RANGE RULE ORDINANCE REMEDIATION

Background:  Last fall the DUSD withdrew the proposed Range Rule Regulations.  This rule, as constructed, was intended to address only closing, closed, or transferred ranges.  The withdrawal of the Rule was principally done because there were significant unresolved concerns raised by both the USEPA and states as to the adequacy and acceptability of the requirements contained in the proposed Rule.   Withdrawal of the Rule would allow for additional discussion to occur between all parties prior to resubmitting the Rule for adoption.

Status:  What direction, at this time is each Service providing to the installations which have to address ordinance issues on ranges?

     The Defense Appropriations Act (DAA) of 2000 contained a requirement that each service evaluate it’s ranges and come up with a cost estimate to clean up it’s ranges which included the active ranges.  These estimates were required to be submitted in time to be evaluated as part of the president's budget submittal for FY 2002.  

     In Nevada although both Navy and Air Force ranges are active installations they are withdrawn public (BLM) lands. (I believe the Goldwater Range in AZ is in the same category)    The withdrawal legislation, which was contained in the DAA of 2000, required the services to evaluate these ranges and identify the costs to clean up all existing as well as historic contamination which includes all ordinance as well as other wastes.  The 3+ million acre Nellis range has been active for over 50 years.  

Impact:  It is recognized that existing technology is only capable of addressing surface and near surface characterization of sites and even this technology was not really intended for use to characterize thousands/millions of acres of impacted lands.      

     How is each service addressing the range ordinance issue, particularly the large unknown factors from historic activities?  

     For active ranges will they be combining impacts from ongoing activities with historic impacts therefore all actions become an existing O&M responsibility?  

     Will they be separating existing from historic with impacts from historic actions being undertaken through DERP?

     Because ordinance impacts will have to be addressed what if any modification are/have been proposed to existing protocols that will enable impacts from present to be better tracked documented?
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