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HUNTERS POINT SIIIPYARD
RESTORATTON ADVISORY BOARD (RAB) - MEETING AGENDA

THURSDAY,25 MARCIJzOO4

DaylDate:
Thursday - 25 March 2004

Time:
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Location:
Dago Mary's Restaurant
Hunters Point ShiPYard
Building # 916
San Francisco

Facilitator: Marsha Pendergrass _

Time To
6:00 p.m. - 6:05 p.m. Welcome/lnhoductions/Agenda Review

6:05 p.m. - 6:15 p.m. Approval of Meeting Minutes from 26 February
2004 RAB Meeting
. Action Items

Navy Announcements

Community Co-chair ReporVOther Announcements

6:20 p.m. - 6:35 p.m. Subcommittee Reports

6:35 p.m: - 6:55 p.m. Update on Cleanup Projects for Dry Dock 4 and
Parcel E Shoreline

Leader
Marsha Pendergrass
Facilitator

Marsha Pendergrass

Keith Forman
Navy Co'chair

Lynne Brown
Community Co-chair

Subcommittee Leaders

Jose Payne
Nwy

Marsha Pendergrass

Marsha Pendergrass

6:55 p.m. - 7:05 p.m. BREAK

7:05 p.m. - 7:35 p.m. Parcel E Removal Actions at Metal Debris Reef and Jose Payne
Metal Slae Area Pat Brooks

7:35- 7:50 Parcel A and the Finding of Suitability for Transfer Keith Forman
(FOST) Pat Brooks

7:50 p.m. -  8:00 p.m.

8:00 p.m.

HPS web site:

RAB Navy Contact:

Future Agenda Topics/ Open Question & Answer

Adjournment

Mr" Keith Forman (619) 532-0913 or (415) 308-1458



P U B L I C  N O T I C E
H U N T E R S  P O I N T  S H I P Y A R D

Restoration Advisory Board Meeting
' ) a a

6:O0 P.u. - 8:OO P.u-
Thursday, March 25, 2OO4
Dago Mary's Restaurant

Hunters Point Shipyard, Building #9L6
San Francisco

The Restoration Advisory Board (RAB) is composed of
concerned citizens and government representatives invoived

in the environmental cleanup program at Hunters Point

Shipyard. Community participation and input is important

and appreciated. The purpose of this meeting is to present

the community with the current status and future cleanup

scheduie for Hunters Point Shipyard and to address the

concerns of the entire communitY.

The interested public is welcotle!
o o o

For more information about this meeting and the h "stallation
Restoration Program at Hunters Point Sttipgard, please contact:

Mr. Keith Forman, BRAC Environmental Coordinator
Southwest Division Naval Facilities Engineering Command
1230 Columbia Street, Suite 1100, San Diego, CA 92i01

(619) 532-0913 or  (415)  308-1458
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HUNTERS POINT SHIPYARD

RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD MEETING MINUTES

26 F'EBRUARY 2OO4

4 These minutes summarize the discussions and presentations from the Restoration Advisory
5 Board (RAB) meeting held from 6:05 p.tvt. to l:35 e.vt., Thursday,26 February 2004 at Dago
6 Mary's Restaurant (Building #916 at the Shipyard). A verbatim transcript was also prepared for
1 the meeting and is available in the Information Repository for Hunters Point Shipyard (HPS) and
8 on the Internet at www.efdsw.navfac.navy.mil/Environmentaf/HuntersPoint.htm The list of
9 agenda topics ir achment B

l0 includes action items that were requested andlor committed to by RAB members during the
1l meeting.

12 AGENDA TOPICS:
13 1) Welcome/Introductions/AgendaReview
14 2) Approval of Meeting Minutes from22January 2004 RAB Meeting
15 3) Subcommittee Reports
16 4) Presentation of Draft Final Historical Radiological Assessment
17 5) Future Agenda Topics/Open Question & Answer
18 6) Adjournment

MEETING HANDOUTS:
. Agenda for 26 February 2004 RAB
o Meeting/I4inutes fromZ2 January 2004 RAB Meeting

} Includes: Action Items from22 January 2004 RAB Meeting; and
F Table 1, RAB Roll-Call Sheet

o Monthly Progress Report, January and February 2004
o PowerPoint Presentation, NAVSEA - HRA Update, 26 February 2004
r Meeting Minutes, Membership/Bylaws & Community Outoeach Subcommittee, 10 February 2004
' NAVFAC, Fact Sheet No. 5, Historical Radiological Assessment,2004 February
I Flyer, NAVFAC, Business Contracting Expo - Opportunities at Hunters Point Shipyard,

27 March2004

Welcome / Introductions / Agenda and Meetins Minutes Review

31 Jackie Wright, facilitator, called the meeting to order at 6:05 p.M. All in attendance made
32 self-introductions. Ms. Wright began the meeting and asked if there were any changes to the
33 agenda; of which there were none. Ms. Wright called for a motion to approve the meeting
34 minutes and the minutes were approved with no revisions.

Ms. Wright reviewed the Action items contained in the January minutes and asked for a status of
each item. Regarding the question about additional bonding for radioactive waste hauling, Jesse
Mason, RAB member, replied that he could not recall receiving any information from the Navy.
Ms. Wright stated that question will carry-over to the March RAB meeting. The remaining action
items were expected to be resolved later in the meeting.
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1 Nary and Communitv Co-chair Reports/Other Announcements

2 Keith Forman, Navy RAB Co-chair, announced that the Navy has recently prepared a fact sheet

3 that discusses that the Historical Radiological Assessment (HRA) is available for public review.

4 He said copies are available as a handout in the back of the room.

5 He also announced a number of upcoming meetings that the Navy will be putting on in the

6 following few weeks. The first of the public meetings will be on the Parcel D Time-Critical

7 Removal Action (TCRA) Action Memorandum. The meeting will be at 6:30 P.M. on Tuesday,

8 March 9, at Dago Mary's. An Historical Radiological Assessment Information Day will be held

9 from 11:00 e,rra. to 3:00 p.M. on Saturday, March 20,at the E.P. Mills Auditorium" Navy and

l0 RASO personnel will be in attendance to answer questions from the community. Lastly,

l l Mr. Forman said the Navy will host a Business Contracting Expo to provide an opportunity for

12 local businesses to meet with Navy representatives and Navy contractors and leam about the

13 available contracts on the base. The Small Business Administration (SBA) and Young

14 Community Developers (YCD) will also be present to talk about employment opportunities. The

t5 Business Contracting Expo will be held from 10:30 A.M. to 3:30 p.la, on Saturday, March 27, at

16 the E.P. Mills Auditorium.

17 Lynne Brown, RAB Community Co-Chair, had no arurouncements'

18 Reminder: The next RAB meeting will be held from 6:00 to 8:00 r.u., Thursday evening,

19 25 March 2004 atDago Mary's Restaurant, Building #916 on the Shipyard.

20 SubcommitteeUpdptes

2l Economic Development Subcommittee (Maurice Campbell. Leader)

Maurice Campbell, RAB member, encouraged people to come to the Business Contracting Expo.

Regarding the last subcommittee meeting, Mr. Campbell said that most of the prime contractors

are trying to do as much business locally as possible and the subcommittee will be monitoring
the results. He also said that new contracts specify doing business locally.

26 Mr. Campbell said the next meeting of the subcommittee will be at2:30 P.M., March 9th, at the

21 Anna Waden Library.

28 Technical Review Subcommittee (Lea Loizos. Leader)

29 Lea Loizos, RAB member, said that the last meeting was very informal and no meeting minutes

30 were prepared. The discussion mainly focused on a groundwater monitoring plan and on
3 i reviewing the use of the Administrative Record. There were two questions for the Navy that

32 came out of the subcommittee meeting. Ms. Loizos asked when the data from the most recent

33 sampling event on Parcel F will be made available. Mr. Forman replied that he did not know but

34 would look into it. Ms. Loizos also asked that sampling be done in an area on Parcel E where

35 pumps overflow. Ms. Loizos was unsure of the building number but said that in the past some

36 requests were made to have the area sampled for residual contamination and asked if sampling

37 was ever conducted in that area. Mr. Forman replied that it had.

Ms. Loizos said that the Technical Review Subcommittee will meet at 6:00 p.tr,t., March l6'n, at

the Community Window on the Shipyard, 4634 Third Street.

Ad-Hoc Radiological Subcommittee (Ahimsa Sumchai. Leader)

4l Ahimsa Sumchai, RAB member, announced that she would resume responsibility as leader of
42 the subcommittee. She said she would like to coordinate the next subcommittee meeting to
43 coincide with the Navy's Historical Radiological Assessment Information Day. Mr. Forman

a a
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I agreed that the two events should coincide in order to best take advantage of the presence of so
2 many Navy, RASO, and contractor representatives who will be in attendance.

3 The Radiological Subcommittee will meet from i 1:00 A.M. to 3:00 p.rra. on Saturday, March 20ft,
4 at the E.P. Mills Auditorium.

5 Melqbership. Bylaws & Community Outreach Subcommittee (Melita Rines. interim leader)

6 Melita Rines, RAB member, gave the report for the Membership, Bylaws and Community
7 Outreach Subcommittee and said handouts are available. She said Don Capobres from the San
8 Francisco Redevelopment Agency (SFRA) is still awaiting the term-sheet from the San
9 Francisco Police Department (SFPD). Ms. Rines said the subcommittee will not have an

l0 opportunity to review the term-sheet until later.

1l Ms. Rines said that three RAB members are hereby removed from the RAB due to excessive
12 absences - Hany Shin, James Morrison, and Helen Jackson. A letter will be mailed informing
13 the former RAB members of the determination. She said the former RAB members will be
14 encouraged to re-apply to the RAB.

15 The next meeting of the Membership & Bylaws Subcommittee will be 6:30 p.M., March l0th, at
16 the Anna Waden Branch Library.

l'1 Break called at 6:30 P.M. Ms. Wright called the meeting back to order at 6:40 p.rra.

l8 Presentation of Draft Final Historical Radiological Assessment

19 Commander Lino Fragoso, Navy Radiological Affairs Support Office (RASO), said he will be
20 giving tonight's presentation since Laurie Lowman, who was scheduled per the agenda, had a
2I family emergency and could not make the RAB meeting. He added that Ms. Lowman is planning
22 to attend the March 20th, Historical Radiological Assessment Information Day.

23 CDR Fragoso began his presentation and said the draft Final HRA has just been released. He
24 said the draft Final HRA is the result of extensive research including review of federal and
25 private archives totaling over 5,000 documents. The presentation covered the 10 main sections of
26 the HRA, and CDR Fragoso touched on each of the 10 sections. He compared the draft Final
2'1 HRA to the first draft of the HRA which was released in March 2002. The first draft took RASO
28 approximately 2 months to prepare using RASO archives, and included 83 references.
29 CDR Fragoso said the draft Final HRA took 14 months to prepare, reviewing over 5,000
30 documents from 14 archive locations, and contains some 340 references. Thirty four in-depth
31 personal interviews were conducted for the draft Final HRA compared to 13 in the first draft.
32 Finally, CDR Fragoso said the draft Final HRA identified 90 impacted sites compared to 13 in
33 the first draft HRA.

34 CDR Fragoso spent some time explaining the meaning of "impacted" as used in the HRA. He
35 explained that sites termed "impacted" are not necessarily radiologically contaminated. He said
36 that unlike CERCLA clean-ups where the term "impacted" implies some level of chemical
37 contamination, under the definition of the Department of Energy and the Nuclear Regulatory
38 . Commission, "impacted" is a radiological term that only means a site has potential for
39 radiological contamination based on historical information. It does not mean that it is
40 contaminated, only that it has the potential.

4l CDR Fragoso then briefly summarized the locations of the 90 impacted sites:. 4 in Parcel A,14
42  inParce lB ,12  i nParce l  C ,17  i nParce lD ,33  i nParce l  E ,2 inParce lF ,  l  o f f -base fac i l i t y ,3
43 basewide sites, and 4 sites that are Formerly Utilized Defense Sites (FUDS). He said he would
44 discuss some of the sites tonisht but all of them are discussed in detail in the draft Final HRA.
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I He spent some time highlighting a few buildings from each Parcel. He also explained the
2 basewide sites as primarily those, such as the storm drain system and the sanitary sewer system,
3 that cross parcel boundaries and therefore exist in more than one Parcel. CDR Fragoso also
4 explained that the FUDS sites are operated by the Army Corps of Engineers and are no longer
5 owned by the Navy.

6 CDR Fragoso then presented some of the information from Section 8 of the HRA, which he said
7 is entitled "Findings and Recommendations". He explained that the section contains an overview
8 of each impacted site, presents a history of the site and associated site assessments, and
9 concludes with recommended actions. Also the potentially contaminated media (water,

10 groundwater, or soil) and potential migration pathways are discussed. CDR Fragoso said that of
11 the 90 identified impacted sites, the Findings state that 17 are considered "known", 32 are listed
12 as "likely" contaminated places, and 41 are listed as "unlikely".

13 The next step for the impacted sites, under the Recommendations, includes a scoping survey to
14 determine if there is any contamination, identi$ the radionuclides, and the general levels and
15 extent of contamination. If the scoping survey confirms contamination, a second survey, called a
16 characterization survey, will determine the full extent of the contamination of the radionuclides.
17 The results are used to select the appropriate remediation technology. The HRA does not include
18 a discussion of the kinds of techniques used for remediation. CDR Fragoso said those will be
19 evaluated in a different document and.on a case-by-case basis.

20 CDR Fragoso said that at the conclusion of remediation activities for a particular site, the Navy
2l wiil conduct a final status survey to confirm that the site meets curent release criteria. The
22 criteria for this is called the Multi-agency Radiological Survey and Site Investigation Manual
23 (MARSSIM) protocol. CDR Fragoso said the status of the 90 impacted sites are as follows: 2
24 are no further action, 34 are recommended for scoping surveys, 20 are recommended for
25 characterization surveys, 5 are recommended for remediation, 1 for final status survey, and 28
26 are recommended for free release pending the final review.

27 CDR Fragoso concluded his presentation saying that historical research reveals there is only low
28 level of contamination at the Shipyard and no evidence has been found of contamination
29 migrating off of the Shipyard. The HRA further concludes that that Shipyard tenants, the
30 community, and the environment are not at risk from previous radiological activities at the
31 Shipyard. The distribution of the draft Final HRA began on February 25'h, and given the size of
32 the document, at approximately 800 pages, it is likely that the 60-day review period may be
33 extended to allow for regulatory and public comment.

34 Ms. Wright opened the floor for questions from the RAB. Georgia Oliva, RAB member, asked
35 for clarification on the status of Building 103. Consulting the presentation notes, CDR Fragoso
36 said it has been through the scoping survey. Ms. Oliva asked about the results of the scoping
37 suvey. Answering on behalf of CDR Fragoso and RASO, Bill Haney, consultant from New
38 World Environmental, replied that no studio spaces were contaminated. The contamination was
39 limited to some residual, low-level Cesium-l37 contamination in the drain lines and traps"
40 CDR Fragoso added that the health effects to artists in the studios would be so minimal that there
41 would not be any physical effects.

Ray Tompkins, RAB member, asked if unrestricted use meant an area was safe for residential
reuse, particularly for children. CDR Fragoso replied that there would be no health effects from
playing in those areas. Mr. Tompkins asked about the extent of contamination in the sanitary
sewer and if the entire system would need to be removed. CDR Fragoso replied that
contamination has only been identified in a few isolated locations but to be on the safe side, the
whole system is considered impacted.

A ^ ,
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I Dr. Sumchai commented on the Navy's efforts to transfer Parcel A and the impacts that the HRA
2 has on that transfer. She said Buildings 813 and 819 are identified in the HRA as "impacted" and
3 past history suggests that contamination is present in those buildings. Dr. Sumchai said the Navy
4 is revising the Parcel A boundary to exclude these buildings to remove any potential impact to
5 Parcel A. She said the issue needs to be resolved since it relates very closely to the Parcel A
6 Finding of Suitability to Transfer (FOST). Mr. Forman replied that he and she should talk after
7 the RAB meeting and clarify the FOST deadline. Dr. Sumchai said that it appears to her that the
8 Navy is attempting to proceed with transferring Parcel A in the face of mounting evidence that it
9 is contaminated. She said the Parcel A Record of Decision (ROD) should be legally thrown out

l0 and Parcel A should be re-evaluated.

I 1 Keith Tisdell, RAB member, asked if the levels of radiological contamination were safe even for
12 people with depressed immune systems. CDR Fragoso restated that none of the levels that have
13 been found are considered health threatening

14 J.R. Manual, RAB member, asked if the impacted sites are in areas that are zoned for residential
15 or industrial land use. He added that it seems a lot of the discussion is surrounding residential-
16 type reuse of these areas. CDR Fragoso replied that the release criteria cleanup levels are
l7 established by the state regulators. The release standards are independent of residential or
l8 industrial reuse.

19 Ms. Wrigh,t closed the question and answer period for the presentation and opened the floor to
20 final comments. Dr. Sumchai made a motion to request an extension for the public comment
2l period on the Parcel A FOST until2T April 2004. The motion was approved by the RAB.

22 Mr. Campbell asked for an update on the resolution of Building 815, which is a FUDS site.
23 CDR Fragoso replied that he would try to make that information available at the next RAB
24 meeting.

25 Future Asenda Topics

26 Aside from the standard agenda topics and subcommittee updates, no new agenda topics were
27 proposed for the March RAB meeting.

28 OtherDiscussions/Tonics

29 The following items were also discussed at the RAB meeting. A verbatim account of these
30 discussions is included in the Information Repository for HPS and may also be found on the HPS
31 web page ?t  www.efdsw.navfac.nav:v.mi l - ,y 'Envi ronmental /HuntersPoint .htm

32 . Mr. Manual proposed preparing some form of a Get Well gesture for Laurie and Dick
33 Lowman on behalf of the entire RAB. The concept was approved by the RAB and a
34 number of ideas were brought up during discussion, including asking the Shipyard artists
35 to prepare something.to asking Mr. Forman or ITSI to send flowers. No agreement was
36 reached on what the Get Well sentiment should be.

37 . The RAB approved a motion to request an extension for the public comment period on
38 the Parcel A FOST wttll2T April2004.

39 o Ms. Write announced that Marsha Pendergrass, Pendergrass & Associates, will retum to
40 facilitate the March meeting.

41 There were no further announcements. The meeting was adjoumed at 7:35 p.m.
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l
Reminder: The next RAB meeting will be held from 6:00 to 8:00 r.vr., Thursday evening,

25 March 2004 at Dago Mary's Restaurant, Building #916 on the Shipyard.
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ATTACHMENT A
26 FEBRUARY 2OO4 - RAB MEETING

LIST OF ATTENDEES

Name Association
l. Christine M. Niccoli Niccoli Reportine. court reDorter
2. Jackie Wrisht Pendersrass & Associates
3. Keith Forman Navy, RAB Co-chair
4. Lino Frasoso Navv Radiolosical Affairs
5. Lee Saunders Navv. Public Affairs Office (PAO)
6. Lynne Brown RAB Communitv Co-chair. Communities for a Better Environment, CFC
7. Lani Asher RAB member. Communities for a Better Environment. CFC
8. Andrew Bozeman Alt for RAB member Marie Harrison
9. Maurice Camobell RAB member. BDI. CFC. New California Media
10. Charles Dacus RAB member. R.O.S.E.S.
I l. Mitsuyo Hasesawa RAB member. JRM Associates
12. Lisa Laulu RAB member. A.I.G.A. I
13. Lea Loizos RAB member. ARC Ecology
14. Kevyn Lutton RAB member. resident
15. J.R. Manual RAB member. JRM Associates
16. Georeia Oliva RAB member. CBE. CCA member
17. Melita Rines RAB member. India Basin Neiehborhood Association
18. Sam Riplev RAB member. A.LG.A. I
19. Ahimsa Sumchai RAB member. BVHP Health and Environmental Resource Center
20. Keith Tisdell RAB member. resident
21. Raymond Tompkins RAB member, BVHP Coalition on the Environment
22. Lellani Wrisht RAB member. JRM Associates
23. Amv Brownell RAB member, SF Dept of Public Health
24. Jackie Lane RAB member. US EPA
25. Julie Menack RAB member. SF Regional Water Qualitv Control Board
26. Michael Work RAB member. US EPA
27. Arvind Acharva Innovative Technical Solutions. Inc
28. Amv Brooks CFC
29. Don Caoobres San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
30. Francisco Da Costa Environmental Justice Advocacv
31. Darvl Delons New World Environmental. Inc.
32. Beniamin Feick Waste Solutions Group
33. William Hanev New World Environmental. Inc.
34. Chris Hanif Young Communitv DeveloDers ryCD)
35. Carolvn Hunter Tetra Tech EM Inc
36. Ronald Keichline lnnovative Technical Solutions. Inc
37. SherlinaNaseer Literacy for Environmental Justice
38. Danielle Pacifico-Cosan Office of Coneresswoman Nancv Pelosi
39.John Polvak New World Environmental. Inc.
40. Dennis Robinson Shaw Environmental & Infrastructure. Inc
41. David Rogers Mendelian Construction
42. Ranon Ross SF Brown Bombers
43. Clifton J. Smith CJ Smith and Assonates, Eagle Environmental Construction
44. Derek Smith Mari nship Construction
45. Glenn Starr Tetra Tech Foster Wheeler
46. Karen Stearns Sineer Associates
47. David Terzian The Point
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48. Allison Turner Katz & Associates
49. Julia Vetromile Tetra Tech EM Inc.
50. Olin Webb BVHP Communiff Advocates

51. Jason Webster Shiovard Artist
52. Peter Wilsev SF Deot of Public Health

53. Steohanie Yow Office of Coneresswoman Nancy Pelosi
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ATTACI{MBNT I}
26FBBRUARY 2A04. RAB MEETING

ACTION ITEMS

Action Item Due Date Person/AgencY
Committing to

Action Item

Resolution Status
Item
No.

Carry-,)ver Iterns

Navy to provide informatiotl to Jesse Mason regarding

addiiionat bonding/radio active waste hauling certifications, if

any.

March RAB Navy

New Items

March RAB Navy/K. Forman
I
I

Expected availability of data from the most recent sampling

done on Parcel F to be provided to Lea Loizos'

March RAB Navy2.
Mr. Campbell asked for an update on the resolution of

Building 815, which is a FUDS site.
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3 ToM LANpHen - California Deoartment of Toxic Substances
+ Control (DTSC)
s LEA.L]IZ]S - Arc Ecology
6 KEVYN D. LUTTON. Resident
7 J. R. MANUEL - JRM Associates, India Basin resident
8 ALLEN NUNLEY JR. - Business owner, resident
9 GEoRGIA oLIVA - Communities for a Better Environment

10 (csPl, ccA member
11 KAREN c. pIERcE - Bayview Advocates, Bayview-Hunrers
12 Point Democratic Club, svHp Health & Environmental
13 Assessment Program, ueRl
14 JAMES D. PONTON - San Francisco Bay Regional Water
15 Quality Control Board
16 MELITA RINES - India Basin Neighborhood Association
17 AHINISA poRTER suMcHAI - Bayview-Hunters Point Health &
18 Environmental Resource Center (Ilpnc)
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4 Associates
5 co-cHArRS: KErTH FORMAN - United States Navy SWDIV
6
7

8

9

10
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1 2
13 LANI ASHER - Communities for a Better Environment (ceD,
t4 Comnunity First Coalition (CFC)
15 AMY BRowNELL - San Francisco Department of Public Heaith
i6 BARBARA BUSHNELL - Residents Of the southeast Sector
17 (R.O.S.E.S.).  Si lverview Terrace Homeowners
18 Association, resident
i9 MAURICE cAMeBELL - Business Development, Inc. (enD;
20 Citizens Advisory Committee, Community First Coalition
21 (crc); New California Media; NEw BAYVIEw NEwspApER
22 CHARLES L. DACUS, SR. - Hunters Point resident,
23 Residents of tire Southeast Sector (R.O.S.E.S.)
24 MITSUYO HASEGAWA - JRM ASSOCiATES
2s /ll 

Pas.eZ

1 OTHERATTENDEES

2

3 ARVIND ACHARYA - Innovative Technical Solutions. Inc.

4 ( r .T.s . I . )
5 MICHAEL E. BOYD - CARE
6 ANDREW L. BOZEMAN - Southeast Sectol Community
7 Development Corporation
8 ROSS BRAVER
9 PATRICK BRooKs - United States Navy

10 PATRICIA BRowN - Shipyard artist
11 A.DoN cApoBREs - San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
12 LINDA CARLSEN - Bayview-Hunters Point
13 FRANCISCo DA cosrA - Environmental Justice Advocacy
14 BENJAMIN FEICK - Waste Solutions Grolp (wscl
15 MIGUEL GALARzA - Yerba Buena Engineering & Construction
16 Inc.
17 CHRIS HANIF - Young Comrnunity Deveiopers (vco)

18 CAROLYN HUNTER - Tetra Teclr CU Inc.
19 RONALD wM. KEICHLINE - Innovative Technical Soiutions,
20 Inc. ( I .T.S.I .)
21 DENNIS KELLY - Tetra Tecir PM Inc.
22LAU KITIONA
23 FIRDDY LAU. M.A.I .T.
24 FREDDY LIU - ETA
25 QUIJUAN MALooF - Pendergrass & Associates
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t clearly so that our reporter can capture your name and

2 your affiliation for the record"
s So let's start with Ron over there. I
4 MR. KEICHLINE: Ronald Keichline, I.T.S.I., \

5 comrnunity relations.
6 MR. MALooF: Quijuan lt4aloof, Pendergrass &

7 Associates.
8 MS. RINES: Melita Rines, India Basin
g Neishborhood Association.

t0 MS. BUSHNELL: Barbara Bushneil, Silverview

t1 Terrace Homeowners Association, R.O.S.E.S.

tz MR. DACUS: Charles L. Dacus, Sr. ,  R"O.S.E.S.

13 MR. NUNLEY: Allen Nunley, business owner,

t4 resident.
15 N,{S. PENDERGRASS: I',Il l sorry. can you say tirat

to asain?
MR. NUNLEY: Allen NunleY.
MS. PENDERGRASS: Thaiik You, sir.
MR. LANPHAR: Tom Lanphar, Department of Toxic

20 Substances Controi.
MS. PENDERGRASS: Welcorne.

22 MR. PoNToN: I'm Jim Ponton. I'm with Regional

23 Water Quality Control Board. I'll be your new Water

24Board project manager for the site. Thank )'ou.
25 MS. PENDERGRASS: Thank You.

OTHER ATTENDEES iCONt.] :

3 DEBRA MOORE - Innovative Tecl-lnicai Solutioits, Inc.
+  ( L T . S  I . )
5 JAMES N4ORRISON - EnviroruIental Technology

6 SHERLINA NAGEER -Literacy for Environmental Justice

7 (LEJ)
8 ALBERT PATTERSON
9 JOSE PAYNE - United States Navy (guest speaker)

10 DENNIS M" ROBiNSON - Shaw Environmental &

11 Infrastructure, Inc.
12LEEH. SAUNDERS - united states Navy

13 MATTHEW L. sHAPs, esq. - Paui Hastings LLP for Lennar

14 CLIFTON J. SMITH - C.J. Srnith & Associates, Eagle

15 Environilentai Construction
16 suE ELLEN SMITH - Morgan Heights Homeowners Association

17 GLENN STARR - TEtTA TCCh NW.INC.
18 PETER STROGANOFF - United States Navy ROICC Office

19 DAVID TERZIAN - TITC POiTTt
20 WINNiE TRAN
21 ALLiSON TURNER -Katz & Associates
22 STACIE WISSLER - CDMiKIEiNfEIdET
23 sTEFANIE vow - Office of Congresswoman Nancy Pelosi

24 ---ooo- -
Page 5
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1 1
t2

1 SAN FRANCiSCO, CALIFORNIA, TIIURSDAY, MARCH 25'2004

2 6 :04  P.M.
3 ---oOo---

4 MS. PENDERGRASS: Let's start the meeting.

s Okay. The RAB meeting is now in order. This

6 is the Hunters Point Shipyard Restoration Advisory Board

z meeting agenda and meeting for Thursday, the 25th of

8 March.
9 MR. FoRMAN: We have got to quiet --

1 MR. woRK: Michael Work, U.S. ePe" I

2 MS. PENDERGRASS: Thank You.
3 MR. BRooKS: Pat Brooks, Navy Lead Rernedial

+ Project Manager.
5 MR. FoRMAN: Keith Forman, BRAC Environmental) MK. |UKIVT,\I\: r\slLrl rurul4l,., Dl(f\L

6 Coordinator and the Navy cotlmunity -- ot' Navy co-c)rair

z for the nae.
8 Ms. OLIVA: Georgia Oliva, Shipyard artist.

9 MR. CAMPBELL: Maurice Campbell, Community

r0 First Coali- -- Coalition and the Citizens Advisory

ll Committee.
t2 MS. PIERCE: Karen Pierce, Bayview-Hunters

tl Point Dernocratic Club --
l t , t MS. MOORE: Debra --

15 MS. PIERCE: -- and Uee.p.
L6 Ms. MooRE: Debra Moore, community reiations

17 coordinator.
18 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. Thar,k you.

19 So do we have a quorum?

ZO MR. KEICHLINE: WE dO"
zl MS. PENDERGRASS: We do. All right. Very

zz good. Then we'll move forward with introducing the

23 audience at this time.
24 Let's start right over here.
25 MR. ROBINSON: Dennis Robinson, Shaw

P r o a  R

Thank you; Ron.
MS. PENDERGRASS: Thank You.
MR. FORMAN: Yeah, we've got to quiet the

i3 restaurant down.
l 4
1 5
I O

MS. PENDERGRASS: A11 right.
MR. FORMAN: e little boisterous.
MS. PENDERGRASS: We're starting a little late

2 I

22

MS. PENDERGRASS: VOIUNTEET fill-iN.

So we're going to get started. First, as we

u tonight. Let the minutes reflect that our co-chair --

18 comrnunity co-chair is not present, and we hat'e a

te fii l-in.
20 MR. FORI4AN: Fi11-in?

2: always do, is our custom, is get everybody who's at the

zq table.
zs And speak very loudly, speak slowly, speak

Paee 6
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1Environmental .
2 MS. TURNER: Allison Turner, Katz & Associates.
3 MR. STARR: Glenn Starr, Tetra Tech nw.
4 MR. PAYNE: Jose Payne, Navy RPM.
5 MR. SMITH: Clifton Smith, Eagle Environmental.
6 THEREPORTER: I'm sorry. I didn't hearyou.
7 MR. SMITH: Clifton Srnith, Eagle Environmental.
8 MS. LoZoS: Hi. Lea Loizos, Arc Ecology.
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: YES, SiT.

10 MR. GALARZA: Misuel Galarua. Yerba Buena
t  1  F . r r o i ncc r i no

12 MS. PENDERGRASS: AII right. Thank you.
13 Ma'am?
14 MS. WISSLER: Stacie Wissler, Kleinfelder.
15 MS. PENDERGRASS: Can you say that again?
16 MS. wIssLER: Stacie Wissler, Kleinfelder.
L7 Ms. PENDERGRAss: Tirank you.
18 MR. KELLY: Dennis Kelly, Tetra Tech.
19 MR. STROGANOFF: Peter Stroganoff, Navy ROICC
zo Office.
21 MS. PENDERGRASS: Peter Stroganoff?
22 MR. STROGANOFF: YCS.
23 MR. HANIF: Chris Hanif, Young Cornrnunity
2+ Developers.

Pase 9
25 MS. PENDERGRASS: CIrriS _

1 MS. BUSHNELL: I abstain because I wasn't irere.
2 MS. PENDERGRASS: AII right. We have one
3 abstention. So the ayes carry, and we irave approrred the
4 minutes. Thank you very rnuch.
5 All right. And let's talk about a little
6 loose-end items that we have just hanging around. Where
7 are those little goodies? Ah. Action iterns. We had
8 carry-over items. They carried over to today.
s The first, Navy was to provide information to

10 Jesse Mason regarding additional bonding/radioactive
11 waste-hauling certifications, if any.
12 MR. CAMPBELL: We -- we covered some of those
i3 items in the Economic Committee meeting, and there's
t+ going to be some future discussion that's going to be at
ts the Economic Com:littee meeting report.
16 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. So can we move this
17 carry-over itern to your subcommittee --

18 MR. CAMPBELL: SUTE.
19 MS. PENDERGRASS: -- and off of the Action Item
20 list?
21, MR. CAMPBELL: SUrE"
22 MS. PENDERGRASS: Thank you so much. That's
zl stricken and completed.
24 Okay. We have a new item. "Expected

zs availability of data from the most recent sampling done
Pase 11

1 MR. HANIF: - Hanif.
2 MS" PENDERGRASS: Yes, ma'am.
3 DR. SUMCHAI: AhimSA SUMChAi, RAB.
4 Ms. PENDERGRASS: All right. Very good. Let's
5 move right along, then. Anybody got probiems with
6 today's agenda? Speak now or forever hold your peace.
r We have an agenda for tonight. Very good.
8 Let's talk about the approval of the minutes.
I Has everybody had a chance to review these minutes? I

10 want you all to look at these carefuily. They are all
tt printed on white paper, black words, very nicely done.
12 Has everybody seen these? Anybody have any question
t: about these? any comrne:rts?
14 All right. I guess what we need riow is a -- is
15 a motion to approve the minutes.
16 MS. OLIVA: Like to present a motion to approve
17 tire minutes.
18 MS. PIERCE: SECONd.
19 MS. PENDERGRASS: We irave a second on that.
zo Ail in favor of approving the minutes from the 26th of
zi February ,2004, RAB meeting, please say, "Aye. "

22 THEBOARD: Aye.
23 Ms" PENDERGRASS: Those opposed?
24 (No verbal response elicited.)
25 MS. PENDERGRASS: Any abstentions?

Page 10

I on Parcel F to be provided to Lea. "
2 MR. FORMAN: Yeah. Yes"
3 And we discussed tl'rat at the BRAC cleanup team
+ meeting briefly, and the date for that will be JJne lst,
5 2004. And the document will be Draft Final Validation
6 Study, and all the new data will be in a separate
z appendix at rhe back of the document.
8 MS. LOZOS: Thanks.
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: Lea, does that satisfy that

10 action item?
11 MS. LoZoS: Yeah. Thank you.
12 MS. PENDERGRASS: Thank you very much. That
13 was compieted as well.
14 New Iten No. 2: N4r. Campbell asked for an
15 update on the resolution of Building 815. which is a
t6  F .U.D.S.  s i te .
17 Who was handling tirat, Mr. Campbell?
18 MR. CAMPBELL: Who's what?
19 MS. PENDERGRASS: Who was irandling that? It
20 says the person that - that was supposed_ to do it was
21 the Navy, but who - did you all talk about tl,at?
zz MR. CAMPBELL: NO, we didn't. There's been no
z: discussion since that took place.
24 We wanted to find out actually on tire --

25 MS. PENDER.GRASS: In the minutes, I wasn't
Page 12
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1 MR. CAMPBELL: YES"
2 MS. PENDERGRASS: OkaY" Ver,v well.
r So we don't have any rnore action items. We
4 have disposed of those at tiris tirne.
s Moving along with tire agenda, the next thing on
6 the agenda is for our Navy co-chair, Mr. Forman, to make
T his announcements
8 Arrytiring 1'6u have io saY?
9 MR. FoRMAN: Yes, I do.

10 First of all, I want to thank everybody who
11 came out last Saturday to the HRA, tlie Historicai
tz Radiological Assessment Information Day. We held it
13 from l1:00 to 3:00 at the E. P" Mills facility. We had
14 14 members of the community show up, and I waut to thank
i5 everybody who made the time to come out there and to
16 question us aird to learn more about the document. We
lz really appreciate that.
18 Unfortunately for the HRA Information Day,
19 Laurie Lowman from R,cso, Radiological Affairs Support
zo Office, was not able to rnake it. That was because Dick
21 Lowman, her husband, is not reaily feeling well at all.
22 And recentiy ire's had a dorvn -- a further downturn in

23 his health. and she needed to be there with hirn.
24 She wanted to send her apologies for that and
zs to tell you that she will be back wiren things are 15

1 clear --

2 MR. CAMPBELL: YEAh"
3 MS. PENDERGRASS: -- exactly --

4 MR. CAMPBELL: Well --

5 MS. PENDERGRASS: -- wllo was supposed to do
6 that.
7 MR. CAMPBELL: TITETE'S SOrnE FUDS SitCS
8 turnover, and I guess part of that's going to be
g addressed in the HRA. But we specifically wanted to

10 find out about BL5 because there was some questions

11 since 2000 --

12 MS. PENDERGRASS: Who did you -- wiro did you

13 envision that information come from?
14 MR" CAMPBELL: Well, it would have to coine frotl

ts tire Navy, one. Two, ir would have to come --

16 MS. PENDERGRASS: WhO fTONT thc NAVY?
t't MR. CAMPBELL: Probably RASO, Radiological
ts Affairs Support Office.
1,9 MS. PENDERGRASS: so at this pOint, then, what

20 we need to do is let's be a little bir more specific
t with that.

Do you understand what he's asking, Mr. Forman?

23 MR. FORMAN: YCS.

24 What I -- wirat I recommend, if it's okay witit

25 you, Maurice, is to i-rave that -- normally the FUDS sites
Paee 13

t witir Jerry Vincent is handled in Dr. Sumchai's
z Radiological Subcornmittee.
3 MR. CAIr{PBELL: OkaY.
4 MR. FoRMAN: And Dr. Sumchai, did you want to

s have that for your next meeting? We could -- We can

o invite Jerry Vincent there and have a FUDS sites
I discussion
8 DR. SUMCHAI: SUTE.
9 MR. FoRMAN: Wouid you like to do that in your

1o next subcommittee?
11 DR. SUMCHAI: SUTE.
12 MS. PENDERGRASS: And as I understand it, they

tl really want specifics on Building 815.
14 MR. FORMAN: Sure. We can help provide that

15 progress. I think what you're looking at is the

16 progress that Jerry Vincent is making in Building 815 as

17 a FUDS si te.
18 MR. CAMPBELL: Yeah. Some iime ago the Navy

ig saici they would iike to join with the Army Corps of

20 Engineers and revisit that building. And you're right,

zt it should be under Dr. Sumcirai's committee.
22 IvIR. FORMAN: OkaY. So -

23 MR. CAMPBELL: Tirank You.
24 MS. PENDERGRASS: So does that satisfy that
25 Particular item? 

Pase 14

i better, and she'll be here to help support the Navy a
2 the community with the HRA aird the rest of the
: radiological program as it proceeds. It's just, you
4 know, her attention must turn to her irusband at this
5 tirne.
6 In addition to that, she wanted to say that
7 Dick Lowman was very moved and toucired by the wonderful

8 piece of art that was presented to him by the members of

9 the Restoration Advisory Board.

t0 For those of you u'ho saw it, Dave Terzian and

i 1 the artists out at The Point did a very wonderful modern

tz rendition of Hunters Point -- the Hunters Point syrnbol
t: of the crane, and it was matted in such a way that it
14 was just a really wonderful gift for hirn. And he just

15 wanted to say he was very touched and moved by that, and

t6 he thanks ail of you for that and for the 5upport.

ir One rnore item: This next Saturday, this

Ita upcoming Saturday, Saturday, the 27th of March, for
ii9 anvone who's intelested in this -- and I understand that
20 this is kind of a special itern.
2r But again at the E. P" Mills facility, I will
z2be there and otirers from the Navy team fron 10:30 to
23 3:30 on this Saturday, and we're going to have a Hunters

z+ Point Business Expo, business opportunities fair.
25 

. 
And at E. P. Mills. rve're going to have our
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I prime contractors there; and we're also going to have a
z lot of information from Srnall Business Administratioir
3 and others, like our contract specialists who w6rk on
4 the project, to come and interface with any local
5 businesses and business people or anyone else interested
6 in the process of Navy contracting as it applies to
z Hunters Point and environmental cleanup.
8 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Wirat day is that again?
9 MR. FoRMAN: And that is Saturday, tlte 27th of

10 Marcir, this Saturday, coming up Saturday, from 10:30 to
11 3:30 at E. P. Mills facilitv.
t 2 And this is a continuing part -- I want to
13 tirank again Jesse Mason and Maurice Campbell for helping

14 out with us. Tirey have been helping us at subcommittee

is meetings to heip set this up, and I think this is just
16 another example of where we're really trying to put our
17 best foot forward and do more community outreach, in
18 this case comnunity outreach for small local businesses
tg and those businesses that are going to hire local people
20 in tlre zrP Code surrounding Bavview-Hunters Point.
21 MS. PENDERGRASS: You say E. P' Mills facility.
22 Do yol have an address for those people who don't know

zl wirere it is?
MR. CAMPBELL: 100 Whitney Young Circle.
Ms. PENDERGRASS: Thank you. 100 Whitney Young

Paee L7

l tonight about this action, where it is, what it is, what
zwe're goiirg to do about it"
3 MS. PENDERGRASS: Very good.
4 MR. FORMAN: Okay. Thank you.
5 MS. PENDERGRASS: Thank you.
6 Mr. Brown isn't irere. Does anybody know if
z he's going to join us tonight?
8 MR. CAMPBELL: Yes, he is. As a matter of
9 fact, there's a critical meeting that's taking place;

tO and unfortunately, what we've seen is San Francisco
1i Department of the Environment schedule their critical
12 meetings on the fourtir Thursday of the month.
13 MS. PENDERGRASS: I see.
L4 MR. CAMPBELL: And there's some critical peoole

15 that are here that needs to be there also.
1 6 MS. PENDERGRASS: I SEE. AII liSht. WEII.

1? then, if we think that he's going to make it before the
18 meeting end --

19 MR. CAMPBELL: YES.
20 MS. PENDERGRASS: -- why don't we move iris
21 conxnents and announcernents sectior-r later in the
zz meeting --

23 MR. CAMPBELL: YCS.
24 MS. PENDERGRASS: -- so that \ re can caDture
2s that when does arrive? Is tl'rat all rieht?

Page 19

1 Circle.
2 MR. CAMPBELL: Yes.
3 MS. PENDERGRASS: Thank you.
4 MR. FORMAN: Tirank you.

5 MS. PENDERGRASS: 10:30 to --

6 MR. FORMAN: - 3:30.
7 MS. PENDERGRASS: 3:30.
8 MR. FORMAN: Thank you, Quijuan
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: Thank you.

10 MR. FORMAN: Okay. Let's see. Anything else
Ii that I have
12 One other thing I just want to mention, if you
13 don't -- some of you didn't have time to go to the back
ta and sign in, but please do; and when you do rvant the
t: handouts that I want to make sure you get because we
16 irave put a lot of work into this, the Navy team and the
17 RASO team, this is Fact Sheet No. 6 -- it's irard to
t8 believe we're up to 6 -- Historical Radiologicai
19 Assessment.
20 This Fact Sireet No. 6 is another fact sheet on
21 activities at Hunters Point as they apply to the
zZ radiological program. Right now in this-one, we're
23 talking about the metal reef and the rretal slag area.
24 And please take one ofthese fact sheets and then
z5listen. We have a presentation to tha- -- on that

. Page 18

1 MR. FORMAN: SUrE.
2 MS. PENDERGRASS: All right. Very good. All
: right. Then we couid move into our subcommittee
4 reports, and we're back to doing our subcomrnittee
5 reports a little earlier now in the agenda.
o So shall we start witit the Economic Develooment
7 Committee this week?
8 MR. CAMPBELL: Surely.
s We irad our meeting on -- otl March -- we had our

10 neeting on March 9th. And as Keith really -- well, r,ery
11 accurately reflected, very accurately reflected, we were
12 setting up for the March 27th meeting at 100 Whitney
13 Young Circle on -- orl Earl P. Mills Center.
14 It's critical that if people are looking at
i5 doing business witir the Navy in the future, that tirey --

16 that they be tirere. If they have not already signed up
17 as a contractor, there will be people there to help them
18 to sign up as a contractor.
L9 We are also -- we -- we're also expecting some
20 of our congressional delegation possibly and because
21 it's my understanding that Feinstein, Pelosi, and Boxer
22 were invited along with our local supervisor, and we
23 understand some of the other -- some of the other
24 congressional candidates will be coming up to support
25 the community.
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1 lt's known that radioactive-spent sandblast
2 from Operation Crossroads was dumped into the bay. The
I burning of contaminated fuel oil was a potential rel
4 of petroleuin proclucts contaminated by fissium -- fission
s products and strontium-9O into the envirorunent.
6 There's also evidence in tire HRA's main body
7 that radon gas was detected at the bay fili. We know
g that tirere has been evidence of tritium gas around
I Building 815 lt the past.

So I think that some of the broad-sweeping
11 conclusions in the HRA are not fullv substantiated.

And certainly, there was concern by people,
13 other than myself, about the Navy's decision to revise
14 the boundaries of Parcel A to exclude trvo
is radiation-contaminated buildings and the impact of that
16 decision on adjacency issues and the proposed transfer.

So mv -- nrv recommendation is that at the next
18 meeting of the Radiological Subcommittee on April the
t927st from 3 to 5 p.rn. at the Greenhouse, that we revisit
20 some of the issues in the uRe that need to be addressed
z1 in the public conment section.
22 I intend to, you know, spend a great deal of
23 time documenting my concerns for public comment before
24 the deadline of submission of those comments. I believe
25tlTat deadline is April the27th. So I wanted to reserve

I Thank you.
2 MS. PENDERGRASS: Did you have any action items
r for tonight?
4 MR. CAMPBELL: The only action items that rve
5 irave is basically trying to get the comrnunity to that
6 meeting. We have done a fair amount of oulreach. I did
z broadcast it on the radio show. We did hat'e a -- They

s did put it in a number of newspapers, attd a bunch of
I people gave out handouts all over the place.

Ms. PENDERGRAss: Okay. Very good. Thank you.

Radiological issues. Wro's handling that? Is

lzthat Dr. Suurchai?
DR. SUMCHAI: Yeah.
MS. PENDERGRASS: All right. Thank you.
DR. SUMCHAI: Weil. ihe committee met --

MS. PENDERGRASS: Doctor, can you wait just a
17 moment tiii we give you the mike? Thank you.

DR" SUMCHAI: The conrmittee met briefly on

19 March the 20th as part of the Historical Radiological
20 Assessment Information Day, ald the attendance at the --

21 the meeting and at the information day was -- was not
optimum, but it was a vaiuable event and, you know, what

23 its intent was in presenting the HRA to the conmunity
zq and providing a forum for public comment and input.

Essentiaily the information day was set up as a
Pac.e 77

1 series of stations wirich focused on specific sites as
z weil as, you know, pertinent radiological findings, and,

3 you know, there was a circuit; and regulators -- rnany of
+ the regulators participated and were -- were there to
s provide feedback.
6 With regard to the meeting, there was
7 discussion about the findings of the HRe, and some of
8 the eoncems were based on conclusions that were reacired
9 in the conclusion section of the document, overall

i0 conclusions that weren't fully supported"by, you know,
11 the information in the main body of the 8O0-r,olume [sic]
i2 HRA.
1.3 Specifical]v Lea Loizos was concemed tirat
t4 theie were solrle outstanding surveys that hadn't been --

15 that the information from those surveys weren't
16 contained in the document, and yet there were
17 conclusions that were extrapolated from those surveys.
18 I -- I had some specific concerns about some
t9 incongruities in the overall conclusions. I was just

zo briefly eyeballing this booklet that you have put out on

2i tire HRA. Anri, you know, one of the concems that I have
22is that I tirink that it is not accurate to say that, you

23 know, there has not been evidence of potential airborne
24 contamination or evidence of potential pathways for
25 contamination outside of the Shipyard.

Page 22

t tire buik of the subcommittee meeting on the 21st for
2 hoping to formulate those comments; and if people could
3 attend, it would help. That would, you know, be very,
4 very valuable.
5 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Dr. Sumchai, thank you so
6 nruch for that report. And I just want to make sure I
z got it tirat your.next rneeting is April Zlst -

8 DR. SUMCHAI: Right.
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: - at tire Greenhciuse --

10 DR. SUMCHAI: 3 to 5 P.m.
11 Ms. PENDERGRASS: -: to 5 p.m. And are you
1z requesting that tire Navy be at that meeting as weli?
I J DR. SUMCHAI: Yeair. I tliink it would be eood
14 to have the -- 5'611 know, tire Navy at tire rneeting. I
15 didn't think that the Navy's presence is -- you know, is
16 mandatory.
1 7 i -- I wouid idealiy like to have as much
i8 community input and input from other RaB members with
u regard to the specific issues that need to be addressed
20 in the co[lments that need to go into the -- you know,
21 into the HRA before its deadline on tire 27th.
22 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. A11 right.
23 MR. FORMAN: Dr. Sum- -- Dr. Sumchai, can I
)4 rnnVe r  rcnrreqf  ?

25 DR. SUMCHAI: Sure.
Page 24

NICCOLI REPORTING (6s0) s73-9339
Page 27 - Page 24



a
Hunters Point Shipvard
Restoration Advisoiv Board

Multi-Page''n' Meeting of March 25,2004
Reporter's Transcript

1 MR. FORMAN: The Navy and tire regulators have
z their BRAC cleanup team meeting on Wednesday,
3 April 2lst, and then that will adjourn around 4 o'clock
4 Can we --? I mean, I think that I could make it so that
5 we could compress the meeting a little bit, but could
6 you change the time from 3:00 to 5:00 to maybe 4:00 to
't 6:00?
8 DR. SUMCHAI: I have evening appointments that
9 start at 6:00. and it's a impact on me financially when

10I have to schedule out of appointments.
11 MS. PENDERGRASS: Well, I have a proposal on
12that. Why don't you guys stil l rneet at 3:00 to 5:00 --
13 3:00 to 5:00, and you have -- conduct tl-re first part of
t4 the hour --

15 DR" SUNTCHAI: Sure.
16 MS. PENDERGRASS: - of the things that you can
17 do and save just the question period so you can get
18 there in an hour.
19 MR. FORMAN: Okay. So -

20 MS. PENDERGRASS: Would that be agreeable?
2I MR. FORMAN: So we'li arrive later at the

meeting.
23 DR. SUMCHAI: Okay.
24 MR. FORMAN: Is that okay with you?
25 DR. SUMCHAI: Yealr.

Page 25

1 MR" FORMAN: Okay.
2 MS. PENDERGRASS: Ali right. So continue on
3 the meeting.
4 MR. FORMAN: All rigirt.
5 MS. PENDERGRASS: So we rvill have the same
o ltlre.
7 And I'm sorry. I lost rny manners here. And
8 Mr. Campbell, could you tell us the date of your nexr
9 meeting, piease?

10 MR. CAMPBELL: Yes. It's going to be April 6tir
11 at 2:30 at the Anna Walden [sic] Library.
1,2 MS. PENDERGRASS: April 6th, 2000, Anna Walden
t: Library. And you have no speciai requests for your
14 meeting at this point?
15 MR. CAMPBELL: No.
16 MS" PENDERGRASS: Okay. Very fine.
17 MR. FORMAN: Do you wanr -? I thought you'd
18 be requesting }tzlark Gelsinger and myself there.
19 MR. CAMPBELL: Weil. Mark, I believe, is
zo hosting it in his quarterly report.
21. MR. FORMAN: So you are requesting us to be
22 there?
23 MR. CAMPBELL: Yes.
24 MR. FORMAN: Okay. That's good.
25 MS. PENDERGRASS: I'm just trying to make sure

Pase 26

1I get it clear if you r/ant any help, you all r,eed to get
2 there. All right.
3 MR. FORMAN: So we'il be there, Maurice.
4 MR. CAMPBELL: All right.
5 MS. PENDERGRASS: And Dr. Sumclrai, at this
6 point, you don't have any motions or anything for the
7 RAB to vote on at this point?
8 DR. SUMCHAI: No.
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: Just want to rnake sure.

10 All rigirt. Tiien the Techirical Review and Risk
1i Review and Health. Lea. are you reporting on rhat one?
12 Are you reporting on both?
13 MS. LOIZOS: Sure.
14 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay.
15 Ir4S. LOZOS: There is no report, as far as I
16 know, from the Risk -- Health Risk Cornmittee.
17 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay.
18 MS. LoZOS: But we did * or that conxrittee
19 did receive an e-mail from Ahimsa asking if we could
20 review some aspects of the IIRA, which we're more than
21 happy to do. So --

22 I'm saying we. I don't really think it 's iny
23 committee yet. But -- but Karen Pier:ce has asked that
z+ we do joint subcommittee review of those items.
25 So there will be two teclt and -- well, two
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I meetings this month. The joint Tech and Healtir Risk
2 Review Subcommittees will meet on Tuesday, the 20th, at
3 5:30 at the Community Window on rhe Shipyard.
4 MS. PENDERGRASS: Do you have an address for
s tirat?
6 MS. LOIZOS: Yeah. 4634 Third Street.
7 MS. PENDERGRASS: 4634 Tirird Street.
8 \4R. BROWN: That's --

9 MS. LOZOS: It's in between McKinnon and
t0 Newcomb.
11 MR. FORMAN: I -

12 I{S. PENDERGRASS: You said April 20th?
13 MS. LOZOS: Yeah.
14 MS. PENDERGRASS: Very good.
15 MS. LOZOS: Don't worry, Keith. This is
t6 something separate. I'rn sorry.
I7 MR. FORMAN: Oh.
l8 MS. LOZOS: I understand the confusion.

iis Then there will be a separate purely Technical
lzo Review Subcommittee meeting on -- ler me see -- the
lzr thir- --
22 MS. PENDERGRASS: So tire April 20th meerins is
23 just for the document review?
24 MS. LoZoS: Exactly.
25 Ms. eENDERGRASS: Okay. And then you're having
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I your regular Technical Review Comrnittee meeting --
2 MS. LoIZoS: Right.
3 MS. PENDERGRASS: -- on --

4 MS. LoIZoS: On Tuesday, the 13th.
5 MS. PENDERGRASS: Tuesday, Aprii 13th?
6 MS. LOZOS: Yes, from 6:00 to 8:00.
7 MS. PENDERGRASS: 6:00 to 8:00.
8 Ms. LoiZOS: Aiso at the Conmunity Window. And
9 that's going to be a pretty important meeting. I do

10 hope that a lot of people can come.
11 The Navy is going to be there, and it's going
tz to be an opportunity for them to explain in more detail
tr why they feel Parcel A is ready to transfer and for
t+ people to get out ali of their issues and hopefully
ts evervhndv ro qe-t all of their issues addressed. And
16 they wili also be there to present on tire landfill gas
t7 and the most update -- with most updated inforrnation
18 from the landfill gas removal action so that -- because
t9I know people have adjacency issue concerns witir that.
zo So I do irope everybody can come. It will be a
zt good opportunity to talk to the Navy
22 MR. BROWN: Lea?
23 MS. LOZOS: Yes.
24 MR. BROWN: That's --

25 MS. ATTENDEE: What tiine is that meeting again?
Pase 29

r actually coming forth to the fuli RAB to be part of the
2 record.
3 MS. LOW1S: Right. That's a good point. Part
+ of the problem is with sometirine like that in terms o'
s bringing -- I mean, the comrnents, I believe, for the
6 FosT are going to be due before the next RAB meeting.
? So we wou't have an opportunity to bring it forward to
8 the comrnittee -- to the full committee for review, you
9 know, in time, unfortunately; but i did do tirat this

to month. I --

11 MS. PENDERGRASS: Mavbe I sliould iust make su
tz I understand. I'm not suggesting that you have to bring
13 it to review. You all are doing the review.
14 MS. LOZOS: You're saying just rvhatever we
15 come up v,ith.
16 MS. PENDERGRASS: Attd if you have a consensus
17 and you make a recomnleudation --

i8 MS. LOZOS: Okay.
L9 MS. PENDERGRASS: - and you vote on that this
20 is -- this issue -- we -- we're recommending it, so now
21 let's vote that we all --

22 MS. LoZOS: Right.
23 MS. PENDERGRASS: -- put it on record as
24 recommending it. So you don't have to have another
25 review. 3 I

1 MS. LOZOS: That's at 6:00.
2 DR. SUMCI{AI: And what day is that?
3 Ms. LOZOS: Tuesday, the thirt- -- Tuesday,
4 tlie 13tir.
5 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Can I also *? This is a
6 point ofprocess. No content. Just a process. That
7 is, is that at your subcommittee meetings when you have
8 the Navy there, you have -- you're dissecting a
I particular piece of information so that you can

to understand it better.
r 1 The next step is to bring that understanding
tz and consensus from tire subcommittee in a brief kind of
i3 overrriew and then a motion that a recommendation be made
14 from'.l 're RAB.
t5 And particularly around some of these rransfer
16 issues, readiness issues, wiratever type of ciean -- you
17 know, it would help if - if on record tirere's something
t8 from the subcommittee saying -- and from the'full Ras
tl saying that we agree that this is what you need to be
z0 doing, or we -- we concur with whatever is your
21 approach.
22 I mean, for a point of process, that's really
23 how that should go, and we kind of keep leaving out that
24 step. And I know it's happening in the subcommittee and
25 you all are talking, which is terrific, but it's not
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1 MS. LOTZOS: Okay.
2 MS. PENDERGRASS: That's tire point. Okay.
3 Ms. LOZoS: Well, so from the last
4 subcomrnittee meeting, we reviewed the -- we went over
5 the Action Memorandum for the time-critical removai
6 action that's planned for some -- for soine of the soils
t atParcel D. And I won't go through my whole letter
8 here, but we came up with just a few of our collcerns
9 that we have written in a letter. And I irave a copy

10 here for Keith, and I brought a copy for everybody else.
11 But just to summarize, in general, the
12 subcomrnittee didn't really feel that a convincing case
t: has been made for a time-critical removai action at
14 these sites, basically, in tirat by reviewing a lot of
15 the previous Parcel D docuinents, rrost of the areas that
16 are now being addressed were found previously to have no
1Z furiher action needed, and there just wasn't a very good
ta explanation within the docunent as to wity it's now
19 warranting a time-critical removal action.
zo And there are collcerns as usual with all -- you
21 know. now that this ivill be tlte ninth removal action on
zzParcel D, but it's very difficult when the feasibility
zl study does finally come out to revierv, you know, t
24 document wiren it's been broken up in a very pi
2: fashion.
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I The risks that are posed from these sites
2 haven't been very clearly identified in tire -- in an
3 easy-to-understand format for - for our sake anyway.
4 So we're asking that that's better explained and that --

5 that air monitoring be done during -- be cqnducted
6 during the removal actions.
z They did mention that there will be rigorous
8 dust control measures, but we're hoping that maybe sonie
I air quality monitoring can be dgne to ensure that those

10 are effective.
l i And the rest are all in here. I'11 pass out
t: copies for everybody. That's all we have

MS. LUTTON: Wait. Can I -?

\4S. LOZOS: Oh, yes.
MS. LUTTON: Can I ask --?

MS. LOZOS: Oh, yes. I'm sorry. Kevyn also

Hi, everybody. I'm sorry I'm

i 3
14

1 5
-to

17 has two cents, please
1 8 MS. PENDERGRASS: t'11 sive her a full nickei.
19 Come on.
20 MS. LUTTON
2r late.
22 I * I had -- I -- I wrote a -- a formal
23 response to tirat workshop, and I have problems with the
24 process, which is that the time-critical removal action
zs actually began 15 days before the deadline of -- for

Pase 33

7 that? If you can send that to Mr. Keichline, he can
8 rnake sure that it gets out. Okay. All rigl.]t. All
9 right.

10 MS. LOiZOS: Can rve get just some quick
tt clarification on that, because I think Kevyn -- the
12 concern rtrt 5svlr1 is expressing is that the work is
t3 being done before the conunent period ends.

MS. LUTTON: I have a few copies.
MS. PENDERGRASS: Sure" All right.
Do you have an E copy of that?
MR. FORMAN: I think i got the original one.
MS. LUTTON: YES.
MS. PENDERGRASS: Do you irave an E copy of

MS. PENDERGRASS: Is completed?

trtS. LoZOS: And we had tiris sirnilar concern

2

3

4

6

t4

l )

1 8

16 that was brought up at the base cleanup team meeting
tu yesterday. I think it would be better explained then"

The work isn't being conducted. correct.
19 before --? The only work that was conducted before the
z0 end of the ti- -- of the comilent period was the stuff
21 that directly affected the burrowing owl, correct? Tire
22 rest of the work is beins -- is halted until comments
23 are received; is that truJ?
24 MR. FORMAN: The excavations are not being done
25 until then. We were removing stockpiles in all tire

Pase 35

t submitting our comments, and i feel like that just tells
2 us that it doesn't matter what the hell we think. The
3 Navy's going to do what they want. And I have a problem
+ with that.
5

6

7 my responses on the record, which is different than
8 Lea 's .
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay.

10 MS. LUTTON: So it's just separate.
11 MS. PENDERGRASS: All right.
12 MS. LUTTON: That rleans that Keith has it.
13 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. Great. And then if
14 you give it to Ron, he'll make sure that they will
is distribute it to tire fuli nes.
16 MS. ATTENDEE: Yeah.
17 MS. LUTTON: Okey-doke"
18 MS. PENDERGRASS: Mr. Keichiine? I just
tl assigned you something. I just want to make sure you
20 gor it.

MS. PENDERGRASS: Tirat was just a comment
MS. LUTToN: It is. but I - I - I want n,y -

MR. KEICHLINE: Yes, ma'am.
MS. PENDERGRASS: I- We have a comment from

i

2

23 one of the RAB members. She wants to make sure it gets
24 out to the full RAB. So it's -- sire does have copies.
25 so pass them later.
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1 areas around, whether they are in the burrowing owl or
2 out from that. We're doing all of that.
3 MS. LOZOS: But tl-re excavations are not
+ being -?

5 MR. FORMAN: Corlect.
6 MS. PENDERGRASS: So I would suggest tirat -- I
7 mean, here again, we're talking about process. But I
g would suggest that, Miss Lutton, if you are making a
9 request for some kind of response, that that be part of
0 the action items if that's wirat you're looking for.
1 MR. FORMAN: It's in tire letter.
2 Ms. LUTTON: Weil --

3 MS. PENDERGRASS

4 letter.

)
6

I nean, your summary's in the

MS. LUTTON: Yeah.
MS. PENDERGRASS: But as RAB member. are you

17 requesting an action be taken in terms of a response
18 from tire Navy to the RAB? is that what you're asking?
t9 And if tirat's true, then we can eitirer put that as an
zo action item to be followed up, or you can keep it in
21 commitlee and -- and subcommittee and deai rvith it. i'rn
22 just asking, where do you want that to reside?
23 MS. LUTTON: What I want -- I don't want this
24 to happen, basically.
25 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. I got that. We're
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I talking process now. We're just talking process.
z So what do you want from your --? From your
3 comment, wirat kind of response do you want? So are you

+ saying you want a response from the Navy about your
s ietter in open -- for the next RAB meeting, so we'll
o follow up and make sure that happens at the --

7 MS. LUTToN: That sounds right --

8 MS. PENDERGRASS: -- at the next RAB meetine --

9 MS. LUTTON: - yeah.
10 MS. PENDERGRASS: -- or we canta- -- you can
11 leave it in committee and talk about it? I'n-r iust
tz trying --

13 MS. LUTTON: Actually, I'd rather have a
14 response from the Navy.
15 lv{S. PENDERGRASS: All riglrt. So at this point,
16 then, we have that as an action item for the neit RAB
17 meeting in terms of responding to Miss Lutton's letter
18 around timeliness, you know, actions and responses.
t9 Okay? Does that make sense, Mr. Keichline? Did you
20 understand that?
21 MR. KEICHLINE: r'11 get it frorn the
zz transcript.
23 N{S. PENDERGRASS: That may not be clear either,
z4 but okay. AII right. We got that.
25 Did I --? Am I clear on that? Is everybody

Pase 37

1 been done, but wirere -- where can -- witere are the
2 results of the sarnpling frorn that area?
3 MR. FORMAN: Tirey haven't been released yet.
4 MS. LOZOS: Okay.
5 MR. FORMAN: t beiieve that the contractor is
6 getting results back and then passes them to Laurie
7 Lowman at RASO, and she vaiidates thern.
8 li4s. LoIZoS: So that's radiologicai.
9 MR. FORMAN: YCS.

10 MS. LoIZoS: The people, I think. were also
11 concerned about contamination -* other cl-remical
12 contamination.
13 MR. FORMAN: No. Tiris is *- Yeah, but the
t+ soil samples tirere are -- are --

15 MS. LOIZOS: -- are purely radiological. Okay.
t6 Thanks.
17 MS. PENDERGRASS: Very good.
t8 AII right, tiren. Last, but not least.
t9 Mernbership and Bylaws. Melita?
20 MS. RINES: Okay. We met and the -- okay. Not
z1 rvorking.
22 AII right. We met on the 10th. and basically
zr the biggest thing is, we are bringing a motion forward
24to accept Chris Hanif from YCD as a fulI RAB member.
25 MS. PENDERGRASS: What's Chris's last name 3
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1 clear on that? I want to make sure I got that right.
z You feeling okay about that, Kevyn? Okay.
3 N4S. LUTTON: Yes.
4 MS. PENDERGRASS: All right. Good.
5 All right. Next subcommittee report. We still
6 have --

7 I'm sorry, Lea, are you finished at this point?
8 MS. LOZOS:'Wel l ,  sure.
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: You've given us the Risk

to Review and Health next and -- I mean, if you've got the
11 Document Review and then the Technical Review.
1.2 MS. LOZoS: Yeah. I -

13 MS. PENDERGRASS: So we're done?
14 I4S. LOIZOS: I am doi1e. I _iust am sorry. I
i5 realized that I - there is some confusion 'cause [ --

t6 Keith did respond to one of my action items.
t7 But the o- -- one of the otirer things that I
t8 had asked -- and maybe I didn't ask it properly at the
19last meeting -- was whetirer or not sampiing had been
20 done at the - that building on Parcel E whose number is
21 stil l -- I don't know if it 's 819, the one that's the
22 pulnp station where -- that over- -- that overflows
z: often?
24 MR. FORMAN: Yes.
25 MS. LOIZOS: So y6u said that )'es, sainpling irad

Pase 38

t again?
2 Ms. RINES: Hanif, H-a-n-i-f.
3 MS. PENDERGRASS: Ail right. Very fine.
4 MS. RINES: So tirat's the one motion that I
5 need to bring in front of the full RAB"
6 MS. PENDERGRASS: Well. let's h.ear it. Let's
z hear it.
8 MS. RiNES: t'rn bringing a motion to accept --

9 MS. PENDERGRASS: SAY it. ''I brirrg A
lo motion --"

11 MS. RINES: I motion tirat Chris Hanif be
12 accepted as a full RAB member.
13 MR, DACUS: SECONd.
1.4 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. We got a second. We
15 have a motion. Do we have discussion on the floor
t6 before tire -- before I cali the question?
17 Ms. BUSHNELL: What -? Would it be --? Just
18 to let us know something abour this young man.
19 MS. RiNES: He's witir YCD and basically wants
20 to work witir the community.
21 h4S. PENDERGRASS: Any other questions?
22 Ms. BUSHNELL: It was formeriy in the past
23 another person was here and introduced irirnself. It'
24 just a nice gesture so we know who he was.
25 MS. PENDERGRASS: Person is here. So we'll
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l been coordinating the people coming into tire Shipyard
z from yctt

3 MR. HANIF: Yes. sir.
4 MR. CAMPBELL: Okay.
5 MR. HANIF: Yes. Tliat would be me.
6 MS. PENDERGRASS: Ali right. I'm goiirg to
7 ciose the discussion on that question and cali it. A11
8 in favor of -- of --

9 MS. RINES: Chris Hanif.
10 MS. PENDERGRASS: - Chris --

11 MS. RINES: Hanif..
T2 MS, PENDERGRASS: _ Hanif -- I,m solry --

13 joining us as a RAB member, full-fledged ReB member, all
14 in favor, say. "Aye. "
15 THE BOARD: Aye.
16 MS. PENDERGRASS: Any opposed? Any
1z abstentions?
18 (No verbal response elicited.)
19 MS. PENDERGRASS: The ayes have it.
20 Welcome. Grab a seat at the table
21 (Appiause.)
22 N4S. PENDERGRASS: Very good.
23 MS. RINES: Okay. Aiso. the other point I ueed
24 to make is that Marie . . . yuh-yuh-yuh-yuh-yuh-yuh-yuh.
25 MR. KEICHLINE: Franklin.

Pase 42

Multi-Page'M N{eeting of March 25,2004
Reporter's Transcript

1 the meetings; we can't solve tiris, okay.
z So we need everybody to look over the bylaws,
3 and please give us suggestions about this. Okay?
4 We're waiting for Don Capobres to conre back and
s talk about the term sheet for SFpD. He still hasn't
6 gotten back.
7 MR. BROWN: He's here.
8 MS. RINES: We're working on it.
9 MR. BROWN: He's here.

10 MR. ATTENDEE: He's risht here.
11 MS. RINES: Hi, Don. Di you have any iirfo for
tZme?
13 MS. PENDERGRASS: Meiita. was that -- was that
14 a subcommittee request to Mr. Capobres, and shouid that
1s be deait at subcon'unittee level?
t6 MS. RINES: Well. it was -- it was - if he has
t7 it, it was going to be in front of tire fuil RAB and
t8 fully discussed in subcornmittee.
L9 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay.

lzo MS. RiNES: I just need to know it's not -- ire

lzt doesn't irave to discuss it. If ire has something now, I

lzz would like to put it on the agenda so he could do it.

lz: If not, it's sirnple.
124 MS. PENDERGRASS: Weil, wltat we can do at tiris
25 point is add it to the end of the agenda. If there's
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3 recommendation. I think you should ask the person to I I Marie Franklin has missed four meetings, and
4 stand up and say 25 words about themselves so that the | + she's going to be removed from the RAB as of this

I have that in just a minute.
2 MR. FORMAN: In fact. that was mv

5 rest of the RAB members know what to vote on.
6 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. Very fine.
7 Ms. RINES: Okay. Chris?
8 MS. PENDERGRASS: Stand on up.
9 MR. HANIF: My name's Chris Hanif. I've been

tO working with yCO and working specificaily in
tt coordination with the Shipyard for the last three years,
12 coordinate a number of environmental programs to get
tr people trained in order to maximize local community
1+ hiring on the Shipyard; and this would be my way of
15 interacting to heip continue that and be a support to
16 any other changes that might be of benefit to the
17 community in that area. That's about it.
18 MS. PENDERGRASS: And you've been coming to RAB
19 meetings off and on.
20 MR. HANIF: Pretty much.
2r Ms. PENDERGRASS: All rightie.
22 Anything else? Any other questions? Comments?
f3 Concerns?
24 MR. CAMPBELL: Sure. Let me ask Chris.
25 Chris, you -- you've been the person that's

Pas.e 4I

I \4S. RINES: Marie Franklin -- sorrv. I can't
2 l lnd  r t .

5 rneeting. Again, we have been having large issues with
6 this, witit people missing rneetings. James Morrison had
z missed iast * he resubmitted his application today.
8 But part of what you guys got was a copy of the
9 bylaws. I need everyone to reread this ar-rd look for

t0 things.
11 James Morrison picked up a point of a number of
12 meetiitgs that can be missed. Tire bylaws state four in a
i3 calendar year. But the spirit that we were looking for
14 when'we came up with that was that we oniy have
t5 1l meetings a year. So if you miss four, that's way too
16 many.
17 And we have a problem with how do we determine?
t8 Is it four back to back? Is it four in a calendar year?
19 We looked at it as when the month starts, Ron looks at
z0 tire attendance list and goes backwards a year. So it
21 changes every month. It's prob-- Technicaliy that's
Z2not a calendar year as everyone understands it. But we
23 cannot change the bylarvs until August.
24 So this is an issue that needs to be resoived.
25 We need everybody's input on it. You don't shorv up to
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1 time. we catl take it. If not --

2 MS, RINES: I understand that.
3 MS. PENDERGRASS: -- it would have to --

4 MS. RINES: He doesn't have anything anyway, so
5 it doesn't matter. Moot point.
6 MR. ATTENDEE: Okay.
7 MS. RINES: Okay?
8 Our next meetins is Anril 14th. 6:30, Anna
q Waden Library.

10 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. Ail right.
11 MS. RINES: That's it.
12 MS. PENDERGRASS: All right. Now, so you have
13 a request that should be noted that Mr. Capobres speak
14 at the subcommittee rneeting? is that --?

15 MS. RINES: if he has -

16 MS. PENDERGRASS: Did I hEAr thAt?
l7 \4S. RINES: If he has the -- no. He didn't.
t  a real ly.
19 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. So is this a follow-up
z0 item --

2I MS, RINES: COrrCCt.
22 MS. PENDERGRASS: -- that needs --

23 Ms. RINES: Correct.
24 MS. PENDERGRASS: : that needs to happen?
25 Okay.
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1 MS. PENDERGRASS: Very fine.
z AII right. Okay. Let's move right along here.
3 We're ready to update on the cleanup. So we
4 are now at tire point of the update on cleanup projectd
5 for Dry Dock 4 ald Parcei E siroreiine with Jose Payne.
6 Would -? is it better for us to take a break
z this n-rinute, or can you do wl-rat you have to do in
a fifteen minutes and then take a break? Who's makine
9 this presentatioir?

10 MR. FORMAN: Jose Payne.
i1 MR. BROWN: Jose.
12 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. You're rnaking a
13 presentation. Can you do it in fifteen minutes, or we
14 can take a break, or would you like to --

15 MR. PAYNE: Sure.
16 MS. PENDERGRASS: -- we take a break now
tt and --?

18 \4R. PAYNE: We can do -- we can do it in
t9 fifteen minutes.
20 MS. PENDERGRASS: And then we can have
21 questions after the break?
22 MR. PAYNE: (Nodding.)
23 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. Very fine. Thank you.
24 MR. PAYNE: Yes. Good evening aad welcone. My
25 name is Jose Payne. I'nr. a nember of tire Hunters Point
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1 MS. RINES: Correct. | 1 envirorulental team with the Navv.
2 MS. PENDERGRASS: Ijust want to make sure -- | : Tonight my presentation is a two-part
3 so for the next ReB meeting, we're asking tirat -- | I presentation. We'll do the first part and we'Il take a
4 MS. RINES: No. | 4 break, and then we will take question and answers after
5 MS. PENDERGRASS: You irave somethins that -- | s break.
6 Ms" RINES: Okav. Let me tell vou. I a MS. PENDERGRASS: Sounds sood.
7 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. I'm trying to get - | t MR. PAYNE: The first palt of the presentation
8 Ms. RINES: Okay. Don has been working with us I s we will call restoration projects that we did at the Dry
9 about the term sheet for sFPD and the Shipyard lease. I I Dock 4 and the Parcel E shoreline"

10 MS. PENDERGRASS: Got it. ltO I'm going to apologize, because I have to put
11  MS.RINES:  Hedoesnothavetha t in fo rmat ion  I t t t i r i smapwaybackhere .  Idon ' tknowi fvoucansee i t .
tzyet. Tirere's no need for him to be at the RAB to ltz MS. BUSHNELL: Certainly can with that.
13 discuss it because he doesn't have it. He was going to I li MR. PAYNE: You rather I put it l-rere?
t+ bring it to the subcommittee as sootl as he gets it. lt+ Ms. PENDERGRASS: Can you put it right where
15 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Got it. Got it. And vou'll lts the subcominittee sisn is?
t6 report on it. I 'm there. I'm there. We're doing fine. li0 MR. PAYNE: Can you move that, Pat?
t7 MR. FORMAN: Okay. l t t  (Pause.)
18 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Ail right. We irave -- n,e ita MR. PAYNE: Okay.
19 have had two motions. Any -- anything else before lts 

' Ms. PENDERGRASS: Mr. Payne, are you ready to
20 subcommittee reports? tr think we're there. lzo start?
2L What I'd like io do is shift at this point izt N4R. PAYNE: Yes, ma'am.
zzbefore we move on to the rest of the agenda and if lzz Ms. PENDERGRASS: Okay. Go for it.
23 there's any announcement from our co-cirair. ln MR. PAYNE: Tire Dry Dock 4 is located in this
24 Mr. Brown? i24 area of the base at Hunters Point, Parcel C. This is
25 MR. BRowN: No, I don't have any. lzs arca where we did restoration. The restoratioir here we
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1 completed in five months. The other part tirat we did
2 was restoration along the shoreline of Parcel E, aird it
3 went all the way from irere all tire way down.
+ Most of you probably know what a dry dock is.
s The Navy operated a dry dock from the '40s to -- up to
6 '60s where they did ship repair and maintenance.
z The reason that we did these : this work rvas
8 to remove the foliowing from the dry dock and the
9 shoreline. We wanted to remove hazardous wasie, such as

10 asbestos" We also rentoved non-hazardous waste, sucir as
i1tires, wood, and barges. We also did some recycling
12 materials. A lot of metal got recycled. During the
tl recycling process, we recycled $20,000 wortir of
l4 mater ial .
15 Tiris is the surface area of rhe Dry Dock 4.
16 Wrat you see here is a metal ship that we did recycle.
17 And all the material in here got disposed at a disposal
ts facility -- approved facility for what was in here. We
19 had paint, welding rods in here; and on this side, we
z0 recycled all the rnetal that you see here.
?1 Next.
22 On this slide, what you see is a boom, part of
23 a cratle. It's a crane back irere. Arrd this went back to
24 the owner. It wasn't Navy propefty. It goes back to
25 the owner.

Pase 49

t the base were these - they call it keei blocks. And
z what they -- The purpose of these was, they would sit
3 these in tire dry dock and their sit the ships on them so
+ they could do maintenance or1 the ships. They keei off
5 the dry dock, and then you do mainteirance.
o These -- They comprise of concrete and wood,
7 and they weigh anywhere between 2,000 and 2500 pounds
a each. We consolidated approximately i50 of these and
9 staged them at Building 336 by the dr), dock. They are

10 not hazardous waste, so they are gonna stay there when
1i the property is transferred.
tz This takes us to the Parcel E shoreline. And
13 again, we did -- the Parcel E shoreline is this entire
t4 area right here. We started here and we went all the
15 way dorvn.
i6 The entire shoreline has such things as what
17 you see irere. They irad metal debris, wood, concrete;
18 there was a whole lot of tires. These are barges right
19 here. There's many barges. They were all -- This was
20 recycled metal, and these [indicating] were all disposed
zt of.
zz You can see the shoreiine in the process of the
z3 cleanup, and it started to change as we rernoved all the
24 debris and all of the waste.
25 Next one.
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1 On this side, we had some gas cylinders.
2 Throughout the base, we had 180 cylinders. Tire
3 cylinders were labeled. So what we did, we consolidated
+ tl're cylinders and returned tirem to the - to tireir
-5 owners"
6 Anotirer metal shed here. During the process of
7 cleanup, that also got recycled.
a This just illustrates a border containing
9 asbestos. This is hazardous waste" What we did with

t0 this was that we sampled the asbestos, and this got
it bagged and got disposed at a approved facility.
12 Next.
13 After five months of cleanup, what you see here
14 is a substantial improvement on the Dry Dock 4, and the
15 onlir remaining things that you see here is couple cranes
16 tirat will be removed by the owners at some point. And
17 then this, what you see here, this already -- this has
t8 been renroved.
19 Again, this is a -- the area of the dry dock
zo after cleanup. We still have these cranes. They should
21 be removed in the next few months by the rightful
22 owners, because as you remember, we had -- the Navy
23 owned the property, but then it was leased to AMC, and
24 the Navy does not own the cranes.
25 Some of the thinss that we also consolidated on
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1 Again, this is another area of the shoreline,
z and it just shows the improvernent as it continues
3 through tire cleanup.
a This gives you a good view of wirat the beach of
5 Parcel E looks like now since all tirat debris has been
6 removed and all the barges.
z During the restoration project, we employed the
8 Young Community Developers brothers, and they
9 pailicipated in the cleanup. We also employed Circosta

to Metals who recycled the scrap metals.
11 And again, the recycling -- the money that we
tz got from the recycling was $20,000. That money went
tr back into the envirorunentai cleanup fund.
14 We also used the local trucking company, Al
15 Curry, to remove the waste.
t6 And we -- from the Dry Dock 4, we had
tz 46 truckloads of waste and -- hazardous waste and
18 nonirazardous waste; and from the shoreline, we hat'e
tg 49 truckloads of material that left rhe property.
zo You want to take questions norv?
21 MS. PENDERGRASS: Actually, we are going to
22 take a break.
23 MR. PAYNE: Okay.
24 MS. PENDERGRASS: ANd We wiII --

25 MS. olivA: Can I make a motion to --?
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1 MS. PENDERGRASS: No. I - We are going to t radioactive rnaterial on the Drv Dock 4.
2 have to hold everything at this point because we have tol z MS. oLIVA: Well, that's where they washed d
3 have a break. So we're breaking.
4 Thank you, Mr. Payne.
5 MR" PAYNE: Thank you.
6 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. We got ten minutes,
z ever,vbody.
s  (Recess  6 :56  p .m.  to  7 :08  p .m. )
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: Let's bring this meeting to

10 order, please.
11 N4r. Payne, will you continue.
12 Do we have some questions about the
tl presentation that we just participated in?
14 Yes, ma'am.
15 MS. OLIVA: I do.
16 Jose?
17 MR. PAYNE: Yes. Yes, yes.
18 MS. OLIVA: Dry Dock 4.
19 MR. PAYNE: That's rigirt.
20 MS. oLIVA: Lani and I are Shipyard artists.
21 We overiook Dry Dock 4. And I rvould like to know we
zz would ever -- My issue with Building 101 is the dust
23 that comes into our windows from any cleanup. Now, you
z+ said that there was hazardous waste there.
25 Officer Mach, Commander Mach, who preceded

Pase 53

r the ships from Operation Crossroads.
4 MR. BROOKS: But Operation Cross- --
5 N.{R. PAYNE: All we did -- all -- ail we did was
6 remove materiai. We didn't do anything with tire dry
; dock itself --

8 IvIS. OLIVA: No, because it --

9 MR. PAYNE: -- as far as doing tliis -- this
to project.
11 MS. OLIVA: I saw you guys doing that stuff out
12 there, and nobody at the building was rnade aware of your
t: activity so we could eitirer not be there or not open our
14 windows or not.go outside where we -- our waste
is disposals are out parallel to that dock.
16 MR. PAYNE: I don't understand what vour
tz question and your cor-]cem. rhough.
18 MS. OLIVA: The question -- My concenl is your
19 reme- -- remedial removal actions, the danger to tire
z0 300 artists that are in Building 101, the dust factor
21 that when you were doing it and the fact that we were
22not notified. There was no notification in our
zr buildings. I don't know if the master tenant, David
24 T erzian. was notifi ed.
25 But this is really an imperative situation when 5,

Page

t Keitir, had gone in there probably four ye21s ago and
2 taken out what was ever in tubes that go around it and
3 cemented it. And at that time, I asked him for a lab
4 repoft on that stuff, and we never received it.
5 Okay. i would like documentation on lab
6 repofts on any radioactive hazardous waste that was
z taken away from Dry Dock 4. Did you do any of tirat?
8 MR. PAYNE: We didn't take any of it. Matter
9 of fact, what we did along the shoreline from

t0 Parcel E --

11 MS. oLIVA: Now, I'rr not talking about -

12 MR. PAYNE: No. I'm just saying --

13 MS. OLIVA: - Parcel E.
14 MR. PAYNE: - for the rest- --

15 MS. OLIVA: I'm talking about Dry Dock 4, the
16 front of it by the two cranes tirat we are so close to.
I7 MR. PAYNE: Wilat we did this resioration that
ts we just addressed --

19 MS" PENDERGRASS: Louder. olease.
20 MR. PAYNE: We did a scan for radioactive
21 material. but there wa- --

22 MS. OLIVA: Scanned rvith wirat?
?3 MR. PAYNE: My contractor --

24 MS. OLIVA: Is he here?
25 lr4R. PAYNE: But we didn't -- there wasn't any
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1 you're talking -- we're on a Superfund site. Nobody
z should be on a Superfund site when you're dealing with
3 remedial removal actions, especiaily when the HRA just
4 came out. And I haven't checked the 800-page document
s to find out if there were any sites there"
6 MR. PAYNE: This -- Can I an- -- just answer
7 your question for, piease, so we don't spend tire whole
8 night on this? And we'll note your corrunent.
9 But basically, wirat we did here was not a

10 removal, was a restoration activity. We picked up scrap
tt and disposed of it.
12 MS. OLIVA: But I saw backhoes out there
t c  r i i oo i no  r r n  c t r r f f

14 MR. PAYNE: They didn't dig -- well. they
15 drdn' t  actual lv dls --

16 MS. orwa: i.tt ,ir" way on tire left side over
17 there, you got a wirole series of those characters.
18 MR. PAYNE: i -- well --

19 MS. OLIVA: Were you on site wiren this
zo happened?
21 MR. PAYNE:.We don't want to get into an
22 argument here, but there wasn't any digging.
23 MS. OLIVA: I'm not getting into an argunent.
24 MS. PENDERGRASS: Excuse me. But I'm going
?5  f n  - -  i r r s t  oo i r r o  r n  c ron  i f  e t  t l r i c  nn i r r r

J q v !  D v r . r 5
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| 1 The question is -- I'm going to say it again. I r MR. BRooKS: These are not cranes that were
I z The question is, what was removed from the site duringl z involved in Operations [sic] Crossroads. The cranes are

I 
I that a:!ion] I r not considered impacted. They have nor been scanned,

| + Mr. Payne, can you answer that question ltow, or | + and they will not be scanned because there's no reaso'
| 5 do you need rime to -- j s to.

| 
6 MR. PAYNE: No. I can -- | e MS. oLIVA: How can you say they weren't?

| 
7 MS. PENDERGRASS: -- gather information? | 7 MR. BRooKS: They were not used in Operation

I 
8 MR. PAYNE: We -- From that site what was I s Crossroads. They don't even belong to the Navy.

| 
9 removed was concrete, debris, batteries; and, like i | 9 MS. oLIVA: So the cranes that you've already

lio 
said, some tires, sheds, old sheds, and those type of lro taken down were used in Operations [sic] Crossroads?

111 
ttems were removed. Asbestos was removed -- ltt MR. pAyNE: We didn't take down any cranes.

11, MS. PENDERGRASS: Mr. Payne, do you have a list liz rHE REeoRTER: I'm sony. What?

It: 
of exactly what was removed -- lt, MR. pAyNE: We did not iake any - We

I t o  M R . P A Y N E :  O h , y e s .  l r + d i d n ' t - -  T h e l a d y a s k e d a b o u t t h e c r a n e s t h a t w e t o o k

115 MS. PENDERGRASS: - from the site? | ts down. We did not take any cranes down.

Itu 
Could you provide that? Itu These cranes were brought on the facility by

ln 
MR. PAYNE: Not tonight, but we can -- lrz the private enterprise that came on rhe facility afier

ltt N4S. PENDERGRASS: Okay. I rS ttre Navy ceased operations. So they were not there.
119 MR. PAYNE: - sure' lts MS. oLiVA: What about the red -- f |stierrc rrn,,

lro MS. oLIVA: Can you provide it at the next RAB lio ruiO rirey were boilers rhat were -- were fiffia *iif, 
"

lzt meeting? jzi asbestos?

ln MR. pAyNE: we can get you a copy. ln MR. pAyNE: yes, ma'an.

Pt 
Ms. PENDERGRASS: Okay. If you could get that ln The boiler was left behind by either AMC or

j24 to l\{r. Forman, and then he can make sure that it gets to lza Triple A, one of the private contractors or companies

lzs 
the RAB -- 

lzs tirat were on the base. It wasn't a NaVy tiiing. But we
I -.- Page 57 I Page 59

I 
t MR. pAyNE: Absolutety. I r OiA dispose of it.

I 
z MS. PENDERGRASS: That would be fine. I z MS. oLrVA: Well, what authority did you have

I 
I MR. PAYNE: 

-Right. I l ro dispose of them if they belonged to sornebody else?

| 
4 MS. oLIVA: May I make that an action item? | + MR. pAyNE: Weil, it's scrap, and they

I 
s *f 

..at)P!oGRASS: 
We put tirat as an action I s abandoned it, so we have a responsibility to clean up

I o item. All right? | o ur. facility, so we did.

| 
? MR. PAYNE: We can do tirat. I t MS. oLrVA: Have you checked with thenr about

| 8 MS. PENDERGRASS: very fine. I s abandoning their cranes?

I 
9 MS. oLIVA: The other thing is, the other two i I MR. pAyNE: That's what - That's why they're

lr0 cranes --  
l io coming back, to get the cranes.

111 MR. pAyNE: Yes. lrt MS. oLrVA: okay.

lo MS. oLIVA: - that are flashing? What --? ltz MR. pAyNE: We have checked with them.
It: Havethey been scanned or scoped atall? !t, MS. oLIVA: All right. And you'il letus know
14 MR. PAYNE: Scanned for -- 

lt+ *il"n rhat's going ro happen? You will advise rhe people
15 MS. oLIVA: - radioactive materials, since lrs in Building 101 wtren itrls is happening?
16 that's what -- what they were picking a lot of stuff off Itu rran. pavNe: That shouldn't be an issue, but I
17 those boats in the '50s. 

lt7 know Mr. Forman wiil take care of that if tirat needs to
18 MR. PAYNE: The -- I can answer that -- i 118 be -.
19 don't think we have done that at this point. It's itn MR. FoRMAN: yeah. i
20 actuaily not our cranes. The crane's on the facility, lro MR. pAyNE: -,cause he need to be - I
2i and right now'the owners were supposed to be removing iT MR. F9RMAN: Perhaps there's some source of i
Z}thern' But as far as scanning them, I don't think rve lzz confusion on this. Tirese -- I believe the cranes I
23 have. jzr you'r" talking about are owned by Astoria Metals I
24 MS. oLIVA: The owners are going to be removing lz+ corporation, A\,{c. I
25 them? 

lrt MR. pAyNE: That,s correct. i
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1 MR. FORMAN: Okay. So they were put there in
zwhat decade? The 19 . . .
3 MS. BROWNELL: '90s.

4 MR. FORMAN: Pardon?
5 MS. BROWNELL: Early '90s.

6 MR. FORMAN: Okay.
7 MS. BROWNELL: Tirat's when they moved --

8 MR. FORMAN: Right.
9 MS. BROWNELL: - in there.

10 MR. FORMAN: So tirese irave nothing to do with
tt anything with Operations [sic] Crossroads or even any
12 Navy operations, since they were there approximately
t: 20 years after the Navy operations on the base ceased.
L4 So A\,{C is going to come back in, hopefully -

15 we're hoping -- and take their property away, probably
t6 disassemble it.
17 . MS. OLIVA: Okay. Wren anything's irappening
18 anyrnore on that dry dock, can you let our naster tenant,
t9 David Terzian, lcnow wiren this activity's happening?
20 MR. FORMAN: Sure. We can give -- Sure. We
21can give -- You want -- you waut us to contact him
zzbefore we --?

23 MS. OLIVA: lwould love that, so he can just
24 post it if there would be some --

25 MS. PENDERGRASS: Is your -- is your concern
Pase 61

1 MS. PENDERGRASS: - and it didn't happen, or
2 they needed it asked in writing and I didn't do it.
3 MR. FORMAN: Okay.
4 MS. PENDERGRASS: So --

5 MR. FORMAN: t will restate it to be more
e definite.
7 MS. PENDERGRASS: Thank ),ou.
8 MR. FORMAN: If the Navy has a.heads-up, as
9 soon as I know -- because we are not doing this.

t0 Another company is corning in --

11 MS. PENDERGRASS: I see.
tz MR. FOR\4AN: - we will let Mr. Terzian know
13 and tire caretaher site office on the base.
14 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. Verlr fins.
i5 MR. FORMAN: SUrE.
16 MS. PENDERGRASS: Mr. Campbeil had a question,
r and then we need one more question from the audience.
18I'm sorry. We're not going to take airy questions from
t9 the audience until we've taken all tl'Ie RAB member
20 questions, and we are running over.
2r So Mr. Campbell --

22 MR. DACUS: Dacus.
23 MS. PENDERGRASS: * Mr. Dacus and --
24 Barbara, did yes have --?

zs MR. CAMPBELL: Okay. On Parcel E, the little
Pase

t that during the actual removal of tirose things the dust
2 and those sorts of things?
3 MS. OLiVA: Yeah.
4 N4S. PENDERGRASS: Okay. So that's reasonable?
5 Can you make sure that that happens or --?

6 MR. FORMAN: Sure. Sure. We'll let
z N4r. Terzian know before *

8 MS. PENDERGRASS: All right.
9 \4R. FORMAN: Hopefuily, we'll get a good

t0 heads-up before Asroria Metals comes to reclaim their
11 cranes.
12 MS" OLIVA: Thank you.
13 MS. PENDERGRASS: The words like "iropefully"
14 and "maybe," that's not in our vocabulary. Can you --?

15 Can it be a little bit more specific, yes you will, or
r6 you u'il l talk --?

17 MR. FORMAN: I w- -- I will if I can.
18 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. And if 1'ou can't, you
is will what?
20 MR. FORMAN: I won't.
2l MS. PENDERGRASS: This sounds so -- vou know.
22 sounds kind of funny. But I'm -- I'nt just trying to ger
zr clarity around it so we don't have this issue of I
z+ asked --

25 MR. FORMAN: Yes.
Page 62

t panhandle area that you have tirere, that's south and
2 west.
3 MR. PAYNE: Yes, sir .
4 MR. CAMPBELL: Soutir and west of -- iit
5 IR-O1/21?
6 MR. PAYNE: 0112t and -- yes, 1 ---

7 I4R. CAMPBELL: So you can see the little
8 panhandle there, tire non-Navy property. They removed
9 some radioiogical sites before, but ihere were some

to radiological sites that were not removed because of
tt debris blocking the access. Were tirose sites
tz rernediated?
13 MR. PAYNE: (tnaudible.)
14 MR. CAMPBELL: So those sites are stili there.
15 MR. FORMAN: Yes.
1.6 \4R. PAYNE: Tire sites are still there.
l7 MR. CAMPBELL: And -- and they are going to be
18 remediated later on?
19 MR. FORMAN: Well, part of that is iris next
20 presentation.
2I MR. CAMPBELL: Okay. Thank ysu.
22 MS. PENDERGRASS: All right, Ir4r. Dacus.
23 MR. DACUS: Yes. I would like to ask you abo
24 the removal of this asbestos. Wi-iat rnethod did y6p
25 utllize in removing the asbestos?
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1 the state and federal iaws and was accomplished by a
z licensed asbestos removal contractor. So everything
3 that was proper to do, all the -- all the measures. all
+ the safety measures, were adhered to.
5 Yes.
6 MS. PENDERGRASS: Mr. Dacus, does that answer
7 your question --

8 MR. DACUS: Yes.
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: - before we go on?

10 MR. HANIF: I was going to say more
I t specificaiiy based on a described method is actuallv
12 termed as encapsulation.
13 MS. PENDERGRASS: Very good.
14 So your question -- that has been answered.
ts  s i r?
16 MR. DACUS: Yes, it as.
17 MS. PENDERGRASS: Tirank you.
18 Anci then just, Miss Lutton, did vou have a
19 question?
20 MS. LUTTON: Yes. I -- I harre a quick
21 question.
22 On page 5, the keel blocks.
23 MR. PAYNE: Yes, ma'am.
24 N4S. LUTTON: Those keel blocks, were they used
25 on Opera- -- to deal with the ships that came back from
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Multi-Page'" N{eeting of March 25, 2004
''s Transcript

1 MR. BROOKS: Thank you.
2 MS. PENDERGRASS: Ail right.
3 MS. RINES: I have one quick, quick question.
4 How many -? You said there were 46 truckloads that
5 were transporting it off site. That was from where?
6 MR. P,AYNE: From the dry dock area.
7 MS. RINES: Dry dock, okay.
g That's it.
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. We need to l11ove on.

10 And I'm sorry, I can't take your question at
11this poiirt, but you can take it up at another time. Can
12 you hold it for tirat so we can move on? I'm sorry.
t3 We're going to run out of time for the rest of the
14 presentations.
15 Okay, Mr. Payne, are you ready?
16 MR. PAYNE: Yes, ma'am.
17 Okay. We are goirg to move to.tire next
18 presentation. The next presentation is an upcoming
t9 tiine-critical removal action at the metal debris reef
zo and the metal slag.
21 This poster board right here illustrates what
22 the netal debris reef iooks like. It's melted metal or
23 molten metal with cables inbedded, and the metal slag is
24 this area right here. And on the map, the metal debris
zs reef is at this end, and the metal slae is at the
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I MR. pAyNE: My understanding, the asbestos was
2 tested, and we detennined it was asbestos. It was then
3 contained. It was bagged. It was sealed and then
+ disposed of at a facility that was approved for that
5 particular material.
6 MR. DACUS: Wrat procedure did you utilize to
7 remove it?
8 MR. PAyNE: Can you answer that question,
I please?

10 MR. DACUS: To dispose of it, rather.
11 MR. STARR: Pardon me?
12 MR. PAyNE: He said - The question is where

It: 
we disposed of the asbestos and the boilers.

14 MR. STARR: Boilers have been shipped off site.
i5 THE REPORTER: I'm sorry. I don't know who you
76 are.
17 MR. STARR: I'm Glenn Starr rvith Tetra Tech pw
18 MS. PENDERGRASS: And Mr. Davis's ouestion
19 was --

20 MR. DACUS: Dacus.
2L MS. PENDERGRASS: - not just -- his question
22 was how was it -- what was the method you used to remove
23 it to -- handle it to the -

MR. BROOKS: Maybe I -- rnaybe I can answer
25 this. Asbestos removal was done in accordance witir all
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t Operation Crossroads?
z You said that they were not hazardous waste,
3 and I'm wondering if they were tested for radiological
4 residue.
5 MR. pAyNE: No, we did not test the keel blocks
o for radiological residue.
7 MS. LUTTON: You said tirey wOre going to remain
8 there until the transfer. and --
9 MR. PAyNE: That's correct.

10 MS. LUTTON: - then what?
i1 MR. PAyNE: And then rhe City will probably use
12 it. I don't know what for, unless there's another dry
13 dock or such maybe for that same operation, but I don't
14 know.
15 N{R. BROOKS: That's a good question, Kevyn. I
16 think we'll bring that up with Laurie. They are a part
tz of dry dock operation; and the dry docks aird all the
t8 rest of tire infrastructure, like the drain systems and
tg stuff that were part of the dry docks, were considered
20 impacted.
2t So we'll bring tiris up with I.aurie and __
22 MS. LUTTON: Thank you.
23 MR. BROOKS: - soe what she says.
1 / 1

25
MS. PENDERGRASS: We'Il follow up on that.
MS. LUTTON: No problem.
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1 opposite end of the Parcel E.
2 First we'll do a site background of both of
3 those locations. Then we will talk about prior
+ investigations that were done at these sites, why rve
s think we need to do this removal action. We'll talk
6 about the steps, and we'il cover the schedule to get --

7 to accomplish this removal action.
8 During the '40s up to about the '60s, the Navy
9 operated a smelter at Building 408. That smelter's a

to place where tire metals are formed from raw rnaterial.
11 And then there was also a foundry in Building 247 " Once
1z the metal was smelted at the smelter, then it went to a
13 foundry; and then there they made parts, metal parts,
14 for ships.
15 This iilus- - Tiris is a picrure of u'hat ihe
16 Building 408 looks like at Hunters Point.
17 Next.
18 And this iliustrates wirat Building 24I, the
t9 foundry, is on the base.
20 The metal slag area, this right here -- this is
2i a portion of it, not all of it -- contains the material
Zzfrom the smelting and from the foundry; and it was
23 disposed along the shoreline, and I guess this was
24 common practice to dispose of waste along the shoreline"
25 This metal slag area is approximately
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1 proxirnity to tire metal debris reef" The material from
z this burn site went to tiris metal debris reef area"
3 We also have at the metal debris some of the
4 same material that you find here [indicating] from t
5 smelter. And, like, tire metai slag area, they -- there
6 was previous surveys that were done that identify that.
7 We had here some radioactive material also in throushout
s this rnetal slag.
9 This area, the metal debris is somewhat larger

t0 than -- thair this by -- maybe, like, by one third or so"
11 Next.
12 This slide right here shows what the metal
tr debris looked like at low tide, pretty nruch lot of
t+ cables; and all this right here is all -- it's all
ts rnet2l  i r rst  ntrre nretai  ai i  acl 'oss"
16 The investigations that w- -- The prime
tl investigations that were done was done in 1991 by
18 Harding Lawson & Associates, and they detected radiation
tl readings in the metal debris reef and the metal slag.
20It was another study done in 2001 by New World
zt Technology, and they pretty mucir confirm this
zz investigation that was done in 1991.
23 Tire reason that the Navy is doing this removai
24 action is to elirninate any future potential risks due to
zs rnigration of the radioactive material that ntight be on J

121,000 square feet, and it's about 5 feet in depth. So,
2 )'ou know, it's about this nruch findicating] depth.
3 There was also some radiolo- -- radiological
4 surveys that were done, and they identify tltat what you
5 had in here was some point sources, meaning you had some
6 radioactive devices in here, instruments, gauges, those
7 type oI --

8 MR. BROWN: Dial?
9 MR. PAYNE: -- things.

10 MR. ATTENDEE: Radium dials.
11 MR.BRowN: Dials? Radiumdials.
i2 MR. PAYNE: Radium dials.
13 MR. BROWN: You're welcoine.
14 N{R. PAYNE: This here illustrates the metal
ts slag area at low tide, and what you see here is lot of
16 concrete but imbedded with metal. You -- The picture
17 doesn't illustrate it that weil here. And this is
18 another section of the metai slag on this side.
L9 And the formal background for the metal debris
20 reef, which is this area here, in this one you can see
zt with more clarity the metal because it's widespread.
22 The Navy operated a burn site at the metal
z: debris leef. trf you look here, that little brown
24 circular -- Iook like a potato in here, that was a burn
zs site that the $nvy operated; and it pretty close
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t the surface or might come up to the surface of the
z debris reef or the metai slag or migration or release of
3 this rnaterial, the radioactive material, into the San
+ Francisco Bay by erosion or runoff.
s For this removal, we'll create a work plan
6 based on the Action Memorandunt that was done by the Navy
z that addresses all radi- -- radiological activities on
8 the - on the base.
9 What we're going to do as far as steps -

10 MS. ASHER: Excuse me. Could you go back to
11 the other slide? I just got to write something down.
12 l'{R. PAYNE: Okay. The steps that we're going
13 to accoln- - The steps we're going to take in
14 accornplishing tiris removal is to better characterize the
t5 site. We're going to do a site characterization to
i6 better characterize the site to see -- to determine
17 exactly the volume of tire metal debris reef and the --

18 and the slag. Aild for this we'll have a work plan,
ts which you will see and you'll be able to read and
20 comnlent or1.
zt After -- after this time, then we'll excavate.
22 But before we excavate. we wili have another work olan.
23 and we'il excavate botir of tl-rese areas. the rnetal sl
2q and nietal debris.
25 Once it's excarrated. we want to basicaliy
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I I remove the dials or instrumenrs that are imbedded in tire

I z metal and separate them out so we can dispose of the

I r mehls and the instruments, and they will go to two

| + different disposal facilities, and tiris rvill be disposed

I s off site.

I 6 The last tiring tirat we'trI do is to restore the
I z shoreline, and for this you'll also have another work

I a plan.

| 9 So the work plans that you will see in the near

Ito future for this activity, first you'il see a site

Itt characterization work plan after which -- and you'il
112 have 30 days to review and conment. Then we,ll irave a

113 removal action work plan to do the actual excavation and

li+ disposal of the naterials. And once that's complered.

Its then we'll do a shoreiine restoration qrork plan that
l r  e  you ' l l  a lso  see.

lt During this process, we coordinate with these

lia entities that you see that we have listed here from the

lrl Army Corps of Engineers to the public that will also

[zo participate and review and comrnent on -- on these

121 reports.

lzz We talked about a schedule, and this will be

123 the schedule. We'li have the work plan for the site

lz+ cl'raracterization April 200a. We plan to do the

125 
characterization between the rnonth of June and August of

I page 73
I

I t 2004 after which tirne then we'll do the removal acrion

I z work pian in October of 2004, starting the cleanup in
I r June of.T'A5 [sic] to November of 2 '05 

[sic]. We']l

| + then create a restoration work plan December 2005.

I s MS" IENDERGRASS: All right. We have
| 6 Mr" Carnpbell and Lani and Andrew.

I t "Anybody else from this side? Okay.

I s And Miss -- Dr. Sumchai, arrd then we're going
I s ro corne back to the audience. Okay.

liO MR. CAMPBELL: You talked about raw rnaterials
It i that was smelt -- smelted in the smelter and then went
i2 to the foundr,v.
13 Let me relate a little story to you that
14 happened in Mexico. They were checking some metal on
i5 some lawn furniture that was leaving -- that was leaving
i6 a plant, and -- yeah. What happens when they were
tt checking it, somebody's truck leaving, they found the
18 la\4/n furniture was radioactive.
i9 Are we sure that the - the smelter and the
z0 foundry, you know, if you're smeitering materiai --?
21 And you said raw material. Raw rnaterial can come from
zz different things, like siiips, et cerera, and can be
z: ground up bits and pieces and utilized.
2.4 Now, we have been clearly stating that this is
25 radium dials. Are we sure it's iust radium dials? One.

Pnoe 7A

t Okay. That's Part One of my q.uestions.
2 I also saw up there time-critical removal
3 actions, a TCRA, on it. We argued this point two years
+ ago. We -- we sal in a radiological subcornmittee
5 meeting, and we pointed out that we knerv these sites
6 were there. Wlry is it coming down to a time-critical
7 removal action now? That's the next part of the
8 question.
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: Let's iet him answer those
0 first two.
1 MR. CAMPBELL: Okay.
2 MS. PENDERGRASS: Can you answer the first
3 question, I\4r. Payne? Do you remember what it is?
4 MR. pAyNE: Can you restate your first
s question? Sorry.
6 MR. CAMPBELL: Sure. You know, when you
7 have --

8 MS. PENDERGRASS: What's the question?
9 MR. CAMPBELL: Well, we have a smelter, okay,

20 and he's talking about raw materials.
2t MS. PENDERGRASS: Right.
22 MR. CAMPBELL: They didn't go outside and say,
23 "Hey, they weren't doing their own ore. " I presume they
24 were using scrap metal --

2s MS. PENDERGRASS: Right.
Page 75

1 MR. CAMPBELL: - for their smeiter.
2 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay.
3 MR. CAMPBELL: Is that correct?
4 MR. BROOKS: So are you saying that we shouid
5 survey those buildings radiologically?
6 MR. CAIi{PBELL: Well, have you?
7 MR. BROOKS: We have not, but they are
8 considered impacted in the HRA, and they will be
9 surveyed.

10 MR. CAMPBELL: Thank you.
11 \4R. FORMAN: Foundry and the smelter.
12 MR. CAMPBELL: Thank you.
i3 DR. SUMCHAI: I'm sorry. What's the building
14 number for tiris smelter again?
15 MR. BROOKS: 408.
16 MR. PAYNE: 408.
17 MR. CAMPBELL: 408, because anytime -- anytime
18 you are doing a recycling operation and you're using a
19 sirelter, you're using available parts.
20 MS. PENDERGRASS: Right.
2I MR. CAMPBELL: And then you're usirrg it into
22 the foundry.
23 MR. FORMAN: Yes.
24 MR. PAYNE: That's correct.
25 MR. CAMPBELL: And then we're seeing hot spots
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1 over there, and we are saying it's radium dials. But
2 are we sure?
3 MR. BRooKS: We don't say radium dials. We're
+ saying radioactive point sources.
5 MR. CAIr{PBELL: Well, some are in some of tl,e
6 repofis before you said radium dials. I'd iike --

7 MS. PENDERGRASS: LCt --

8 MR. CAMPBELL: -- to point ihat out.
9 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Let -- But )rour question was

10 answered in that they are --

11 MR. CAMPBELL: YCS.
12 MS" PENDERGRASS: - going to do the sweep.
L3 MR. CAMPBELL: Yes. Okay.
1.4 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. And your second --

i5 N4R. CA\{PBELL: SO --

16 MS. PENDERGRASS: - question was? I'tn sorry.
17 MR. CAMPBELL: Tirne-critical removal action.
18 TCRA.
19 MR. FORI\4AN: Yes.
20 MR. CAMPBELL: We talked about this two years
zr ago. We pointed it out. At that was the first time it
zzwas obstructed. So it couldn't be cleaned at that
23 point.

Wiry is it a time-critical removal action now?
25 I saw that in one ofvour slides uo there.
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1 MR. CAMPBELL: Okay" So that's the second
2par t .
3 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Well, let's just answer that

; r+ Mr. Payne. The question again is, Why is it now a
s time-critical removal action when two years ago it was
6 not? What's changed in this time to make it move it to
I rhat level? Is the question.
8 MR. PAYNE: But I don't know rvhat happened a
g c.orrnle ve.ars aso. but a lot of tirnes we don'f have

10 budget or we don't have budget and --

11 MR. CAMPBELL: So -- so your -- your answer is
12 because of tlie budget; is that correct?
13 MR. PAYNE: That could be a reason. but I don't
14 exactly --

15 MR. FORMAN: Tlrat's one of the reasons.
16 MR. PAYNE: That is one of tlie reasons.
11 You want to say?
i8 MR. FORMAN: Yeah.
t9 I' l l go ahead and address tll js, Maurice. And I
z0 think I know what you're getting at. Maybe I don't.
21 But I keep irearing this common argument.
22 In the case of this radiological site -

23 MR. CAMPBELL: Right.
24 MR. FORMAN: There's a final basewide
zs tirne-critical removal action for radiological sites. 11

i MR. PAYNE: Right. It is.
2 MR. FORMAN: Where are you talking about?
3 MR" BROWN: Right here on the side.
4 N{R. FORMAN: Panhandle.
5 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Can you answer that,
6 Mr. Payne?
7 MR. PAYNE: Yes. We actualiy used a action
8 memo that, as you know, was created for all to address
s all radiological concerns on the entire base. And at

10 this point, we know what the Navy needs to do with
11 the *- with the metal reef an{ the metal slag is to
tz act:ually excavate it. So that's why tire Navy is taking
t: the position and doing a time-criticai removal at this
14 time.
15 MR. CAMPBELL: Oh.
16 MS" PENDERGRASS: LCt --

17 MR. PAYNE: SO --

18 MR. CAMPEELL: But our question is, s'hy isn't
19 it a standard removal action \/ersus a time-critical
20 removal action? That's our question, because there's
21 some concerns rhat members of the Ree have had. Number
22 one, there's emergency removal action, time-critical
23 removal action, removal action. And we're
?a  n r rec t i n r r i ns  - -

75 MR. PAYNE: Not time removal. 
pase'g

t Okay? Ail of tire -- all of these type of sites will be
2 conducted under that Action Memorandum.
: So that's wiry you're seeing a series of work
+ plans, because the rvork plans do the site-specific
s detaiis to tl-re work, and their source document is that
o time-critical renoval action action men.to. And it's
z basewide. It applies to any of tirese sites.
8 MR. CAIT4PBELL: Okay.
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: Does that make sense?

10 MR. CAMPBELI-: Well, I'm sure the comnrunity irad
11 some comments on that.
12 MR" FORMAN: No, no. And I understand that
i3 there are those who disagree ihat that should be a
t+ time-critical removal action action memo.
15 MR. CAMPBELL: Rigin.
16 MS. PENDERGRASS: There are those wiro disaeree
tz with that --

18 MR. CAMPBELL: Rigirt.
19 MR. FORMAN: -- and there are those who
zo disagree with the basewide application of tirat Action
2l Memorandum.
22 N,{R. CAMPBEI-L: Rigirt.
23 MR. FORMAN: Mv -- I tliink mv most comnelli
24 argument to anybody who tirinks that way is: Tire Navy i
25 out ir-r tire fieid removing these sites, doing
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1 environmental cleanup work. And I would recommend that
zany citizen who wants the environment cleaned up, let
I the Navy do that, and let the Navy do that under a final
+ Action Memorandum.
5 MR. CAMpBELL: Okay" We'll leave it at that
6 for now, because I don't want to talk tiris whole thing.
z The third question, going back to the keel
8 blocks, keel blocks were usually used to hold ships up;
.9 and when you hold ships up in a dry dock, it,s usuaily
10 for bottorn painting and repairing. Bottom painting, as
i1 we know, is highiy toxic. So --
12 MS. PENDERGRASS: Mr. Campbell, that question
13 was asked and answered in terms of --
14 MR. CAMPBELL: No. No, no, It wasn't
15 ansrvered. The que- -- It rvasn't addressed, because
i6 when you have keel blocks, you have bottom paint.
1.7 MR. PAYNE: Well, the answer to that question
18 is that we are going to :
19 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Okay.
20 MR. PAYNE: - do a further survev of those
21 keel blocks.
zz MR. CAMPBELL: Tirank you. That's what I wanted

24 MS. PENDERGRASS: i thought I heard that from
25 Mr. Brooks. So I'in sorry. That's reiterated, then.
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1 actions, some cleanups, as well.
2 MS. PENDERGRASS: So you have things going on
3 simultaneously.
4 Ms. oLiVA: We aii know that, but --
5 MR. FORMAN: Oka,r'.
6 MS. OLIVA: -- it seems like you're putting rhe
7 cart before the horse without letting the public know
8 and let people besides tire artists, the other businesses
9 that are out here. And as I always am, I'm concerned

10 about the health risks in any removal action, any
11 radioactive material anywhere close which --
12 MR. FORMAN: Got you. Understand, Georgia.
13 And the piace where - The Navy has the obligation to
14 announce that to everybody, you're right. And the place
15 to comment on that is tire work plans for each one of
16 these projects. That's where the details come out in
17 the work plans about that particular site and what has
18 to be done.
19 MS. OLIVA: I requested the work plans be
20 posted in the buildings.
21 MR. FORMAN: Tire work plan's actually a report.
22It's not a flier or a --

23 MS. OLIVA: No, but --

24 MR. FORMAN: It's an actual report.
25 MS OLIVA: It's a report. Just one copy 

pa_ee 83
t Okay. Very good.
2 MS. OLIVA: Mr. Campbell pretty nruch asked my
3 questions, but I have a question for Mr. Fornan.
4 I guess I'rn a iittle confused in the fact that
5 tire historicai radiological survey reporf is -- is out
6 but hasn't been signed off on yet; is that correct?
7 MR. FORMAN: No. The document tirat's out is
8 the Historical Radiological Assessnrent.
9 MS. OLIVA: Rigirt.

10 MR. FORMAN: Aird tire -- and the key word there
11 is "assessirent." The "A" in HRA is assessment. And
rzthat assessmeut is the -- rhe first major step in the
13 progran.
L4 MS. OLIVA: So if it 's the first lnajor step in
15 the program, why are we in a time-critical rernoval if
16 removal is after the fact?
17 MR. FORMAN: Weil, the Historical Radiological
18 Assessment deives into the history of it, and we'r'e gone
t9 through several iterations of it, as you know, the draft
zo finai phase.
21 

- 
Horvever, at Hunrers Point, u'e have continued tollowever, at Hunters Point, we irave continue

do the next phase concurrently in some places, aird
23 you'r'e seen that where we have actually done surveys.
24 And tiren the third phase from assessment to
25 survey to cleanup, we hate actually done some removal
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t posted in -- in the buildings so that those that are --
2 I'm just a representative of many people. And that -
3 that document can be reviewed --
4 MS. PENDERGRASS: Does that go to each of the
5 RAB members?
6 MR. FORMAN: No.
7 MS. PENDERGRASS: It does not.
8 MR. FORMAN: No.
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: The work plan does not go to

10 the RAB ilembers?
11 MR. FORMAN: Docurnents are available to be
i2 rriewed if youire e- -- if you're eitirer on the
13 distribution for that, the way - the way the RAB is set
14 up. You either get a document sent to you, or you go --
15 you're supposed to use the information repository, which
t0 is the main library --

17 MS. PENDERGRASS: So is tlrere a --
18 MR. FORMAN: -- and the Anna Waden Library.
19 MS. PENDERGRASS: - subcorunittee that actually
20 gets tirat document?
21 MR. FORMAN: Yes. The Radioloeical
2z Subconmrittee.
23 MS. PENDERGRASS: So would it maKe Sense,
24 Ms. Oliva, to irave a member of that committee make sure
25that that's posted? So rhat's somethingthat you all
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1 can work ihrougir.
z Miss Asher?
3 MS. ASHER: Again, Maurice asked my first
4 question, but -- about the tin-re-critical removal actions
5 being a basewide procedure.
6 Mr. Forman, how was this decision come to? And
7 )rou knorv that the community has no input if you describe
8 it as a time-criticai reinoval action. So providing us
s with a work plan of what you're planning to dci really

10 doesn't do anything for the community, since it's a
tt tirne-critical removal action.

And I guess I'm just one of those people that
13 doesn't trust the Navy because they are experts, you
14 know. That's just a type of person tirat there is. We
15 want to know why.
16 So how was this decision to characterize tiris
17 as a time-critical removal action as a basewide
18 action -- how is that decision come to? And a lot of
tl people here on this RAB don't agree with that, like, I
zo would say, the rnajority of people here on this RAB.

MR. FORMAN: Okay" I respect that. The work
zz plans that you review, right, corne out in draft and
23 draft final. You - What you're asking me, I believe,
24 is, How did you ever get to the conclusion that this was
25 a time-critical removal action?
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1 MR. FORMAN: You're right.
2 MS. ASHER: Is that correct?
3 MR. FORMAN: It is the Navy's -- it is the
4 Navy's judgment and specifically my judgmenr to use rhe
s time critical -- the final tirne-critical ren-roval action
6 action meiro to use that as the vehicle --
7 MS. ASHER: R.ight.
8 MR. FORMAN: - to .qo out to these sites and
9 clean up -.

10 MS. ASHER: Well. that's what I -- tirat's what
tt I wanted to hear.

MR. FORMAN: Yes.
MS. ASHER: But at the same time because vou're

14 characterizing them as a tiine-critical removal action --
lVR. FORMAN: Yes.
MS. ASHER: - we irave no say-so. And

17 basicaily wirat you said to, IvIr. Campbell was that this is
is what we have decided, and just deal with it. And you
19 know what? I think that -- that makes me very unhappy.
z0 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. Miss Asher, though, I
21 have to ask you something, and that is that the in- --
22 tire information I've ireard from both of you, I think, is
23 real valid.
24 What needs to,happen, tirough, is to review
25 maybe your comrltents about that might be -- have

1 MS. ASHER: Yeah.
2 MR. FORMAN: We came - The Navy came to that
3 conclusion because a draft Action Memorandum for tire
+ basewide time-cri- -- tirne-critical removal actions for
s radiological actions came out, I believe -- what, 2000?
6 L999, 2000? Before my lir.ne.
7 But stil l. this Action Memorandum, this
A basewide Action Memorandum, came out for draft for
9 comment by the regulators and the public. And then it

10 went -- it went final. I believe. in 200i?
MR. PAYNE: 2001. that's correct.
MR" FORMAN: Okay.
So there was community and regulator input on

t4 that draft document that ailows all of these work plans
ts before -- and that -- and that Action Memorandum went
t6 final. But before we go out into the field and actually
1z use tirat Action Memorandum to do anything -

MS. ASHER: But it 's your -- So it's the
19 Niavy's decision ultimately that it was a critical
z0 time -- time removal action? It's not a community
zi decision --

22 MR. FORMAN: It was --

23 MS. ASHER: - or a regulator decision?
24 MR. FORMAN: It rvas the Navy's --

25 MS. ASHER: It was the Navy's decision?
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t in 2000 as part of that public process.
2 MS. ASI{ER: No. Mr. -- If you were listening,
3 Mr. Forman just said tirat he is taking that as iris
4 r'ehicle to proceed in this manner. I don't think you
5 were listening.
6 MS. PENDERGRASS: No. I was listenins --

7 MS. ASHER: And that is --

8 MS. PENDERGRASS: - ver}/ closely.
9 MS. ASHER: - his decision.

10 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. I uirderstand that.
1.1 MS. ASHER: And that's it. Clear and simple.
tz And I --

13 (Simultaneous colloquy.)
14 MS. ASHER: Marsha, you're not listening.
15 MS. PENDERGRASS: You're not paying attention
to  as  we l l .
t7 MS. ASHER: Yeah. all risht. Fine.
18 MS. PENDERGRASS: But thele is a public
19 commeni. Tirat informatioit is in the repository. So I
20 don't know about that until I'm saying there is left
21 open --

22 MS. ASHER: I'm not interested in - I'm
z3 interested in rvhat Mr. Forman iust said. He said t
24 ire is -- ire personally, the Navy, is deciding to
25 in this manner because they decided to do tiris. And
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1 they don't care what we think about it. I 1 point. The - One of the final conclusions of the HRA:
2 MR. FoRMAN: That's not true. 

I z "ro date, potential pathways for contamination migration
3 MS. ASHER: That's perfectly true. 

I r rernain within the impacted site areas. No pathway has| : 
M5. ASHER: lnat's perlectly true. I r remain within the impacted site areas. No pathway has

| 4 MR. FORMAN: That's not true. | + been identified for contamination to migrate off the Hpl
| 5 ]i,rs. ASHER: r'm done. Thank you. i s site. "

| 
6 MR. FORMAN: That's not true, Lani. I o I want you to correct that. you just said in

| 
7 MS. ASHER: okay. I z the presentation the metal slag area presents a

| 8 MS. PENDERGRASS: Next. I a potential for rnigration and release of radioactive
| 

9 MR. BozEMaN: Andrew Bozeman. I I rnaterials into the bay. I want you to correcr this,
| 10 In your s- -- your slide, you say rhat rhe j ro okay?

111 
removf.action is thinking of eliminating future ltt You know, it's like we contradict this as we go

I tzpotent ia l r iskduetorn igrat ionandre leasesincei t 's  l rza long.  Ihadprey ious lycontradic tedth iswhenwe

Itr 
near.the surface, arld it can be released and moved by lr: identified that there were radionuclides in groundwater

It+ 
wind erosion and runoff. jr+ that communicate with the bay. This is in, you know,

I 
t 
l . ̂ ^ - 

Concerning tire fact that this was discovered in I is the response to the Fosr. And they -- you know. you'r

l:u_:,n9t,and 
then reconfirmed in 2001, isn't there a chancelr6 concurring that, you knorv, specific concernpotential

Itzthat has happened already, that there's been - lru radiological grouldwater contamination at this well.
ltt MR. PAYNE: A release -- 

lra You identify the five samples from four tR-ot wells
lr, ^ . MR" BOZEMAN: - erosion and -- and release and lte contain activities of naturally occurring of
lzo flying on the wind - lzo potassiurn 40.

lrt 
MR. FORMAN: Yes. ltr- There are coirclusions here that are -- they are

lt MR- BOZEMAN: - across the cornmunity? lzzlust blatantly erroneous, and this is one that I,d like
lrt MR. pAyNE: Yeah; this is : lzl you to correcr.

l2o MR. FORMAN: Yes. And that's a good point, lro MR. FoRMAN: All right. I tirink before we do
fzsAndrew.  The re i sachanceo f tha t .  l zs tba t ,wha t lwou ld inv i t eyou todo is to looka t the

P e o c  Q 1I 
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l l ^ A n d b e c a u s e t l r o s e a r e o n t h e s h o r e l i r r e a n d o n i r s a n r p I i n g t l r a t , s b e e n a o
I 

zParcel 
P'.*lut 

you have to do is go to Parcel F -- and I zof the San Francisco Bay, and that is a parcel that

| 
: Parcel F is the portion of the San Francisco Bay that | 3 re're responsible for, and we're respo*ibt" fo,

| 
+ surrounds the base. You have to go into Parcel F and do [ + sampling and then making decisions o1.

I 
s sampling, and tirat's what we have done is gone into I s So look at the sampling in parcel F, and then I

I 
o Parcel F and done sarnpling. I o would invite you to draw your conclusions once you read

| 
? N{R. BozEMAN: Okay. So -- j z that documenr.

| 8 MR. FORMAN: And you'll see that that's I 8 DR. sUMCHAI: I don't leed that. you said
I I 

available in the Draft Final Validation Study that's I I potential parhways. We argued about this at the
Ito coming out in June. the additional sampling 110 meeting.

ltt 
MR. BRooKS: And there will be a lot nore ltt When you use a word like "potential," you lock

112 
sampllng 

ltz yourself in. If you say something more definitive iike
113 MR' FoRh4AN: And there wili be further sarnpling lt: "investigations or research to date has not concluded or
It+ in Parcel F as weii. j i+ has not identified," that is more concise.
15 MS. PENDERGRASS: Mr. Manuel and then itt But wl,en you use a big word like ',porentiai,,'
16 Dr. Sumchai. Do you mind being last on that? I'm lro trr.n you lock yourself in; and because you use that word
i7 sorry' 

ltu "potential, " this is wrong. You just contradicted this
18 DR. suMcHAI: No. It's just that my point 

lta 
conclusion, and I rvill ask you to correcr this in rny

ts of -- 
lu comments.

z0 MR. MANUEL: We'll let her go first. Ladies lzo But I want to say publicly rhat tirere are ]
21 first' 

i2t multiple conclusioirs ihat are drawn. If you don't read I22 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Thank you. Weil, she lzz anything else, read the conclusions, and also read from I
2l actually was next. 

123 the executive summary, dre assessmenr summary. And you I
24  MR.MANUEL:  Oh,  I - - Idon ' thaveaprob lem--  l z+congob lowbyb lowthroughrhese,youknow,conc lus ions  I
25 DR. suMcHAI: That also deals on Andrew's lzs and these assessments, and you cin find major I

4 MR. FoRMAN: That's not true. | + been identified for contamination to prierate off the nps
5 N,IS. ASHER: I'm done. Thank you. I S site. "
6 MR. FORMAN: That's not true, Lani. I o I want you to correct that. you iust said iru.dr 5lrur Lrue, Laru. I 6 I want you to correct that. you just said in
7 MS' ASHER: okay. 

I z the presentation the metal slag area presents a
8 MS. PENDERGRASS: Next- | a potential for rnigration and release of radioactive
9 MR. BoZEMAN: Andrew Bozeman. I I materials into tire bay. I want you to correct tiris,

10 In your s- -- your slide, you say that rhe j ro okay?
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i contradictions in the body of the HRA. i MR. MANUEL: It would seem to rne tirat if that's
2 MR. FoRMAN: Okay. Weli, my only problem withl z the case, one of tirese subconmittees shouid be
3 that, Dr. Sumchai, is that Jose Payne is not talking I 3 enlightened as to how you'li reach -- how you arriv
+ about the HRa right now. j + soilething being time critical, because that seems to
5 DR. SUN{CHAI: Okay" I'm just saying -- okay. I s the problern here.
6 But you -- you understand my point tirat --

7 MR.FORMAN: I-
8 DR. SUMCHAI: -- he just made --

9 MR. FORMAN: I --

10 DR. SUMCHAI: - a point in writing --

1i MR. FORMAN: I do.
12 DR. SUMCHAI: - that contradicts the maior
13 conclusion in the HRe.
14 MR. FORMAN: Right. And let me just say for
15 fhe record that I -- again, I welcoine you to coire over
16 to rne, and I can explain it. i think you're confused on
l7 that point, because --

18 DR. SUMCHAI: No, I'm not.
19 MR. FORMAN: - potential migratioir in the San
20 Francisco Bay at the point of the metal reef means heavy
21 metais migrating into the sediment just off the shore,
zz which is in Parcel F. So if they mi- -- migrate from
23 Parcel E to Parcel F, they are still on Hunters Point"
24 Ms. PENDERGRASS: All right. Mr. Manuel --

?5 MR. MANUET: Strangle him or sornetiring? Shake
Pase 93

6 If it's a normal process, it's easy enough for
7 soneone to see that this is soinething you normally do or
8 not. I tirink it's more fair to get a meeting of minds
9 than to start accusing people of being criminals or

10 being dishonest or whatever else.
11 And i -- and the -- and the second thing for me
12 is: Why would anyone here not want the Navy !o hurry up
t3 and clean something up? I don't understand that,
14 because time sensitive to me in -- in rny background of
15 envirotxrental cleanup means there's something you're
te going to hurry up and do or something you figure is
17 urgent to where it's not something you're going to put
18 on a slow track.
L9 It's something you're going to put on a fast
20 track; isn't that correct?
21 MR. BROOKS: Yeair, that's correct.
22 MR. MANUEL: Well -- weil, rvhy wouid anyone not
23 want sonetiring to be hurried up and cleaned up? I meau,
24I -- I mean, I don't understand that.
25 MR. FORMAN: Yeah. I think what we can do is 4

Peoc

I  nIm.
2 MS" PENDERGRASS: J. R.?
3 MR. MANUEL: Basically, I guess what my
4 question is -- is going over what Lani mentioned
5 earlier.
6 Is tirere a no- -- is there a normai process
z that you go tirrough to establish that something is time
s critical? And was that process used to determine that
9 this particular issue was time critical?

10 MS. PENDERGRASS: That question was asked and
ll answered.
12 MR. BROOKS: Yeah, there is a process, and
13 there's severai criteria that we look at to see if
t< sornething can be considered time critical or not.
15 One is the planning periods thar were given.
16 One is how long is it going to take to accomplish the
17 removal action. And then on Jose's slide, he had a
is couple of the criteria that fit the site of the metal
19 reef and the rnetal slag area. And that is to reduce the
20 future potential of migration.
2i MR. MANUEI-: Okay. So, basically, you --

22you've arrived at this particular process through
z3 something that is normal that you assess whether
24 sometirins's time critical or not?

5 MR. BROOKS: Yeah. that's --
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1 at Dr. Sumchai's or som.e other subconrmittee, we calt --

z let's pull out the Ela guidance for this, and let's put
3 out the NCP federal iaw that really shows you what the
+ definitions are.
s And those are the very same definitions that we
6 use in the action memos and in the work plans. We
z always explain that, using the very same actually
8 cut-and-paste language from the federal law and the
9 guidance, and we rvill simply take it from tirat. Perhaps

1o we need to explain that.
11 And I'rn glad to see somebody at the nreeting,
12 other than me, state something like tirat that to rne is
13 an obrrious good news story.
14 When tire Navy is going out, planning ahead of
15 time, putting out a work plan and asking people to
16 commenl on a work plan on actions we are comhirrind t^

r take, to take things like a metal reef and a metal slag
18 area out of the -- out off the site and to take care of
19 that problem, it seems to rne that we ouglit to have
20 the -- the compiete and full support of everyone here to
11 do thar.
22 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. I'rn going to end this
23 question-and- --

24 \4S. ATTENDEE: Oh.
25 MS. PENDERGRASS: : discussion period because
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1 we're now getting -- people are getting a little too
2 personal about this, and trve're cutting that topic at
: this point.
4 And we're going to go into the Parcel A and
s findings of suitability for transfer.
6 Mr. Forman, can you make that presentation?
z Tirank you, Mr. Payne.
8 MR. FORMAN: Sure.
9 MR. PAYNE: Thank you.

10 MR. BROOKS: Great.
11 MR. FORN,IAN: Is this working? Can you hear me?
1z Okay.
i-? MS. PENDERGRASS: You have about five -- four
l4 minutes.
15 MR. FORMAN: Got it. Boy. I'm not a magician,
t6 but I ' l l  do my best.
17 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay.
18 MR. FORMAN: Okay. All right. Tliis is a
l9long-awaited presentation I had wanted to make.
20 Let me just quickly preface this by saying I
z1 think Marsha Pendergrass's point is a good one, and I
Zzhope you agree that for as long as I'rn on tiris project,
23I'm going to try and do my best.
24 And I think good, ironest, hard-working people
25 can disagree over some issues; but I hope that you never
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t think that I'm eitirer, A, doing something dishonest or,
2 B, not having the very highest intentions involved in
3 doing a good job not only for the Navy, but just doing a
+ good job, period, to ciean up the environment. Okay.
5 I'm very committed to that personally, not just here,
6 but in my career. Okay?
7 So on to Parcel A and the finding of
8 suitability to transfer. Couple of -- couple of issues
9 irave cotne up.

10 First of all, as Dr. Sumchai indicated, the
11 Navy iras redrawn the parcei lines and changed the shape
tz ofParcel A very recentiy.
13 And we have also put out a document called
14 Finding of Suitability ro Transfer, known ro many of you
15 as the F.o.s.T., or FosT. And i want to talk a little
16 bit about that, and then Pat Brooks and I will answer --
t7 answer questions.
18 Okay. Couple of things I'm going to go through
19 quickly. I'm going to show you the changes in parcel A
20 footprini.
2t I'm going to talk a little bit about wirat a
z2 Finding of Suitability to Transfer -- that document
23 does.
24 Then I'm going to teil you a little bit about
25 the progress tirat I believe the Navy has made on the
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1 FoST issues, because you have ro remember that 16 months
2have gone by between the last time the FosT went out and
3 now this uew draft f inal FoSr.
+ And then finally, I'm going to give you what
5 the current scheduie for the Finding of Suitability to
6 Transfer document is. Okay.
z The Parcel A boundary adjustment here, this is
8 the current now Parcel A boundary, Parcel A West has
9 not changed. Parcel A East has changed.
0 I don't irave a laser pointer.
1
2

3

4

5

Pat, can you -?

MR. BRooKS: I can show you findicating] -
MR. FORMAN: Great.
MR. BROOKS: - boundaries.
MR. FORMAN: Do you want to --

6 MR. BROOKS: This --
7 MR. FORMAN: -- show them the section there?
8 MR. BRooKS: This is the old boundary. This is
9 the part tirat was -- of the footprint that's changed

20 here [indicating],
2r So this part is now in Parcei D. It inciudes
2z Building 813. It includes the Pump Station A,
z3 Building 819 and along Spear Avenue here. It includes
24 the sanitary sewer. Tllis part that is now in parcel C
zs along -- along Fisirer Avenue, it includes the sewer
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1 beneath Fisher Avenue.
2 MR. FORMAN: Yes.
3 MR. BROOKS: And those -- these are areas that
4 are considered impacted in HRA; and therefore, they were
5 put down into Parcel C and Parcel D to facilitate a
6 timely trairsfer for Parcel A.
7 MR. FoRMAN: Right. Very good.
8 And tire key thing to remember from that, when
9 Pat says the Buildings 819, 813, and the sanitary sewer

10 systems beneath Fisher and Spear there, when he says
11 they are an "irrpacted" site, that's "impacted" in
12 quotes. That's the official language used by the
tr Radiological Affairs Support Office, RASo.
t4 And if you'll remernber last month, Comrnander
15 Fragoso fron Raso came out and told us "inrpacted" means
16 that it has the potential to have some radiological
1z contamination there. It doesn't inean that there is any.
18 And so because it's considered irnpacted, it
19 must tiren go from an assessment phase to a survey phase.
20 And all of those locations that Pat mentioned will now
21 be surveyed.
22 Okay. Next slide.
23 Okay. Some of the reasons for the boundary
2+ changes we went through; those are the four areas, the
25 two sanitary sewer systems and the two buildings,
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1 Okay. All right. Sorne progress on some of
2 these issues. The Historical Radiological Assessment
3 came out, as we have discussed, and additional areas
4 were recomrnended and -- to be removed -- well,
5 essentialiy.these additional areas were impacted.
6 Then the Navy had rnade ti-ie decision, Well, if
7 they are impacted, we can do one of two things: We can
8 sit on Parcel A for a longer period of time and then go
9 through a compiete radiological process there, or we can

tO sirnply redraw the iines and say we're not even going to
11 try to transfer Parcel A because those buildings are
12 impacted, and therefore they're not ready for transfer,
13 so we need to have a new boundary. And tirat's what we
t+ decided to do.
15 Tire otirer items that are iisted in the document
16 is that tirere u'ere two buildings thai needed concurrence
17 letters frorn Cal. DHS, Department of Healrir Services.
tR Thev are tlre orles at the State level tirat ar^.frraliv oive
i9 us unrestricted reuse of buildings.
20 We went through tirat process for Buildings 816
21 and 821. And those ofyou who have been around since --

22 the RAB members that have been s- -- here since then
23 understand that we have had several presentations on
24 that. Those are included and memorialized in the nost
25 document.
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1 we gave three or fbur presentatioirs on this. There
2werc -- There are now three separate tiers, which is
3 three different rows, of gas-monitoring points.
4 We put the probes in the ground basically at
5 tire barrier that we installed. We put a whole row of
6 probes in tlie U.C.S.F. compound where the gas had
I migrated to. And tllen we put a u,hole separate
8 additional row of gas-nonitoring probes on Crisp Aveirue
9 out beyond the U.C.S.F. conrpound where we're confident

10 to say landfill gas has never migrated to.
11 In addition to that, tire orieinal seven that we
12 put out, we put in an additional six. So now on that
13 third tier of gas-rnonitoring probes along on that
14 stretch of Crisp Avenue, we have i3 probes or
1s 13 locations for monitoring.
16 In the 21 months of Crisp Avenue GMps. rve fou
17 no methane. We have zero parts per million methane for
ts al l  probes during that 21-mori th period.
19 In addition to that, we lneasured volatile *
z0very, very low Ievels of volatile organic compounds in
2t the rvells, which do not come from landfill .qas. There
22 is no methane constituent or fingerprint of landfill gas
23 from the landfill traveling there. But we did find
24 small levels of volatile organic compounds.
25 These were at the request of Departrnent of

Pase i04

I because the sRe and Laurie Lowman recommended additionali I On groundwater issues. Back in 1995, we had a
2 investigation. In this case, that means it -- they I z Record of Decision. That's kind of a believe-it-or-nor
3 will -- they have been assessed. 'They are considered I I scenario. It's been nine years since we have a Reco
4 impacted. Now they will be surveyed, | + of Decision document that calls for no furtirer action
s Now, why did the Navy do this? This is very I s groundwater. It's quite a period of tirre.
6 controversial to some of you. I understand that, and
z I've talked to some of you on the phone about this or in
8 meetings since we did it. It's very controversial
9 because many of you do not want Parcel A to conrrey, and

10 I understand that. I believe I understand most of the
11 reasons for that and the motivations. and I respect
12 thai"

6 At that -- at that time, the groundwater was
z determined not to be a drinking water source. One of
8 the sources was tirat was the Regional Water Quality
9 Control Board's ietter, May 1Oth, 1995, that basically

10 states that. There are also proiribitions from the City
tt of San Francisco that do not allow groundwater and
tz groundwater wells to be dug in order for this to become
ti a drinking water source.
14 Okay.
15 Perhaps the iargest issue is oire that is not on
16 Parcel A at ali in many of your minds. This is the
rT largesr issue, and i t  has to do wirh Site l ,  rhe
18 iandfill, and the landfill gas.
19 Weli, we know a whole lot more about the site.

13 But what I do need to tell and comnrunicate to
14126u is that when the Navy feels that it has gone through
15 the process; and q,hen we have reached the point with a
16 Record of Decision and a finding of suitability to
17 transfer, the Navy is mandated under BRAC, under this
18 base closure and realignment, to then go forward.
19 And the nature of this business ultimately is
20 to transfer property, to convey it to the local reuse lzo and we've done a whole lot more in the last 16 inonths
21 autholity; and then esseirtially it will go frorn military lzt tiran we had before.
22 property, federal property, back to the City of San lzz We now have montirly inonitoring, and there's a
23 Francisco and be hopefuily weii integrated back into thelzl monthly monitoring and control plan tirat's been pur our
24 rest of the community . That's the purpose and tlie I z+ and actually is currently under review.
25 spirit of snac. l:s If you remember here, back last year, I think I
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1 Toxic Substances Control. We work with tiiem, and we put
z all the data we have into a worst-case scenario using a
3 vapor intrusion model.
4 In tirat vapor intrusion model, rve essentially,
s for lack of a better term, "passed" in that, in that tire
6 r,olatile organic compounds were at such small levels,
7 they did not present a risk, even in the worst-case
8 scenario of a person being present in an enclosed
9 structure, a llouse, for instairce, rigirt on Crisp Avenue.

10 Now, that's probably not going to ever happen,
i1 irouses right on Crisp Avenue on that rnonitoring point.
12 But that very conservative scenario was used when we
13 were told to come up with a risk evaiuation using that
14 vapor intrusion rnodel.
15 In addition to that, the Navy's going to
16 continue to monitor and control the landfill gas. But
iz it's important to keep in mirrd, a key elerneni here is
18 that even before the Navy did anything, even before you
19 could argue the Navy knew anything about this, when we
20 first discovered it and iooked at where it was in the
zt end state of where it was, even after all of those years
zz at the landfill, the gas had traveled to U.C.S.F.
23 compound, but not further"
24 Now, today, we irave a barrier system; we have
25 passive vents; we have a trench, and we have
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2 MR. FORMAN: Sorry.
3 Hey, Pat, could you -? You're going to have
4 to stand away. Sorry about that, Pat.
5 MR. BROOKS: Better door than a rvindow?
6 And we have -- okay, Here is the pink line
7 here. This is the barrier transfer methane gas. Like
s Keith was saying, it acts as a barrier to prevent
s landfill gas frorn going any further north. It can be

i0 operated passively using wind turbines. It can be
11 operated actively using an electric motor to extract and
tZtreat the gas that collects frorn this trench.
t3 So what do we have? We have monitoring points
14 ilere on the north side of the pink line as our barrier
15 trench. That tells us is anything moving past the
16 barrier trencir? Are we not capturing everything?
t7 Then we have a second row that goes here
r8 through the University of California-San Francisco
19 compound. That's our second line of defense.
20 Then we have a third one. Tiris is where we
21 bave never detected any methane here along Crisp Avenue,
zz and there's a good reason for that, because the landfill
23 is down here in sediinentary and fill deposits in
24 granular, porous rnaterial; and here along Crisp Avenue
z5 and tiren further up on Parcel A it's the kind of

Pase 107
t gas-monitoring probes.
2 MR. BROWN: Mr. Forman, I like to disaqree with
3 you --

4 MS. PENDERGRASS: Can we hold off -?
5 MR. BROWN: - about that, but I'il irold on.
6 MR. FORMAN: Yeair, if you could hold on till
? the end.
t Okay. In addition to tirat, )rou'll see in the
9 document, in the Finding of Suitability to Transfer,

10 that the inonitoring welis were decomrnissjoned, and
11 that's also document in the FOST.
1z Ckay.
13 Okay. Here is just a diagram tirat you've seen
14 before that we have used that basically shows you tire
i5 situation.
16 Pat, if you could just point out the three rows
tz of wells.
18 MR. BROOKS: Okay. There's a --
19 MR. FORMA]I: Actually -- I'm sorry -- cMps.
20 MR. BROOKS: Here's the barrier trencir here.
21 And so we have a line of gas-monitoring probes right on
22 the north side of the barrier trench. We have another
23 line of gas-monitoriirg probes here in tlie U.C.S.F.
24 compounds.
25 MR. HANIF: No one call see on this side of the
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I greenisir gray bedrock that you see around the city.
2It's serpentinite.
r So dris is tire case -- it doesn't happen every
4 time; but in this case, geology's our friend. We,ve got
5 a very low permeabiiity rock up here in parcel A, and
6 it's also -- it's up higher. It's up a lot higher in
z the landfill. You know, it slopes way pp.
8 MR. BROWN: Right.
9 MR. BROoKS: I t 's on a hi l ls ide.

10 TFIE REPORTER: Excuse me. I need to chairse
11 paper.
12 (Brief recess.)
13 MR. FORMAN: Okay. Finally, the finding of
t+ suitability ro transfer schedule: The comment period
15 begins March 19th. The coinrent period ends, and. the
16 regulators rveigh in iropefully with their concurrence
17 30 days from now or 30 days from when it was released.
18 The City of San Francisco then has to ha- --
19 has to concur with the finding of that document, and
20 that happens a week later.
21 And then the final Findirg of Suitabilitir of
22 Transfer docuurent is complete 15 days after thar, on the
23llth of May. And then you can see as it follows there.
24 our comnanding officer, the Navy commanding officer drar
25 signs that final document will occur on Mav 18th.
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1 MR. BRoWN: Fifteen minutes for Keith to finish
z his presentation.
3 MS. RINES: I second that motion.
4 MR. MANUEL: I second that.
5 MS. PENDERGRASS: Very fine. The first
6 question is for Mr. Campbell.
7 MR. CAMPBELL: Whcre is Keith?
8 MR. BROWN: Rigirt irere:
9 MR. BROOKS: Right here"

10 MR. CAMPBELL: Oh, okay, Pat, you ciranged your
1t looks. Mr. --

12 MS. PENDERGRASS: MT. FOTMAn?
13 MR. BROOKS: I'm answering the question.
14 He's --

Is MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay.
16 MR. CAMPBELI-: Okay. Parcel E, you did a
t; liquefaction study; and in your liquefaction study, 1'ou
tg talked about lateral movement on the landfill: and. you
19 know, we actually taiked abour feet.
20 But since it concerns Parcel A and tire
2i bentonite barrier, wiil the bentonite barrier thar lrex
zzhave that's stopping the methane migration - will it
23 stand up under lateral movement?
24 MR. BROOKS: Well, we have -- we have a
25 bentonite iayer over the top of the barrier, and that
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I  goes down --

2 MR. BROOKS: Let's say that we have a rupture
: of the wall and -- and --

4 MR.  CAMPBELI '  Or  f l rn r r r req

5 MR. BROOKS: Or ruptures and formed tire pathway
0 for gas migration. There's tirree tiers of monitoring
z probes; and certainly,  $/e're going to picl< i t  up in the
8 first tier right away.
9 MR. CAMPBELL: Right.

10 MR. BROOKS: And so we were on monthly
11 rnonitoring program. If there was a strong ground
12 r1]ovement here in San Francisco, then that would be
i3 something tirat we'd want to check on right away.
14 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay.
15 MR. CAMPBELL: Si- -- since it's close to
16 Parcei A, wonder -- what I'm h.earing you say is, this
iz nonitoring will continue as long as that iandfiil is
18 seneratir.ts sas Ts tltat correct?
19 MR. BROOKS: That's correct.

lza MR. CAMPBELL: Tliank you.
lzt Ms. pENDERGRASS: Dr. Sumchai.i/r lv.r.J. rENU-eKu_r(Ab5: lJI. JUUIOIIaI.
I

izz DR. suMCHAi: r - I brousht with me the
23 resolution of issues identified in Parcel A finding of
z+ suitability to transfer, the original November 16th,
25 1995, Parcel A Record of Decision, the Parcel A Human

P n o e  1 1 ?

1 And then we will do the required public notice,
2 whicir means putting ads in the rewspaper iridicating the
3 FOST has been signed for the public to see on the 25th
+ of May.
5 And then the schedule transfer, or conveyance,
e of Parcel A is June 15th. Again, I ur)derstand tirat's
7 controversial. There are those in the community wlio
8 very nruch want to see this happen sooner rather than
9 later, and then there are those that feel just the

10 opposite. And I respect that diversity of opinion.
11 It's a pretty complex decision.
12 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. No. We -- we're too
13 long. We have to give a break, or we have to end and
14 have questions next -- next RAB meeting. But right now
1(  r 'a t ra  nn inn  rn  tn l ,o  c  l r rac l ,  cn , . . l  , r ra )  I l  . :COnVene a t td6 v 1 r r 6  r u  v v  v  l t  I  I

16 decide what we're going to do. Thank yori. Five -- Ten
17 minutes.
18  (Recess  8 :10  p . rn .  to  8 :17  p .m. )
1.9 MR. BROWN: I like to nake a motion that we --

Z0 THE REPORTER: You're not on record.
2I ATTENDEE: We're not oir the record.

MR. BRowN: I like to extend tire meeting for
23 five more minutes.
24 MS. PENDERGRASS: It would have to be fifteen
z5 to thirty minutes.
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1 prevents metirane gas from going up to the surface.
z But tire main thing is tirat we have a monthly
3 rnonitoring program. So let's say we do get a big
+ earthquake irere in San Francisco; and once we're ou
5 there for our monthly monitoring, then we look and see
6 whether it held up or not. Obviously, if you get a good
z ground shaker here in San Francisco, a lot of stuff
g could be damaged; and so we'd be inspecting our owll
s facilities for damage.

10 MR. CAMPBELL: Sure. My question is more
tt specific, because part of tirat bentonite barrier is
12 verticai, if I understand it, thar wall thai you're
t: talking about. And I'm concerned about lateral
14 movenrent, and I'm concerned about lateral movement in
15 cracks and the migration that takes place after ihat.
16 That's the concern.
17 MR. BROOKS: Okay. Tliat would all be detected
ts with inonitoring of the gas-rnonitoring probes.
19 So if -- for example, you might be referring to
20 the grout that we put behind is the high-density
z I polyethylene sheath.
22 MR. CAMPBELL: No. I'm talkiirg about the
zr polyethl'lene siiield --

24 MR. BROOKS: Okay.
25 MR. CAMPBELL: - okay, because that -- that l ll
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9 and tllen one was IR-59, the Jerrold Avenue 
I s substances are here because of bay fill. Tirey are''t

10 investigation, and there were seven other S-I sites that lro truly ambientt - - - - -11 were investigated. 
i,t A iot of tiris is, you know. again toxins that

tz Now, Parcel A contains 6i buildings and rhe lr, ̂ rrp';;;;r-;;-il;il;;,;;;; ffi]*,'iri"'in.rrrion or
ts foundations of the 43 other structures. And the lrr bay fill.

18 environment. " ltg presentation
19 There are a couple of things that I want to |tn Ms. eENDERGRASS: Dr. Surnchai, I don't --
20 point out for you, and I know that this informarion is lro DR. suMCHAI: okay.
zlvery technical. But whenever there's a hazardous indexlzt MS. pENDERGRASS: I don't meail ro --

14 seiected remedy, of course, was no action. Ancl from the Ito So the other thing I want to point out -- and
15RoDverbat im,  " Inse lec t ingnoact ion for theRls i tes ,  

l rs i ' l l - - I ' l l - - Iw i l l s i tdown.a l t l ioug l i l cangoo ';i''""- 1il;;:"#ii;",,
tz Parcel A is protective of human health ir ' ' | "r the lt7 listen to me. I thought about having this a

t Health Risk Assessment, the HRA. various other
2 documents; and I suspect that I am the only one in the
3 room who has thoroughly read them three times.
+ And I want to emphasize to all of you the need
5 to go back and look at the original parcel A Record of
6 Decision. You'll be astounded to iearn that there were
7 only two IR sites on Parcel A that were investigated.
8 One was IR -- well, one was tire groundwater in parcel A,

zzfor a chemical of potential concern that is greater than
23 I, that means that there's a noncarcinogenic cancer
z+ risk. And whenever there is a cancer r]sk that is above
z5 or the epe risk range of 1 tirnes 10 to the 6 and 1 times
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1 10 to the 4, that rneans that there's a significant
2 cancer risk.
I Now, at IR-59 JI, the cancer risk was 2 times
+ i0 to the ininus 3. That's very significant. The hazard
5 index was from 9 to 2, depending upon whether it,s adult
6 or a child. The total hazard index for a child at IR-59
t was 12. The high hazard index at one of the S-I sites.
8 S-I  19, was 20 ts 75.
9 Now, what the Navy did - and I think that this

10 is a really ruthless, devious document. I have to say
11 that publicly, and I would like that in the record.
t"2 What the Navy did was, instead of deal with rhe
13 to- -- potentiai toxicity of these contaminants, like
14 arsenic and manganese and pesticides, they came up witir.
15 a number called the Hunters Point ambient level.
16 Like for arsenic, arsenic -- you kiil people
17 with arsenic. I rnean, everybody's read aRsENtc AND oLD
18 LACE. It's been a potent toxic agent for hundreds of
19 years. The detecred concentration range in the soii was
20 from .43 to 8.1. That's above the pRc of .32, but rire
21 Hunters Point ambient level is 11.
22 So they are saying it's okay to have high
23 levels of arsenic at Hunters Point because it's ambient,
24even though we know that arsenic kills people. So
25 that's what they did throughout the ROD.
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1 If you look at the RoD and the parcel A Human
2 Health Risk Assessment for substances like manganese and
3 arsenic and chromiurn that are known toxins, even though
+ they have these incredibly high Hrs, tirey justify not
5 taking an action based on a pRG because they use the
6 Hunters Point ambient level, rvhich in rny mind publicly I
7 think is a little racist too, you know, especially in
8 light of fact that we know that a lot of these

22 DR. SUMCHAI: But --
23 MS. PENDERGRASS: Wait, wait. Dr. Sunrchai, I
24 don't want to -- I don't want to talk over you, and I
25 don't want to shut you down because I think the

rase 1 l )

t inforination that you're providing everybody wants to
zhear.
3 DR. SUMCHAI: Yeah, it is valid.
4 MS. PENDERGRASS: However, can we put you on
5 the agenda so that you can --?

6 DR. SUMCHAI: I would love rhat.
7 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay.
8 DR. SUMCHAI: t would love it.
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: Can we inove you to the next

i0 agenda?
11 DR. SUMCHAI: All right. Okay.
12 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay"
13 DR. SUMCHAI: Thank you.
14 MS. PENDERGRASS: And put that information,
15 unless you have an action item you want to -- or --
16 DR. SUMCHAI: Yes, I do have an action item. I
17 would like tire Technical Revierv Corrmittee to review the
18 Parcel A Human Health Risk assist -- Assessment. I
19 would like you to revisit the Parcel A Ron.
20 I want you to read what Arc Ecology said in the
21 RoD. Arc Ecology disagreed very starkly with the Navy,s
22 decision, and I want you to read what Arc Ecology said.
23 . MS. PENDERGRASS: So is there a consensus that
24 we provide space on tire next agenda for Dr. Sumchai to
25 make a presentation on irer findings?
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1 cancer risk?
z Is tirat -- is that what you said?
3 DR. SUMCHAI: YCS.
4 MS. ATTENDEE: Wirere is that?
5 MS. PENDERGRASS: But --

5 MR. MANUEL: I tiriirk that's an oxymoron. I
7 mearl, I don't know how you have a noncarcinogenic --

8 MS. PENDERGRASS: But, Mr. Manuei, right now
9 we're concentrating --

10 MR. MANUEL: Okay.
11 MS. PENDERGRASS: - on the questions regarding
12 the presentation that was just rnade.
13 MR. MANUEL: Okay. Well, one more real brief
t+ thing, real ly short .
15 MS. PENDERGRASS: If it isn't about that.
16 then --

17 MR. MANUEL: But I'm basically responding to
t8 what sire iras stated.
19 MS. ATTENDEE: Oh.
70 MR. MANUEL: And it's very brief.
21 MS. PENDERGRASS: But this isn't the -- this
22isn't the time to respond to her -- to her -- to her --

23 MR. MANUEL: Oh, okay --

24 MS. PENDERGRASS: -- presentation.
25 MR.: MANUEL: -- because she was just talking
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1 MR. MANUEL: I'll n-rake that motion if sornebodv
2 wants to second it.
3 MR. DACUS: Second.
4 DR. SUMCHAI: Thank you. I do appreciate it.
5 MS. PENDERGRASS: A1l in favor of that?
6 THEBOARD: Aye.
7 MS. PENDERGRASS: Those opposed? Any
s abstentions?
9 MR. BROWN: How many rninutes?

10 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. So -- and can you
11 communicate to Mr. Keichline how much tirre you need so
12that ire can work with Mr. Forman and Mr. Brown in
13 preparing the next agenda?
14 DR. SUMCHAI: All right.
i5 MS. PENDER.GRASS: Thank you so much.
16 We have more questions regarding the
17 presentation on the FOST at Palcel A. Can we contain
18 our conxrents and questions to that?
19 And Mr. Manuel, did you irave a question?

MR. MANUEL: Yeah. Prettv brief. Dr. Sumchai
21 made a statement that was -. I guess she was reading it
22fron the docurnent, and what she stated is that in that
23 document -- oh, okay.
24 What she stated that what the document contains
25 is a statement that there are solne noncarcinogenic
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1 about the presentation.
2 MS. PENDERGRASS: She rnade some cominents.
3 MR. MANUEL: Oh, okay. Well -
4 MS. PENDERGRASS: We put thein into the right
5 place, and we'll irave time to conxrent on that.
6 MR. MANUEL: All right. Tirat's fine. Then
z I'l i pass on to the lady. She's the one with her hand
8 up next.
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. So lr4iss Lutton, then

1o Mr. Brown. Thank you.
11 \,{S. LUTTON: Keith, you said the comment period
i2 for the Fosr fiirding of suitability is -- begins
1: March 19th?
14 MR. FORMAN: It began Jrtlarch lgth, right.
i5 \4S. LUTToN: So we lost a week and nobocly knew.
16 We're just finding out that the comment period began a
t7 week ago.
18 MR. FORMAN: Okay. Well -

L9 MS. LUTTON: Can we have a week extension?
20 MR. FORMAN: I can n:n that up the chain of
21 command and see. I don't have the authority to do tirat,
22but I'll get back to you on that.
2j MR. MANUEL: You know, Marsha, I say -

24 MS. PENDERGRASS: So we're going to add it as
25 an action item -- lq

Page 1

1 MR. FORMAN: What day did rve go out actually
2 and advertise that?
3 MS. HUNTER: The docurnent went out on fhe 19th,
4 and then it went out in the newspapers on Llte22nd,
5 Monday, the 22nd, went in tire seN FRANCrsco GHRoNICLE;
6 and in rhe geyvtgw, it went in on Wednesday because it's
z a Wednesday.
8 MS. LUTTON: It's stil l --

9 MR. ATTENDEE: -- days ago.
10 MS. LUTTON: -- after tire fact.
11 MS. PENDERGRASS: .So at this poir-tt, what we
12 have is an action item addition that there's a request
t: to 1t4r. Forman to add a week to that reviqw period, the
t+ pubiic comment period, since the announcement didn't
15 start at the right time.
L6 MR. MANUEL: Actuaily, my question was relevant
tz to iris presentation. You kind of shut me up, and I kind
ta of lost -- so can I just ask it right quick, then?
19 MS. PENDERGRASS: Absolutely.
20 MR, MANUEL: All right. Thank you, dear.
2t My question was, Who prepared tire report? Was
22 it the uS Navy? Was it some other subcontractor?
z3 Who -- who prepared the report that has been put ou
24 that's the subjeci of this conversation?
25 MR. FORMAN: Tire contmctor was Tetra Tech"
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| 1 MR. MANUEL: Okay. So the US Navy had nothing

I z whd.tever to do with putting that report together? Was

| : lt totaliy through the subcontractor to the gathering of
| 4 information --
I

I 5 MR. FORMAN: Who? Tlie contractor?

| 6 MR: MANUEL: - or did you -? Yeah.

| 7 MR. FORMAN: Well, no. The Navy had a lot to

| 8 do with it. We worked with thern. We have a project

| 9 manager. Jose Payne is the project manager, and pat and

Ito I worked very, very close with the contractor.

111 MR. BRooKS: Legai counsel.

117 MR. N{ANUEL: Okay. But what -- what I,m saying
113 is, it was arm's length put together of the * of the

114 report, tirat was put together by a subcontractor?

ltt MR. BRooKS: It was a joinr effort.
16 MR. MANUEL: A joint effort?
L7 MR. BROoKS: Total joint effort.
18 MR. MANUEL: Okay. All right.
19 MR. FORMAN: It was put together by - Our
zo legal counsel revieu,s it and - and edits it. Jose
21 Payne's the project manager. pat's the lead RpV. t do
22n'ry tiring, and we work witir the contractor.
23 MR. MANUEL: I guess whar I'm trying getting at
24 is, it rnay be a good idea at sorne point that if the
zs people that put this report rogether would be somewhat ]

Pase I21 l

I I MR. FORMAN: All right. So, J. R., rhat's a

I z good idea. Dennis came along to listen to us and to
| : answer any questions that i couldn,t answer or pat

| + couldn't allswer. Dennis Kelly is here, and he is the
I s Tetra Tech author of the document"
I

I 6 MR. BROOKS: Since the hour is getting late,
I z you know, we rnight want to schedule a subcommittee

I a rneeting to address FosT A.

I I MR. MANUEL: Yeah. It just seems thar rhere,s

I tO going to be a lot of questions regarding it, and I --

111 MS. LOZOS: That is rvhat my subcouunittee
Itz meeting was scireduled to address.

lt, 
N4R. FORMAN: Wirich --? On rhe t3rh?

114 MS. LOIZOS: Yep.
15 MR. FORMAN: Right. So we could bring Deirnis
16 Kelly, and we will corne there, and then Lea and I had
tz discussed and we'll talk about this, so --
18 MS. LOZOS: Yeah -
19 MR. FORMAN: - we will focus on --
20 MS. LOIZOS: -- that was the idea.
21 MR. FORMAN: -- really this one area.
22 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. Mr. Brown?
23 MR. BROWN: Yes. I like to know all those
24 dates. Wiren wiil the City sign with the Navy the
25 transfer? 

pase rz3

I t available to answer questions, because some issues was
I z raised earlier tonight, and I believe that people may
| 3 want some answers to sonre things; and if tirey could see

| + the people that basically put it together --

| 5 MR. FORMAN: Okay.

| 6 MR. MANUEL: - it doesn't just solely rest on
I z the shoulders --

| 8 MR. FORMAN: That's --

| 9 MR. MANUEL: - of tire US Navy; or if it does,

l10 I think we should know tirat,

ltr MR. FoRMAN: Okay.

112 MR. MANUEL: But if it doesn,t, we should be

I tr able to have access. If there's questions or
li+ inaccuracies or inconsistencies, then I tliink rhat
Its people will probably be satisfied if they can ger sorrle
to of those things --

17 MR" FORMAN: Okay.
18 MR. MANUEL: - answerod.
19 MR. FORMAN: That's - I think -- I think
20that's a gteat idea, and for once I thinkl was able to
21 think ahead on this.
22 Dennis Kelly, could you stand up.
23 There's the man who wrote that docurnent. There
24 he is. He's here tonight.
25 MR. MANUEL: Okay.

Pas.e 122

1 MR. FORMAN: Could you flip back to the
2 schedule, Carolyn?
3 MS. HUNTER: Of course. Sorry.
4 MR. FORMAN: Okay. Lynne. could you ask that
5 question again looking at the schedule?
6 MR. BROWN: Yes.
7 MR. FORMAN: JuSt so I'm Sure.
8 MR. BROWN: Wren will the City and the Navy
I sign the concurreltce or conveyance or wiratever?

l0 MR. FORMAN: No, I'm not -- I -- I 'm not sure
Ll what tire question is. What --?
tz MR. BRowN: When will you guys give the City
13 and County of San Francisco the property?
'.4 MR. FORMAN: Well, Parcel A transfer is set b1,
5 that schedule to be June l5th right rhere.
6 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Okay.
7 DR. SUMCHAI: Let me --
8 MS. PENDERGRASS: All right.
9 DR. SUMCHAI: - say quickiy that I think it's
;0 very brave of you to think that you're going to get this
,1 transfer through the San Francisco Board of Supervisors.
,2 \4S. PENDERGRASS: Thank you.
: Tire last question is Miss Rines. Tire last
+ question is Miss Rines and before --
5 MR. CAMPBELL: There's an important point.
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1 MS. PENDERGRASS: Miss Rines, can you go ahead
z rvith your question?
3 Ms. RINES: My - ny question is rvith this --

4 this presentation, can you in a short sentence address
5 Mayor Newsom going to D.C. to talk about the article
6 that said the Navy was saying the transfer u'as in
z jeopardy?
8 I don't know if you saw that article, but
9 that's what it stated. It gave the impression that

10 seemed like you guys didn't want to transfer. And now
11 this presentation is saying this is basically a done
12 deal.
13 MR. FOR\4AN: Yeah. Good questions, Melita.
14 First of ail, it's not the Navy wanting or not
15 wanting to transfer. Tire Navy by tire Congress right
t6 through BRAC is mandated to do that, okay. It's not a
tl question of rvirether we want to transfer or not. We are
18 required to do that" And that's what we're about by law
19 and by mandate of Congress.
20 Mayor Newsorr did go to Washington, D.C. He met

zt with a guy named H. T. Johnson, wiro's an assistant
zz secretary of the Navy for the environment and for
zl installation, and he handles tirings like this. And tirey
z+ clid have a meeting, and they were talking about
25 conveyance agreement issues and conveyance issues.
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1 tire 19th, and I want to make that very clear when you
z ask for a week's extension.
: The second tiring, Dr. Sumcirai is going to
+ make -- she rvants to be on the next --

5 MS. PENDERGRASS: Agenda"
6 MR" CAMPBELL: -- meeting of tl're RAB; and at
z that time, there wiil be -- they will have already
8 concluded a comnent period, if I'm co[ect. So let's --

9 let's put it in a perspective tirat works for us.
10 DR. SUMCHAI: Well, actuaily, we -- we extended
11 the FosT to the HRA deadline of April the 27th, rigirt?
12 Oh, and the nne meedng would be the 22nd. So we would
13 stili have a week to get in conments.
14 N4R. CAMPBELL: Thank you.
15 N{R. FoRMAN: But, I think, again, you knorv,
16 we're open for -- we're going to irold a meeting on the
tz i3th. I believe rve're going to hold other meetings as
18 required, you know, and --

19 MR. CAMPBELL: Sure. But -- but, you know,
zo basically, if we're given 30 days to review the
21 information and on -- you know, two days ago wasn't the
22 Lgth.
23 MR. FORMAN: But --

24 MR. CAMPBELL: And that's when we sot the
25 documentation. I L
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3 to whether or not the transfer was going to occur.
4 MR. FORMAN: I believe Mr. Johnson sent the
5letter to the Mayor saying, We need to discuss issues
6 because we stili irave items that need to be discussed
z before we could ever sign that - and finalize that
8 conveyance agreement.
9 MS. RINES: Okay. So was that accomplished,

10 and that's how you can come up with this presentation
t 1 that tiris is a -- basicaliy a done deal?
12 \{R. FoRMAN: Yeah. I don't know. They --

13 Mayor Newsom weut to Washington with Congress people,
14 and they ireld a meeting with H. T. Johnson.
15 MS. RINES: Okay. So, basically, it hasn't
16 gotten down to you, tiren?
17 MR. FORMAN: Exactiy.
18 N,{S" PENDERGRASS: Okay. So let's -- finai
19 guest ion. please.
2a N.{R. CAMPBELL: Yeah. I -- I wanted to -- to

I make a point. The draft final was released on the -- on
zzthe l9dt. I just received mine, I believe, by FedEx --

zz and I believe I stiil have the envelope -- a couple of
24 days ago. I wanted to point that out, and I'm sure
5 other RAB members did not receive that information on

Pase L26

I draft final posr --

4 MR. CAMPBELL: Right.
5 MR. FORMAN: - okay,.and this process has been
o going on in some form for years and years.
7 The 25-page document that you got that -- it's
8 pretty easy to read in short order -- is a paired-down
9 r'ersion of tire other FoST because you have a paired-down

to version of Parcel A, right?
rL MR. CAMPBELL: Right.
12 MR. FORMAN: We have taken -- A irumber of the
13 areas of concern are no longer even part of that parcel.
14 So I see what you're saying. I will go back
ts and I will ask -- This is a Washington-levei decision.
t6I will go up the chain of command and see what rve can
1 7  d o .
18 MR. CAMPBELL: I'11 be irappy to provide you
tg with the envelope of when it came in. Thank you.
20 MR. FORMAN: No need to do that. I trust you
21 io say tirat. I -- and I - and I understand your

122 argument. Let me go up the chain of command and
23 what cones back to you, okay.
24 MS. PENDERGRASS: A11 rieht. And then we
25 have -- Before we conclude tonight, we irave one other

Pase 128

1 NIS. RINES: Okav. but there was a letter that 1 MR. FORMAN: I think. Maurice. vou also have to
2 was sent from the Navy that was -- put it in question as I z look at the big picture here, and that is that this is a
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8 gone Iong tonighr, and we didn't intend that today. I
I Meeting started on time. i this 44 day of

iN V/ITNESS W

10 We have one agenda item for next time. We irave
11 several follow-up actions, and Mr. Keichline will make
12 sure that those go out.
i3 In addition to that, is there anything else we
14 need to put on the next RAB neeting agenda, agenda items
15 that have to go on right away? Is there something
16 burning that needs to go on that you'd like a
i7 presentation on or a subcommittee tirat iras some issues?
18 Okay. Barr ing --

19 Yes. sir .
20 MR. HANIF: I would like a - i'd like a copy.

t question that was held over here.
2 Sir, did you have something?
3 MR. TERZIAN: Actually, I'll -- I plan to taik
+ with Keith about that.
5 MS. PENDERGRASS: Ail right. Very fine.
6 And for those of you -- the rest of you in the
7 audience, thank you for your patience. I -- This has

1 MS. PENDERGRASS: A coov of --

22 MR. HANIF: - of the document. of Parcel A.
23 MS. PENDERGRASS: Of Parcel A.
24 Mr. Foman, we have a request for additional
25 documentation. So should that be directed to

Page L29

t Mr. Keichline, or should we refer people to the - refer
z our people to the repository?
3 MR. FORMAN: Yeair. Normal -- okay.
+ Chris, come talk to me with your requesi.
5 Ms. PENDERGI{.ASS: Okay. Very fine. Thank you.
6 Bar none --

z Yes.
8 MR. BROWN: I'd like to make a motion that we
I adjourn.

10 MS. RINES: Second it. .
11 MS. PENDERGRASS: All right. A11 in favor?
12 THE BOARD: Aye.
13 MS. PENDERGRASS: Meeting is adjourned.
14 (Off  record at 8:39 p.m.,3125/04.)
1 ) ---oOo---
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HUNTERS POINT SHIPYARD
MONTHLY PROGRESS REPORT

FEBRUARY 2AO4

This monthly progress report (MPR) summarizes environmental restoration activities conductedby the Navy at Hunters Fojntihip;'316 (HPs) during February 2004. Tliis MpR is prepared i'accordance rvith the HPS Federai Facility Agreement, Section 6.6. The l\4pR is presented inthree sections: Section 1,_Parcel updates, rrir.,,nu.ir.. t"y 
""ii"itj;r;;'"# o)r.", cornpletedduring the past month and planned'forthe upcoming 2 mlnths; Section 2, Schedule, identifiessubn-rittals, meetings, and field activities cc,lpleted during the past monrh and plan,ed for theupcoming 2 mo'ths.; Section 3, other, is intended ror-sf""ial arnouncer.rents, changes i'personnel, baseu,ide issues, or other topics not included in Sectio's r or 2.

1.0 PARCEL UPDATES

PaRcrr B FreRuaav 2AA4AcrrvrrrEs

' Submitted draft annuai/october - Decenrber 2003 quarterly groundu,ater nronitoringrepoil.

' continued post-injectiott groundwater monitoring for the Ferox inf ection rreatabilitystudy at Building 123.

PaRcrl B MancH ZOAI4 -ApRrl 2004 Acrrvrrrrs

install replacemen't rnonitoring wells per baseu,ide groundrvater nronitoring samplingand analysis plan (SAp).

conduct Januaty - Margh 2004 quarlerly groundivater nronitoring, incorporatingsuppl emental wer I s per base',i d r g.ouni*)uter in on itorin g SAp.

Continue post-injection groundn,ater monitoring for the Ferox iniection treatabilitystudy at Building i23.

Prepare a'd subrnit draft finar u,ork p.ra' rvitrr responses io comments (RTC) forfollo*'on soil vapor exrraction lsve; treatabiriry .tuoy,nt.t f1a,r. e"ginimplementation of SVE ivork plan foilorving restlution of ug.n.1, cornnrents on draftf ina l  u ,o rk  p lan .  
v r  s>v l r \

continue preparation of a construction surnmary report (csR) addendum that rvillpresent i'formation for exca'ations not i'ciudei inthe draft csR. continu"preparatio' of the finar cSR rvith repracement pages and RTCs.

fJunters Point Slti]r,ard j\4onthh; progrcss Report, Febrtrary: )QQ!
A[arch 25, 2004 Page I of6



' Continue prepalation of technical rnemorandum to support the proposed record of
decision (ROD) amendment. Resoh,e risk assessment technical issues for che
technical memorandum in support of a ROD amendment (TMSRA) and proposed
ROD amendnlent (meeting at Department of Toxic Substances Control office).

. Prepare and submit final shoreline data g4ps technical rnelnorandum u,ith RTCs.

' Prepare and submit final July - Septernber 2003 quarterly groundrvater monitorilg
report u'ith RTCs, pending receipt and resolution of agency comments.

. Prepare and submit final annual/October - December 2003 qLrarterly groundrvater
monitoring repod rvith RTCs, pending receipt and resolutiorr of agency comments.

' Prepare and strbmit Parcel B petroleunr hydrocalbon corrective action plan (CAp)
addendum.

PanceL C FeaRuany z}A4Acrrvrl=s

c Fxcavated degreaser pit and sepaiator in suppolt of sequential at"raerobiclaerobic
bioreniediation treatabi I ity study.

" continued preparation of waste co'solidation sunlnrary report.

' Continued preparation of underground storage tank (UST) closure request and
documentation.

PaRcrt C li4ancu 2004 -Apnrl 2004 Acrrvrrre s

3 install additional monitoring weils and perfolm groundrvater sarnpling per baservide
groundrvater rnonitoring SAP.

' Submit final wolk plan for Dry Dock 4 v,ater sampling arid RTCs. Perform water
sanipling foliou,ing resolution of work plan comments and coordinate plans fbr
removal of keei blocks. The proposed q,ork is required for Dry Dock 4 to be in the
same condition as Dry Docks 2 and 3 (rvith the caisson tied off at the head of the dry
dock).

" Prepare and submit final rvork plan for sequential unu.roti"/uerobic bioremediation
tteatabilitS'study in Building 134 rvith RTCs. Install extraction u'ell and additional
monitoling q,ells to support the treatability stud5,.

o Prepare and submit RTCs for the final Parcel C groundu,ater surnnary repoit.

. Prepare and submit q'aste consolidation sulnntary report.

. Prepare a'd subr'it uST closure request and docunrentation.

flunters Point Shipl;a;/ l\.lep1ll1; progress Report, Febnmn,2004

'\larch 25, 20aj
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PRRcET D FeeRuaRy ZAA4 Acrrvrrres

' Prepared and subn,itted tinre-critical removal action (TCRA) action memoraldurlr
and n,ork plan.

" Continued to address radiation screening surve\/ results from Building 366. presented
a dose evaluation based on radiological testing to artist tenants at Buiiding 366.

r Continued preparation of UST closure request and documentatiol.

PancEl D Mancu ZOO4 -Apnt 2004 Acrrvrrre s

'  Instali additional nionitorirtg q,eils and perform additional sampling per baseu,ide
groundrvater mon itorin g SAp.

' Begin TCRA soil removal field work, stafiing u'ith location near burroling orvl
habitat (u'ork has to be conrpleted .prior to the beginning of owl breed ing season).

' Conduct public rneeting to address the action memorandum for soil renroval action.
Prepare and submit RTCs for the TCRA action memorandum and work plair, pencling
receipt and resolution of agency and public contnter.lts.

. Prepare a'd subrnit UST closure request and docunrentation.

Paacer E FrenunR y ZlL4AcrrvrlEs

. continued preparation of q,aste consolidatior.r sumir-lary report.

' Contitrued rronthly gas monitoring at Industrial Landfill and instailed ad,litional sas
monitorittg probes along Crisp Avenue. Continued preparation of tlre interinr Ia,liFril
gas rronitor ing and cont l .ol  plan.

' Continued operation of groundu,ater extractiori system at industrial landfill.

PRncel E IViancH ?OA4 -Apnu 2004 Acrrurres

'  Install additional ilonitoring u'ells and perform gr-oundrvater sampling per basewide
groundrvater mon itoring SAp.

. Preparc and submit RTCs for draft landfill extent report.

' Prepare and submit final landfill cap removal action closeout report rvith RTCs.

o Prepare and subrlit final Iaridfil i Iiquefaction potential report q,ith RTCs.

' Prepare and submit metal reef/slag removal action site characterization rvork olal.
I{ttt.ters Point Ship),ard l,fonthb, Prog.ess Report, Febnmnt 2004
irfarch 25, 2004
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Prepare and subrnit draft landfill gas remo'ar actio' closeout report.

Prepare ard submit Installation Restoration (IR) Site 02 removal action u,or.k pla' (to
be perforrred under the base*' ide radiat ion rer 'o 'ar act ion).

Prepare action memorandum for rernoval of soil containing polychlorinated
b ipheny ls .

Prepare a'd sub'rit RTCs for final parcel E groundrvater sunrnrary repod.

Prepare and submit rvaste consolidation sulnluary report.

Perform Itrotrthll ' storut u'ater visual observatiorrs at rhe industrial Iandfill durins rain
events. Perforil second storrn q,ater sarnpling event.

' Continue nonthly gas monitoring at the industrial landfill. Prepare and submit
interim larldfill gas nrouitoring ald control plan. Prepare and subrnit draft January
2004 gas monitoritrg report and begin pleparation ofiraft Feirrr:ar-y 2004 gas
rlonitoring report.

o Conl inue operat ion of groundu'aler extract ion sl ,stenr at industr: ia l  Iarrdf i l l .

PaRcrl F FreRuan y Z.IL4Acrrvrrres

. Subrnitted field surlrxary report for feasibilig, study data gaps investigation.

" continued prepai'atio' of fierd surllnrary report for feasibirit)/ study data gaps
investigation.

Pancrl F Mp.ncs ZAA4-Apat 2004 Acrrvirrs

o Prepare and submit draft final validation study report rvith RTCs.

SCHEDULE

This section presents meetings and deliverables conducted and
period.

planned during this reporting

2.4

Activit ies Conducted Date
submitted field summary repori for parcer F data gaps investigation February 4,2004

February 11,2004
February 24,2004
February 25,2004
February 26,2004

BCT monthly meeting
Submitted action memorandum for parcel D removal action
Submitted draft final HRA votume tl
RAB meeting

l*ollers Poitlt SI?inai'rl A,fonthlt, progr-ess Repart:, Febnnrlt 2004
l,larch 25, 2004

Page 4 of6



Activit ies Conducted Date
Submitted work plan for Parcel D removal action
Submitted draft annual/October - December 2003 quarterly groundwaier
monitoring report

February 27,2004
r ^ h . , , ^ ^ ,  a 1  a n 6 A
|  g v r U d f y  a t  I  z v v a

Activit ies Planned Date

submit final July - September 2003 quarterly groundwater monitoring report with
- T ^ ^ *
T\. I IJs

Parcel B risk assessment meeiing
Public meeting for the Parcel D TCRA action mernorandum
Submit draft final ParcelA FOST
Submit draft landfill gas removal action closeout report
Submit draft interim landfill gas monitoring and ccntrol plan
submit final Par,cel B shoreline data gaps technical memorandum wiih RTCs
Submit Parcels C and E waste consolidation summary report
- ^ ;uu I montnlv meettno
RnB meeting

Submit final work plan for Dry Dock 4 water sampling with RTCs
Submit draft January 2004 gas monitoring report
Submit draft Parcel B CAP addendum
Submit draft final work plan with RTCs for follow-on SVE treatability study
Submit draft February 2004 gas monitoring report
Submit RTCs for Parcels C and E final groundwater summary reports
Submit Parcel C UST closure request and documentation
Submit Parcel D UST closure request and documentation
Submit final landfill cap removal action closeout report
Submit RTCs for landfill extent report
Submit final sequential anaerobic/aerobic biological treatability study at Building
134 with RTCs
Submit final annual/october - December 2003 quarterly groundwater monitoring
report

Submit draft metal reef/slag removal action site characterizaiion work plan
Submit final base realignment and closure business pian
tsCT monthly meeting
Submit lR-02 removal action work plan

Submit final community involvement plan with RTCs
Submit Parcel E standard data gaps interim data analysis report
Submit landflll l iquefaction potential report with RTCs"

March 5, 2004

March 9, 2004
March 9, 2004
March 19 ,2004
March 19, 2004
March 19 ,2004
March 22,2004
March 23, 2004
March 24,2004
March 25,2004
March 25,20A4
March 26, 2004
March 29, 2004
April 9, 2004
Apri l  9,2004
Aprll 12,2004
Apri l  13, 2004
Apri l  13, 2004
Aprrl14,2004

April 15, 2004
Apri l  '15, 2004

Apr i l  16 ,2004

Apr i l  16 ,2004
Aprl l  19, 2004
April21,2004

April23,2004

Aprtl23,2004
April 30, 2004

Apri l2004

Note:
* Document submitial pending receipt and/or resolution of BCT comments

Hrrnters Point Sltip);ard lfonthb; Progress Report, FebntaD' 2004

A4orch 25, 2001



3.0 OTHER

Hnllers Point Ship.;ard Alonthly Progress ReporI, FebrioD,2004
A'larch 25, 2004

Tire Navy subrnitled the draft final HRA volulre II on February 25,2004. The fi1al
HRA is scheduled for submittal in August 2004, pending receipt and resolution of
agency and public coullnents.

The Navy submitted the draft base realignment and closure.(BRAC) business plan o1
4pr112,2003' The Navy and regulatory agencies are working to resolye connlents
on tire draft BRAC business plan. Due to disagreements on content and appr.oach. the
Navy anticipates re-issuing the BRAC business plan in early 7004 q,ith a discussion
of accomplisirments in 2003 and goals for 2004.

The draft comnrunity invoh,ement plan (CIP), fomrerly referred to as tire communify
relations plan, was subrniffed on .Iune 6, 2003. The BCT and pubiic review period for
tlre draft CIP u'as extended untiiAugust 12,2003. The draft final CIP was submitted
on October 2,2003. The Navy plans to subinit the final CIP rvith RTCs on April 23.
2004, pending receipt of agency arid public colrlrllents.

The Navy submitted the draft baservide groundu,ater nronitoring program SAp on
December 18, 2003- The final SAP is planned for submittal in May 2004, pending
receipt and resolution of agency cornments. Additional rnonitoring rvells will be
installed in March 2004 and tlie first quafter of groundu,ater sarnpling at Parcel B will
be completed by March 2004.

The Navy conducted a baservide inventory of stockpiles at HpS. Tire Navy
completed tiris inventory and continued to erraluate necessary respollse actions in
December 2003, rvliich are planned to be included in the Parcel D soii remoyai
act ion.

The Navy continued n'orking u,ith the Regional water euality control Board
(RWQCB) on tire proposed process for evaluating petroleum hydrocarborrs in soil.
Preparation of the draft CAP for Parcels C, D, and E and an addendunr to the parcel B
CAP q'ill begin a{ter RWQCB concurrellce on the process and associated evaluation
criteria is received.

The Navy prepared responses to unresolved comments on 1he draft Parcel A Findine
of suitability to Transfer (Fosr), Revision 2. The draft final parcei A FoST is
sclreduled for submittal on March 19,2004, pending agency concurrence on the
responses to unresoh'ed comments.

Page 6 of6



Dry Dock #4 and
Parcel E Shoreline
Restoration Projects

25 March 2AA4
RAB Meeting
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Remove the following:
. hazardous waste (asbestos)
r non-h?Zardous waste (tires, wood, barges)
r recycldble materials (metal)

I

I

Dry Dock #4 - Before CleanuP
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Hfr
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Dry Dock #4 - Before CleanuP
HEt
Hfl
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Dry Dock #4 - Before CleanuP
HlT
H3t
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Dry Dock #4 - Before Cleanup
ffi
HET
Nrr|rc
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Dry Dock #4 - After Cleanup
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Dry Dock #4 - After Cleanup
HT
HN
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Parcel E Shoreline - Before
K
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Parcel E Shoreline - After
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Parcel E Shoreline - After
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Parcel E Shoreline - After
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flf Local Community PafticiPation
II
MIT
H=I
N11'rc

Employed six local Young CommuniW Developer
(YCD) graduates to participate in cleanup work

Circosta Metal - Recycled scrap metals

Used local tr:ucking company to transport
materials off site

HT
H4
Ntrc

Questions?



O

o

Metal Debris Reef and
Metal Sfag Area

Time Criticaf Removal Actions

. Site background

. Prior investigations

. Why a Removal Action?

. Project steps

. Project time line

o



Smelter and Foundry
HT
Hff
Nrirtrc

The Navy operated a smelter (a place where
metals are formed from raw materials) at
Bui lding 408 and

A foundry (a place where metals are formed
int6 tools and repair pats) at Building 241.

o

o
Building 408 - Smelter

HT
w,ffi
N/I'AC

10

o



Buildin g 24L - Former HPS Foundry
H!!I>n

{ Metal Slag Area Hil#n

The MeJal Sfag Area contains smeiting and foundry
waste that was disposed along the sh-oreline. 

- 
'

l4,e!a] Slag Area is estimated to be approximately
21,000 SF in area (70 x 300 ft) and 5'feet debp.'

Previous radiologicar survey identified radioactive
point sources.

\

l 1



Metal Slag Area (low tide)
Hil
HiT
t{rvHc

I

t

a

/

Debris Reef Backg:round
HT
affi
]{rlffi

' The Navy operated a one-acre burn site.

. Debris from the burn site was disposed at the Metal
Debris Reef.

. Metal Debris Reef also contains smelting and
foundry waste.

o Previous surueys have identified radioactive
point sources.

. Metal Debris Reef is estimated to be approximately
28,000 SF in area (470 x 60 ft) and 5 feet deep.

I 2



Metal Debris Reef (low tide) Hlt
AEKi
irrltFc

Prior Investigations Eln
H3t
l{'UilC

Phase I, Radiological Investiqation G991) (HlA)
- Detected radiation readings at the Metal Debris Reef
vicinity and the Metal Slag Area.

Shorel,ine Sufvev (2ggr) (r,tWr)
- Shoreline suruey confirmed radiation readings at the
Metal Debris Reef and the Metal Slag Area'.
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a Time Critical Removal Actlonv
I All radioactive material is removed under the

Action Memorandum for the Basewide
Radiological Time Critical Removal Action

The Removal Actioniwill bq taken to eliminate any
future potential risks due to:

r Migration and release of radioactive materials
due to their presence near the suface

r Migration and release of radioactive materials
by wind, erosion and runoff to SF bay

Htil>fr
Nrvrc

4

5

Better characterize the sites before pertorming the
removal actlon (determine volume and type of
contaminantd).

Excavate both areas to remove metal slag and
debris.

Screen and physically remove radioactive point
sources from metal slag and debris.

Dispose' waste offsite.

Shoreli ne restoration.

t4



I
Upcoming Work Plans Htil

H3t
fifrytE

1. Site Characterization Work Plan

2. Removal Action Work Plan

3. Shor.eline Restoration Work Plan

Who will review Work Plans? HlT
ffin
lrarrc

Army Corps of Engineers
Environmental Protection Agency
Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Francisco Bay Conseruation and
Development Com mission
Depaftment of T'oxic Substances Control
U.S. Fish and Wldlife Se,ruice
National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration
Restoration Advisory Board
Public

1 .

3.
4.

5.
6.

7 .

8.

9.



o
ffii^e Line Metal Debris Reefislag
K Areas Removal Action

ffi
HEI
I{'I'FE

DtaftRemoval
Action Work Plan

Dec 2OO5

Hll.
ffi
I{,YHC

Questions?

I
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EEffi
V PareelAand

7 the Finding of Suitabilig to Transfer

'r. Hunters Point Shipyard
"'.,. FeB Meeting

\\ lr.rch 25,200a

TOPTCS

; Changes in Parcel A Footprint

.What does the FOST do?

. Progress Made on FOST lssues

. Schedule for FOST



REASON FOR BOUNDARY CHANGE

.Historical Radiological Assessment
recommended additional investigation

-Building 813
-Building 819
-Sanitary sewer system beneath Spear and
Fisher Avenues

.Boundary change allows timely transfer of
Parcel A

I

I

t
l

, 1- t
^l

PROGRESS ON FOST ISSUES

"is-@-Areas where additional investigation is
recommended in the HRA have been removed from

. the FOST
-DHS concurrence letters for unrestricted reuse at
buildings 816 and 821 included in FOST

.Groundwater
-1995 ROD documents no further action required
-Groundwater is not a drinking water source, per
RWQCB letter of May 10, 1995

PROGRESS ON FOST ]SSUES

.Landfill gas
-Monthly monitoring - three tiers of GMPs
-21 months of Crisp Avenue GMPs found no
methane

-Crisp Avenue "worsl case scenario" using
Johnson Eftinger Vapor Intrusion Model for
volatile organic compounds

-Navy will @ntinue to monitor and control LFG
to ensure it does not reach Parcel A boundary

.Monitoring well decommissioning
-Done! Included in FOST



FOST SCHEDULE

.Comment Period Begins 3-19-04

.Comment Period Ends/Regulatory Agency
Concurrence 4-19-04

.City of SF Concunence 4'26-04

.Final FOST Complete 5-1 1-04

.Final FOST Signed by Navy 5'18-04

.Pubfic Notice of Signing 5-25-04

.Parcel A Transfer 6-15-04

QUESTIONS?
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HPS Membership/Bylaws & Community Outreach (MB&CO) Subcommittee Meeting
Notes
Meeting Minutes for L0 March 2004,6:30-8 p.-.
Cornmunity Window on the Shipyard

NotexrThese minales are nut ua'batim bat through sammariyztion ref/ect the issues and ilalenenfs made duittg tbe meeting Thes notes
were taken 12, Debra Moore.

The Subcommittee meeting was called to order by lr4elita funes, RAB member and Subcornmrttee Leader, at
6:35 p,m' i(eith Tisdell andJesse Mason were also in attendance as RAB members. Additjonal atiendees
included, I(eith Forman, Navy R-tB Co-Chair and Pat Brooks, NaI' {,s.6 Rpjvl Also in attendance \f,,ere
Carolyn Hunter, TettaTech EMI; Ronald I(eichline, ITSI; and Chris Hanif, Young Community Developers
(YCD). Topics on the agenda: (1) San Francisco Redevelopment Agency, (2) Community Notification Pl"o,
(3) Report backs from previous meeting and (4) New-Old Business Discussions. N{s. Rines explained that the
meeting location 'r'as changed this month due to a scheduling conflict.r,'ith the library.

SFRA
Don Capobres uras not able to attend meeting due to a conflict in schedule. FIe communicated to }r4s. Rines
that he rvould write up a response to all his actions items and e.maiL them to her and she vzill in turn e.rnail
rhem to everyone else..

COMMUNITY NOTIFICATION PI.AN
Caroll'n Hunter communicated that the listing of Ail Hallorvs residents has been received and is to be added
to the mailing list fot information on rhe shipyard.

REPORT BACKS FROM PREVIOUS MEETING
None.

NEW-OLD BUSINESS DISCUSSIONS
I{eitir Tisdell was able to finall,v speak to I{eith Fonnan on his concerns regarding the Shipi'ard. I,{r. Tisdell
brought up the 12/31/03 Fte that he and his wife saw at the Shipyard and also indicated that the mailman
saw the hre. Mr. Tisdell indicated on a map exactly where the fi.re $;as seerr. Jesse Mason also stated that
there was a fite and that it was located near the Wagner Constn-iction gate. Carol;,-n Hunter stated that after
doing some research, that there was no record with the SFFD or HPS Fte departments.

Discussion also ensued regarding SFPD's use of paint balls and their lack of communication to the
community on what they are actuaily doing. X4r. Mason stated that the community also feels intimidated bv
the poJ-ice at the Ship,vard and that they would like to know why the police cruise through their
neighborhoods because they ate feeling like they are being pushed out by intimidation. \&. Mason stated that
there should be mote control on v'hat the police can do and cannot do. N{r. Forman suggested that SFRA
determine who the representative from SFPD is going to be so rhat communication between SFPD and the
communiry can be established.

Melita Rines communicated thatJames Morrison is disputing his being remor.'ed from the RAB because of
excessive absences. His dispute is based on the unclear rvording in the B,r'Iaws in regards to missing four
meetings in a calendar lear. FIe w-as counting based on a calendar year ofJanuary to December. It was
decided to keep the Bylaws as is until August when they can be amended, but in the meantime clear up any
confusion at the R-tB meeting so that everyone is on one accord on how the Bylaws are to be interpreted. It
was mentioned that being dropped fiom the RAB shouldn't be considered as a big deal but all one has to do
r s  i r r c f  r e q n n ] r ,^"  J*""  -** r r ' . / '

I(eith Forman announced serreral e'erits that are coming up this monrh:
1. 3/20/04 - HRA Information Day at E.P. lu{ills Faciliry from 11 a.m. - 3 p.*.
2- 3/20/04 - Radiological Subcommittee (Ahimsa Sumchai) rx'ill also be at the E.P. lvfills Facility doing

their subcommittee meeting.



3. 3/27 /04- Hunters Point Business Expo/Business Opportunities Fak at E.P. Mlls Facility from

t0:30 a.m. - 3:30 p.m. Primes, subs, YCD, SBA and others w-ill be in attendance.

NEW APPLICATION FOR RAB MEMBERSHIP
Chris Hanif, completed a RAB application and would like to be considered for RAB membership as a

community based non-p rcftt organization tepresenting Young Community DeveloPers (YCD).

+***Motion to the full IL\B+*** vote to approve Mr. Chris Hanif as a nelv RAB membet.

ADDITIONAL DISCUSSION

The next Membership Bylaws and Community Outteach Subcommittee meeting will be held Sfednesday, 14

April 2004 from 6:30 - 8:00 P.m. at the Anna Waden Library.

The meeting adjourned at 7:40 P.m'

MB & CO SUBCOMMITTEE MARCH 2OO4 ACTION ITEMS
1. Caro\m to e.mail Mr. Capobres the action items from February's meeting and follow up with him on

assigning a community liaison ftom SFPD.
2' Amendments to the Bylaws clarif ing calendar year -'Melita

3. Announce to the RAB that MarieJ. Franklin has missed four meetings and will be removed from the

RAB - Melita Rines
4. Status of Term Sheet to be e.mailed to Melita - Don Capobres

@andCommunityoufreachSubcommitteeMeetingMinutes-10March2004



March 11 ,  2004

TO: KeithForman, BRACEnvironmentalCoordinator
Southwest Division Naval Facilities Engineering Command
1230 Columbia Street, Suite 1 10
San Diego, CA 92101

FROM: Kevyn D Lutton, Resident, Bayview Hunters Point
141 I Oakdale Avenue
San Francisco, CA 941?4

Comments on Time Critical Removal Action at Parcel D
Hunters Point Shipyard

1. As I understand it "Time Critical Removal Actions" are to be undertaken only when there
is a clear and present danger to people or an immediate probability of increasing spread
of contamination. I am concerned that labeling these particular scheduled cleanup tasks
as "time critical" has no legitimacy. When lquestioned why these excavations, and
stockpile removals were not performed three years ago when a very similar process took
place on Parcel D, Mr. Foreman explained that the decision to do it this way was decided
by budgetary issues. ln 2001 enough money was allocated to clean up the worst sites.
Now that more money is available, the decision was made to go back and clean up sites
with much lower levels of contamination. I find this contradictory and confusing. We see
that the levels and the nature of the PAHs and PCBs are very low, yet the Naly declares
their removal "time critical." For a non-professional citizen to serve on the RAB in behalf
of his or her community is demanding and difficult enough without the Navy using
CERCLA law in an improper way. In this case it sets the community up to be anxious
about a dangerous levelof migrating contamination, which in reality does not exist. In
the past the community witnessed a similar "Time Critical" action at Dry Dock 4 on
Parcel C. The Dry Dock was filfed with cement effectively burying all information about
the nature of the contamination and although it was formally called a removal it was not.
Such pressure and deception in the past has made TCRA suspect in citizen's minds. Also,
I believe it sets a precedent which will allow the Navy to conduct all of the clean up of a
site before Feasibility Studies in the future. lndeed what we see here is almost a pattern
of the Navy's, which makes the community less trusting of Navy decisions.

Therefore, I for one, wish the Navy would wait the remaining six months to allow the
Feasibility Study to take place and ensure the community the right to review all possible
options in the clean up of water and soil at the same time. This seems especially
important on site 9 where Chromium lV is suspected both in soil and ground water. This

' will also give more consideration to the wise use of money in the restoration of Parcel D.



In the Revised Draft FS for Parcel D it was stated that there was no consideration of
ecological receptors because there was no terrestriat habitat present on Parcel D "and it
is assumed that none will be present in the future." We now know that two Burrowing
owls have made Parcel D their habitat. This causes me to question the city's
determination and the Navy's willingness to limit clean up goals only to industrial levels.
When visualizing the future of this land we speak of restoring it. Many citizens and
residents wish it to be restored close to what it was before the shipyard industry,
commercial and military, left such devastation on the land. Wild life habitat should be
protected even if the City planners see only industry there. Nature has proven to us that
She wants to return and many citizens have moral convictions that we should not make
it impossible for any living creature to do so, either by institutional controls or by
designating it strictly and forever as industrial land. Therefore, I urge the Navy to
consider using cleanup levels that are adequate for the current and future species living
and nesting on the Shipyard.

ln public meetings the Navy stated that the permitted levels of Chemicals of Concern
have changed in the last few years. The community deserves more information on this
subject, especially about lead. I personally have read some scary recent studies on the
effect of very, very low levels of lead on children. Also we have learned that
combinations of chemicals in the blood stream seem to have adverse effects on human
health that are only now being looked at. In my opinion this is yet another reason to wait
to deal with these chemicals of concern, since the permitted levels my change again
before the final cleanup plan is decided.

4. Finally, the Navy announced that they intend to begin excavation 200 ft from burrowing
owl on March 1 5, 10 days before the deadline for these public comments. This sends a
clear message that in spite of the implied interest in community input as the purpose of
the presentation on March 9th, 2004 the Navy has no intention of paying attention to or
following these recommendations from a RAB member. These very remarks responding
to the deadline for public comment are merely a formality carrying no serious weight
with the Navy. This is less than a confidence building rnethod of procedure for citizens
who commit to do the work of RAB member. I believe this decision should be
reconsidered.

Submitted by; Ms Kevyn D. Lutton

(415 )  8?2 -2744

2.

3 .



March 25,2004

Keith Forman
Naval Facilities Engineering Command
Southwest Division
1230 Columbia Street, Suite 1100
San Diego, et gztOl-b5 I 7

RE: Action Memorandum, Time Critical Removal Action for the Parcel D Soil
Excavation Sites. Hunters Point Shinvard

Dear Mr. Forman,

The Technical Review Subcommittee of the Restoration Advisory Board would like to
thank the Navy for responding to our request to allow public comment on the action
memorandum and work plan when conducting time-critical removal actions. We have
reviewed the above-mentioned document and have the following comments and
suggestions to offer:

l . We do not believe that a convincing case has been made that a tirne-critical removal
action is warranted for these sites. While we are pleased to see remediation underway
at the Shipyard, we do not understand why the work currently being proposed in the
action memorandum is being addressed prior to the Draft Final Revised Feasibility
Study, which is scheduled for release in September. In conducting a brief review of
past documents from Parcel D, including the Draft Revised Feasibility Study and the
Draft Final Report from the Risk Management Review Process, we found that the
rnajority of the areas listed in the action memorandum were previously declared as
requiring no further action. Please provide a better explanation as to why a time-
critical removal action is now required on these sites.

As it stands, there have been 8 other removal actions conducted on Parcel D for
various reasons. This rneans we will have at least 9 separate reports to reference when
review'ing the feasibility study. This piecerneal fashion of conducting the cleanup
makes it very difficult for the community to comment on major documents when they
are released.

In understanding the risk that is posed from these sites, it would be helpful for us to
see a table that shows the estimated lifetime cancer risk or hazard index at each of
these sites. Also, please include a better descriptior-r of the populations that are
currently at risk from these sites.

Page 11 states that rigorous dust control measures will be required during the field
work to prevent emission of dust. We encourage the Navy to conduct air quality
monitoring to ensure that these dust control measures are effective. If air quality
monitoring is not conducted, please provide us with the rationale for this decision.

2.
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5. There is very limited information in the document about the stockpiles that will be

removed. Please include a map showing the locations of the stockpiles as well as a

better explanation of their origin'

6. ln describing why the excavation alternative was chosen for this 'emouul action, it

states that the plrlti" overwhelmingly supported off-site disposal alternatives in a

;;;;,.;r"*ouuf action (page 12). Whil; we may agree that excavation is the best

alternative for this action,-the Navy camot assume that what we accepted for one

action can automatically fe used for another. The Navy is responsible for providing

the public with adequate information on all the alternatives for each site to allow us to

inake an informed decision on the appropriate remedy' We suggest that the Navy

remove this phrase from the Action Memorandum'

1. According to the last paragraph of the document, "This decision document represents

a final selected removal action for the soil excavation areas at Parcel D at HPS in San

Francisco, California." Please clarify that this is not the final action to be taken for

soils at Parcel D. As the Navy mentions several tirrres in the document' the ambient

levels of rnetals are still being negotiated. Therefore, additional remediation for

metals, or other contaminants, may be determined as necessary in the feasibility

study.

Olce again, we appleciate the opportunity to review and comment on this document' We

would be happy to discuss our commentswith you further at an upcoming subcomrnittee

meeting.

Subcornmittee, HPS RABChairperson, Technical

efellars
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