be drafted and sent to the United States Fish & 
Wildlife Service for verification of no impact feedback 
received during the SI 

– No anticipated impacts to significant cultural/archeological 
features – coordination letter will be drafted and sent to 
the State Historical Preservation Office for verification of 
no impact feedback received during the SI 

Remedial Investigation (cont'd) 
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 Field Operations (cont’d) 

– Field team will take care to remove pre-existing 
dirt/vegetation from personnel and sampling equipment 
prior to use onsite and before leaving the project area 

– Field team will wear high-visibility vests in fluorescent 
colors 

– Field team will park vehicles (marked) on the side of 
roadways and walk to sampling locations 

– Notification list being generated for when intentional 
detonations will be performed 

– Buddy-system will be used at all times for safety! 

Remedial Investigation (cont'd) 
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 MC Data Analysis 
– DoD Quality Systems Manual, v5.0 

– Initial data screening using conservatively selected 
project screening levels: 

• USEPA Regional Screening Levels (RSLs) and KDHE 
risk-based standards for human health, and USEPA 
Ecological Soil Screening Levels (EcoSSLs), Oak 
Ridge National Laboratory ecological benchmark 
values, and literature-based benchmarks for 
ecological effects. 

Remedial Investigation (cont'd) 
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 RI report: 
– discuss field activities and present findings 
– present the revised CSM 
– HHRA and ERA, and MEC HA 
– make recommendations on the need for 

further action based on the anticipated
future land use 

 All data collected during the RI fieldwork
will be used to reapply the Munitions
Response Site Prioritization Protocol 
(MRSPP) for the MRS. 

Remedial Investigation Report 
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Feasibility Study, 
Proposed Plan, and 
Decision Document 
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 The key elements of the FS are to:  
– develop remedial action objectives (RAOs) and general 

response actions (GRAs), and applicable or relevant and 
appropriate requirements (ARARs); 

– screen technologies and process options applicable to the 
GRAs and eliminate those that cannot be implemented at the 
MRS; 

– assemble the selected representative technologies into 
alternatives; and, 

– evaluate and compare the alternatives using criteria 
specified in NCP 40 Code of Federal Regulations Part 
300.430(e)(9)(iii). 

An institutional analysis will be completed as part of 
reporting during the RI/FS to support land use controls 
(LUCs) contemplated during the FS. 

Feasibility Study 
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 Written in non-technical language (i.e., “plain 
language”) 

 Summarizes the alternatives studied in the FS and 
specifies the preferred alternative for the MRS. 

– Alternatively, if no unacceptable risk is identified, a No 
Further Action (NFA) PP will be prepared. 

 Will be made available for public comment. 

 Notice will be published in the local paper 
indicating that the PP is available for review and 
public comment and will provide the opportunity for 
a public meeting. 

Proposed Plan 
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 Will certify that the remedy selection process was carried out 
in accordance with CERCLA and, to the extent practicable, 
with the NCP. 

 Will specify the final RAO for the MRS to protect human 
health and the environment. 

– Alternatively, the DD may be used to document NFA for the MRS based 
on the findings of the RI/FS. 

 Will consolidate information about the MRS and the chosen 
remedy for the Administrative Record (AR) file. 

 Will include a responsiveness summary wherein all 
comments received from the public during the comment 
period on the PP will be addressed. 

– In addition, if no comments are received, this will be documented. 

Decision Document 
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Public Involvement 
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 Community Relations Plan (CRP) 
 Meetings 

– Agency 
– Stakeholder 
– Public 
– Restoration Advisory Board (RAB) 

• A RAB is not currently active for the FUDS. 
• Interest will be evaluated as part of the CRP and 

a RAB will be formed if warranted 
 Communications Tools 

– Fact Sheets, public announcements/meeting, 30-day 
public comment period for PP, MRSPP update, AR 
file/local information repository (IR) maintenance 

Public Involvement 
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Public safety is paramount 
 Risks to the community will be minimized and managed by keeping the 

community informed 

 The project will not compromise public safety 

Building public trust is a priority 
 Fostering an open and transparent approach to project objectives 

 Committed to having minimum impact on users 

Minimizing impact to local economic, recreational, and 
ecological communities 

 Maintaining a small footprint of project operations together with 
ongoing open communications and schedule updates 

Throughout the project . . . 
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Summary and 
Path Forward 
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Summary 

Remedial Investigation 
Collect DGM data and perform intrusive investigations 

Perform mag & dig survey 

Collect field samples to assess MC and evaluate risk as needed 

Combine with previous site findings 

Evaluate data and perform HHRA and ERA, and MEC HA 

Update the CSM 

Update the MRSPP 

Make recommendations for future actions and boundary revisions 

Feasibility Study 
Identify RAOs and develop, screen, and analyze remedial action alternatives 

Proposed Plan 
Recommend a preferred remedial alternative and solicit public comment 

Decision Document 
Document the selected remedial alternative in a DD as the final remedy for the MRS 
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Path Forward 

CRP – Submit to Regulators January 2016 

UFP-QAPP Work Plan – Submit to Regulators February 2016 

Regulator Review –February 2016 to March 2016 (30 calendar days) 

TPP Meeting 2 – March 2016 

Final UFP-QAPP Work Plan – April 2016 

RI Field Work – April to May 2016 

RI Report – Submit to Regulators October 2016 

FS – Submit to Regulators May 2017 

PP – Submit to Regulators November 2017 

DD – Submit to Regulators July 2018 



Open Discussion
 

RECOGNIZE — when you may have encountered a munition.
 
RETREAT — do not touch, move or disturb it, but carefully leave the area.
 
REPORT — call 911!
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