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Dear RAB Member:

On behalf of the Moffett Federal Airfield (MFA) Base Closure Team and the Community
Co-Chair, you are invited to our next Restoration Advisory Bo_d (R.AB)meeting in June. The

' meeting in May is canceled because there arecurrently no signi:fieantevents to discuss with the
tLAB. Your attendance is implored for the next meeting on June 12, 1997 though.. We did not have
enough community RAB members in attendance the last meeting to establish a required quorum per
our Moffett RAB Charter. Therefore, The RAB will be electingour next Community Co-Chair at
our June 12th meeting, i.

Our last RAB meeting was held on April 10, 1997 at the City of Mountain View Police and Fire
Auditorium in Mountain View, California. The meeting summary is provided as enclosure (1). As
enclosures (2) and (3), the resumes of our two current nomineesare again attached.

Our next RAB meeting will again be held on the second Thursday of the month, June 12, 1997. It
will be held again at our usual location, the Mountain View Police and Fire Auditorium in
Mountain View, California. The meeting will begin at 7:00 p.m. The agenda for the meeting is as

(i) follows:

7:00-7:05 PM Meeting Overview
7:05-7:10 PM Minutes Approval
7:10-7:30 PM Remedial Project Managers Meeting Report
7:30-7:45 PM SubcommitteesReport
7:45-8:00 PM Community Co-Chair Election
8:05-8:10 PM Election Results

8:10-8:55 PM Use Restriotions
8:55-9:00 PM .Agenda/Schedule for the Next RAB Meeting

If you have any questions or comments,please contact me at (415) 244-2563, Mr. Hubert Chan of
my staffat (415) 244-2562, or Mr. Robert Moss, Moffett's Community Co-Chair, at (415) 852-
6018.

Sincerely,

ORIGINALSIGNEDBY:
STEPl-/EN CHAt)
BRAC Environmental Coordinator
Moffett Federal Airfield
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MOFFETTFEDERALAIRFIELD
RF..STORATIONADVISORYBOARDMEETING

CITY OF MOUNTAINVIEWPOLICE/FIREADMINISTRATIONBUILDING
I000 Villa Street

MountainView, California 94041

THURSDAY,APRIL 10, 1997

I. INTRODUCTIONSANDMEETINGOVERVIEW

Mr.StephenChao, Navy co-chair,openedthemeetingof the MoffettFederalAirfield(MoffettField)

restorationadvisoryboard(RAB)at 7:20p.m. Mr. Ct_aoreviewedthe followingagendaitemsfor this

meeting:

• Minutesapproval

• Remedialprojectmanagers(RPM)meetingreport

_i_ * Committeereports

• Nominationsfor Co-Chair

• Presentation: "NavyBudgetProcess"

• Discussion: "NavyBudgetProcess".

• Agendaandschedulefor nextRABmeeting

Mr. Bob Moss, communityco-chair,askedthatan itembe addedto the agendato allowhim to present

a briefreportonsamplingfrequencyat thePalo Alto site.

II. MINUTESAPPROVAL

Mr. C'haosolicitedcommentsontheminutesof theMarch13, 1997RABmeeting.Therewereno

commentsandtheminuteswereapprovedwithoutcorrection.



m'. RIM MEETING REPORT

Mr. JosephChou,California EnvironmentalProtectionAgency (Cal/EPA) Departmentof Toxic

SubstancesControl(DTSC), provideda reportof the April9, 1997 RPM meetingheld at thePRC

EnvironmentalManagement, Inc. (PRC)office in San Francisco.

Mr. Chouprovidedan update of field work andrecentdocuments. He stated that theNavy's Site9

source controlmeasuretreatmentsystemswere operatingcontinuously at 15.6 gallons per minute

(gpm)duringthe past month comparedto 21.2 gpm duringthe previous month. He also reportedthat

the Navy beganconducting a tracer test at the ironcurtainpilot test site on March 29, 1997. He said

thatbromidetracerwas injectedat the upgradientside of the reaction cell and that the Navy was

monitoringthe test continuously. The tracertest will help evaluate groundwaterflow patterns. Mr.

Choureportedthat the seismic reflectionsurveyplanned for the western side of the stationis scheduled

to begin at the end of April 1997. Ms. CynthiaSievers, League of Women Voters, askedaboutthe

purposeof the survey. Mr. Tim Mower, PRC, replied that the survey will provide a three-dimensional

view of the subsurfaceand indicate the locations of sand and clay layers. This informationwill be

F i_ useful in understandingthe groundwaterflow patternbeneaththe western side of the facility. Mr.

Chaoshowed a map of the proposed survey area.

Mr. Chousummarizedthe status of operableunit 1 (OU1) by noting that the public meetingwas held

at 7:00 p.m. Thursday,March 20, 1997, at the City of MountainView City CouncilChambers.The

publiccommentperiod ends on April 11, 1997. Mr. Choureported that the regulatorswere reviewing

the revised draftOU1 record of decision (ROD)and wouldprovide commentsby April 18, 1997. He

addedthat the final ROD was scheduledto be submittedin May 1997 and that an expedited schedule

was possiblebecause few changes were requiredfromthe previous version of the ROD.

Mr. Choureportedon station-wide activitiesat MoffettField. A meeting was held on April 9, 1997to

discuss DTSC'scomments on the site-wide ecological assessment (SWEA). Two additionalmeetings

are scheduledto resolve the outstanding issues. Writtenresponses to regulatory agencycommentswill

then be prepared. The final SWEA report is scheduledto be submitted on aboutJuly 4, 1997. The

next stepwill be to incorporate the results of the SWEA into the station-wide feasibility study (SWFS)

( _ report. Mr. Choureported that the revised draftfinal SWFS report is scheduled to be submittedin
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September 1997 and the final SWFS reportis scheduledto be submitted in December 1997. Mr. Chou

statedthat the Navy planned to remove Golf CourseLandfill 2 (Site 22) from the SWFS and preparea :_-_

separateFS report, proposedplan, and ROD for the site. This separationwill allow the SWFS to be

focused on ecological issues andwill acceleratethe process for Site 22. A ROD for Site 22 is

tentatively scheduledto be submitted in spring 1998.

Mr. Moss asked whethermajordifferences still existed between the regulatoryagencies and the Navy.

Mr. Chou respondedthatagreementwas being reachedon several fundamentalissues and that the

meetings between Cal/EPA and the Navy were providing a muchbetterunderstandingof the issues.

Both the Navy andthe agencies agree that hot spots exist that may need to be removed and that the

modelsused to estimate risk in the SWEA may need to be confirmedby field observations. He added

that the agencies were recommendingthat the Navy considermitigation among the alternatives. Mr.

Moss asked whether therewere fundamentaldifferences in methods between state and Navy positions,

or only refinements in techniques. Mr. Chou repliedthat some general issues remain to be resolved

andthat the final reportmay need to presenttwo different approaches in these situations if agreement

cannot be reached.

Mr. Chou reportedon the status of the west-side aquiferstreatmentsystem (WATS). He stated that

the Navy no longer plannedto hold an open house on May 8, 1997 because little new informationwas

availableto present to the public. The Navy will keep the RAB updated on the status of construction.

Constructionof the WATS is scheduled to begin in June 1997. Mr. Choureportedthatconstructionof

the east-side aquifertreatmentsystem (EATS) is scheduled to begin in July 1997. He addedthat the

Navy will collect groundwatersamples from about 70 wells duringMay 1997. These samples will

providebaseline datafor both the WATS andEATS projects.

Mr. Choureportedthatthe Navy hadconcludedthat reuseof the treatedwaterfrom the WATSand

EATSprojectsattheMoffettFieldgolf coursewas not feasible. The mostcost-effectivesolutionmay

be dischargingthe treatedwaterto the stormdrainsystemunderexistingpermits. Mr. Chouadded

thatstateregulatorswantto be surethattheNavymeetsthesubstantiverequirementsof the discharge

permit. Mr.Chaostatedthat the Navywasrequiredto analyzereusepossibilitiesandreuseatthe golf

coursewasthe only potentialoption. However,technicalproblemsincludingwaterstorageneeds,

additionalpipingsystemconflicts,andincompatibilitiesbetweenthetreatedwaterandthe turfgrasses
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madereuse of the water for irrigationimpractical. Although the golf course operator (Air Force)

__S indicatedthat the coursecould acceptthe water, the cost for the Navy to supply the water wouldbe

approximately$250,000 to $300,000. It will takethe governmentapproximately12 to 15 years to

recover this amountbasedon the low cost the golf course currentlypays for irrigationwater.

Furthermore,the golf course alreadyis connectedto the Sunnyvalereclaimedwater pipeline and

received $100,000 from the city to upgradethe golf course watersupply system to use the reclaimed

water. Sunnyvale currently has users for only about 6 to 7 percent of its reclaimedwater. The

remainingunusedwater is dischargedto San Francisco Bay. Thus, reuse options for the treatedwater

are not as cost-effective aspreviously hoped, and discharge to the storm drainsystem appearsto be the

most favorablealternative. Mr. Moss added that reuse of treated water was a high priority at the

Hewlett Packard(HP) site and that the City of Pale Alto also uses reclaimedwater for golf course

irrigation. However, the piping costs alone to transportwaterfrom the HP site one-half mile to a

nearbypark were too highfor this alternative to be used.

Mr. Chou reportedthat the Navy's budget for Moffett Field hadbeen increased to $2.9 million, which

is close to the originalbudgetof $3.1 million.

k

Mr. Choureportedon environmentalactivities performed by the NationalAeronautics and Space

Administration(NASA) at Moffett Field. No new activities have been conductedat areasof interest

(AOIs) 2, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, or 12. A draft report on delineationof petroleum-contaminatedsoil at AOI 1,

the jet fuel farm, waspreparedand will be issued during the week of April 21, 1997. A report will be

submittedon April 17, 1997 summarizing field investigations in January 1997 at two groupsof tanks

at AOI 3. DTSC met with NASA on March 17, 1997 to discuss a removalaction work plan for AOI

4. A revised work plan is scheduled to be submitted in May 1997. NASA installed two new wells at

AOI 6, near the formerLindberghAvenue storm drainchannel, on February28, 1997.

Polychlorinatedbiphenyls(PCBs) were detected in groundwatersamplesfrom both wells at

concentrations of 1.2 and0.58 micrograms per liter. However, neither sample was filtered, and

suspended sedimentsmay have caused the PCB detections. NASA is planning to investigate the areas

aroundsix formerundergroundstorage tanks (USTs) in AOI 11.
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IV. COMMrFrEE REPORTS

Mr. Chaoasked the committeechairs to delivertheir reports. Dr. }'amesMcCIure, HardingLawson

Associates (HLA) and consultant to the Middlefield-Ellis-Whisman (MEW) companies, reported that

the technical, historical, and educational(THE) committee met on April 9, 1997. Dr. McClure said

that the committeehad received several documentswithin the past 2 weeks including the draf_final

OU1 technicalmemorandum,the November1996 quarterlyreport, the revised draftOUI ROD, and

the abandonmentreport for the runwayagriculturalwell. He noted that the OU1 technical

memorandumincludes mapspresentingthe resultsof the surface radiationsurveys and the results from

groundwatersamples collected fromthe two new wells installed near the southern boundaryof Site 1.

Therewere no reports from the cost, organizational,or communications, media, and outreach

committees.

V. NAVY BUDGET PROCESS PRESENTATION AND DISCUSSION

Mr.ChaointroducedMr.HankGeefromtheNavy, who presentedasummaryof theNavy's budget

process.Mr.Geereviewedtheorganizationalstructureof the Navy,includingBaseRealignmentand __j

Closure(BRAC)programresponsibilities,andgeneralaspectsof thebudgetprogram.Engineering

FieldActivityWest(EFAWEST)isresponsibleforall NavyfacilitiesinNevada,Utah,andCalifornia

northof LosAngeles.Manyof thesebases,especiallyinthe SanFranciscoBayarea,arein the

processofclosingundervariousphasesof theBRACprogram.Activitiesatthesebasesincludethe

InstallationRestorationProgram0RP)andcompliance-relatedactivities.TheIRPincludessiteand

remedialinvestigations,feasibilitystudies,RODs,remedialactions,andoperationandmaintenance

(O&M).Compliance-relatedactivitiesincludeitemssuchas USTs,asbestosremoval,Iced-basedpaint,

radon,PCBs,andenvironmentalbaselinesurveysforfindingsofsuitabilityto leaseortransfer

properties.TheNavyusesaprioritysystemtoallocatefundingbasedonfactorssuchasthreatto

humanhealthandtheenvironment,approvedreuseplans,intraserviceagreements(shipyardworker

training),andongoingO&Mrequirements.PrioritiesarerankedA (highest)throughJ (lowest).The

cost-to-completeprocessis usedto structurebudgetsubmissionsthroughouttheNavy. Itprovidesa

standardizedapproachforapplyingcostmodelsinaconsistentandauditablemanner.
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TheNavyusesa programobjectivesmemorandumprocessto identifyenvironmentalfunding

_ _ requirementsforthe next6 yearsandbeyond. Theprocessoccursannuallyandinvolvesthe Navy, the

regulatoryagencies,andtheRAB. Reusepriorities,costto complete,communityconcerns,existing

agreements,programgoals,regulatoryconcerns,andprioryeardeferralsallarepartof theprocessto

estimatetherequiredfundingfora facility. Afterabudgetis receivedfor an individualbase, the Navy

andtheregulators,with inputfromthe RAB,developanexecutionplan thatprioritizesexpenditures.

The Navyhasa variety of contractstouse to executethe projectsat eachfacility. Thefundingprofile

forMoffettField includedatargetof $3 million;the currentbudgetis $2.9 million.

Membersaskedquestionsthroughoutthepresentationas summarizedbelow. Ms. Sieversasked

whethercopiesof the overheadscouldbe provided. Mr.Chanrespondedthatcopieswouldbe sent

with the nextmeetingannouncement.Mr. Mossaskedaboutthe SouthwesternDivision's(SWDIV's)

areasof responsibility.Mr. Geerepliedthat SWDIVwasresponsiblefor ArizonaandCaliforniasouth

of LosAngeles. Ms. SieversaskedwhetherMoffettFieldwas a BRACsite. Mr. Geestatedthatit

was, althoughthe transferwasto anotherfederalagencyratherthan to a localcommunity.Mr.

ThomasHarney,communitymember,askedaboutthe statusof theNavalPostgraduateSchoolat

\) Monterey.Mr. Gee indicatedthat it is stillan activefacility. Mr. PaulLesti,communitymember,
askedwhetherthe A-Jpriorityrankingsystemwasa qualitativeor quantitativeprocess. Mr.Gee

repliedthattheprocessis mostlyqualitativeandthattheselectionincludesmanyfactorsthat are

subjective.

Mr. RobertStrena,communitymember,askedwhetherthe cost-to-completeprocesswasused only for

cleanupactivities. Mr. Geerespondedthat theprocessstartedunderthe IRPbuthas expandedto

includecompliancetaskssuchas USTsand asbestosremoval. Mr. Mossaddedthat thecost-to-

completeprocessis simplya standardizedprocedureto manageandestimatecosts andto track

performance.Mr. Chaostatedthatstandardcosts areuseduntilmoreaccuratecostsare available,

suchas whena constructioncost estimateis completed.

Mr.Lestiaskedfor clarificationconcerningthe federalfacilitiesagreement(FFA)andthe Navy/NASA

memorandumof understanding(MOU). Mr. Chaorespondedthat theFFAis anagreementbetween

the Navyandthe regulatoryagenciesthatdescribesactivitiesto be completed,schedules,source

controlactions,anddisputeresolutionprocesses. TheMOUaddressesissuesrelatedto the transferof
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the baseto NASA. Mr.Lesti statedthat the FFA controlsthecleanupprocess. Mr. Gee repliedthat

this statementwas€orrect.Mr. Lesti askedwhetherthe Navycouldprovidecopies of the FFAto the _'-J

RAB. Mr.Chaorespondedthathe wouldprovidecopies.

Ms. Sieversaskedwhetherthe continueduseof the facilityas anairfieldwas anunderlyingassumption

whenMoffettFieldwastransferredto NASA. Mr.Geerepliedthatcleanupactionsmustconsider

futurefacilityreuseplans. Mr. Chaoaddedthat the mostreasonablereusewas NASA'scontinued

operationof thestationas anindustrialfacility. Ms. SieversaskedwhetherNASA's Comprehensive

Use Plan(CUP)guidesthe reusealternatives.Mr.Chaorespondedthat this was correct. Mr.Lesti

commentedthatthe CUPassumesmanymoreflightsperyearthaneven the Navyhadduringits

operations.HenotedthatNASA'sfundingappearsto be changingandthatNASA is seeking

additionalusersforMoffettFieldbeyondonlyairfieldusers. Consequently,the reusesidentifiedin

theCUPmaybe changing.Mr. Chaostatedthatmostof thecleanupactionsat MoffettFieldhave

alreadyachievedresidentialstandards.Ms. Sieverssaidthatshewas concernedbecausethereis no

local reuseauthorityforMoffettField.

Mr. MichaelGill,EPA,askedwhetherthe Departmentof Defense(DoD) environmentalprograms _._
budgetis discretionary,similarto EPA'sbudget. Mr. Geerespondedthatthis was correct. Mr.Chou

askedhowthe RABcanprovideinput. Mr.Gee repliedthattheRAB canhelpset prioritiesfor

spendingthefundsallocatedfor MoffettFieldandhelp decidewhattaskswill be cutor delayedif

fundingreductionsarenecessary. Mr. Chouaskedwhetherthe RABcan influencethe amountof

fundsallocatedto a facility. Mr. Gee statedthatthe RABdoesnothavedirect inputinto theamount,

butthattheRABcaninfluencethefundingby beinginvolvedwithpotential reuseentities. For

example,theNavyconsideredadding$25 millionto the Hunter'sPointcleanupbudgetto accelerate

the cleanupprocessif a papercompanycommittedto moveintothe site.

Mr. Lesti askedforfurtherexplanationof the targetand"70-percent"guaranteevalues in the funding

profile. Mr. Geerespondedthat the target valuewas the amountEFA WEST requestedin its budget

submittalto Navyheadquarters. The "70-percent"guaranteevalue is listed becausenot all of the

budget fundswerecertainto be available. Somefundswerecontingenton land sales atBRAC sites

and,therefore,werenotguaranteed. Mr. David Glick,communitymember, asked whenthe targets

for the nextbudgetroundwould be available. Mr. Gee repliedthat the target valueswouldbe ©



availableinJune 1997. Headdedthatthe Navywouldbe askingfor abouttwiceas muchfundingfor
; I

MoffettFieldashadbeenrequestedforthepreviousyear'sbudget. Mr.Chaoaddedthatthe Navy

wasalwaysseekingcost-savingopportunities.Forexample,the Navysavedapproximately$600,000

byprocuringfill soil from PaleAltoinsteadof purchasingit elsewhere.Thismoneycanbeused at

MoffettFieldfor othertasks.

VI. ELECTION FOR COMMUNITY CO-CHAIR

Mr. Chaonotedthat a quorumof communitymemberswas notpresentatthemeetingandthat the

electionfor communityco-chairwouldbe postponedto the nextmeeting. Mr. Chaoaskedwhethera

mailvotewas allowedunderthe bylaws. Mr.Glickrespondedthat the bylawsdidnot addressvoting

bymail. Membersgenerallyagreedthatthe electionshouldoccurin personat the meeting. Mr. Chao

repliedthattheNavywouldsendoutthe nextmeetingannouncementearlierto encouragebetter

attendance.Ms. Sieversaddedthateachmembershouldremindmemberswho wereabsentto attend

the nextmeeting.

< _ VII. SAMPLING FREQUENCYP_ATION, j

Mr.Mossdiscussedrecentplansto reducethe frequencyof groundwatersamplingat33 of the300

monitoringwells at the HPsite. Hepresenteda seriesof graphsshowingthe changesin groundwater

contaminantconcentrationsovertime. Som_graphsindicateddecreasingconcentrationsor little

change,anda reductionin samplingfrequencywasrecommendedforthesewells. Thelocationof the

well withinthe plumewasalsoafactorin evaluatingsamplingfrequency. Forexample,downgradient

"guard"wells wouldcontinueto besampledeventhoughthey didnotshowsignificantchangesin

concentrationsbecausethesewellswerepositionedto detectadvancementof the groundwater

contaminantplume. Wellsinwhichcontaminantconcentrationswerelow andthat didnotshowlarge

changeswererecommendedto besampledannuallyinsteadof quarterly.Mr.Moss addedthatwells

that werenolongersampledforwaterqualitywerestill measuredforwaterelevationona regular

basis. Mr. Mossconcludedbyobservingthat analysisof thetrendsin groundwatercontaminant

concentrationswasusefulin evaluatingthe frequencyof samplecollection.



VIII.AGENDA AND SCHEDULE FOR NEXT RAB MEETING

_j

Mr. Harney commentedthatPRChad contacted him personallyto invite him to the meeting andthat he

had made a special effort to attend. He added that members should reevaluatewhether they want to

remainon the RAB so that memberswho are no longer interested can be removed. Mr. Moss

respondedthat this processhas been tried twic_ in the past year and that six memberswere removed

recently. Mr. Glick noted that there are 22 community membersand that 13 community members are

needed for a quorum. Mr. Lesti remindedmembers that proxies are acceptablefor voting if a member

cannot attendthe meeting.

Mr. Harneydescribeda meetingheattendedthat discussedactivitiesat theFort OrdRAB. He noted

thatthe communityco-chairwasdismissedby the Armyandthat the relationshipbetweenthe Army

andthe RAIl at Fort Ord is muchdifferentthat the relationshipbetweenthe Navy and the Moffett

FieldRAB. Mr. Harueystatedthat membersshould be interestedin the activitiesof otherRABs and

that sharinginformationwouldbe worthwhile. He said that he believedthatthe MoffettField RAB

shouldsupportthe displacedco-chairfrom the Fort OralRAB.

L__J
Mr. Chaoreiteratedthat thenextRAB meetingwould be held on May 8, 1997and that the locationof

themeetingwouldnot be the policeandrite auditoriumbut wouldlikely be the MountainView senior

center. Mr. Lesti suggestedthat thefurorelanduse assumptionsand their effectson cleanupdecisions

wouldbe a useful topic for a futureRAB meeting. He addedthat providingcopiesof budget

presentationmaterialswouldbe usefulto all the members. Mr. Chao respondedthat the Navy would

sendcopiesof the materialswiththenext meetingannouncement.Mr. RobertDavis, community

member,askedthat the meetingannouncementbe sent earlier for the nextmeeting. Dr. MeClure

remindedmembersthat the nextTHEmeetingwas scheduledfor May 7, 1997. Mr. Chao closedthe

meetingat 9:25 p.m.
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DAVID C. GLICK

L) REGISTRATION

Registered Geologist: California Certified Engineering Geologist: California
Certified Hydrogeologist: California Registered Environmental Assessor: California

EDUCATION

B.S., Geology, San Diego•State University

PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATIONS

Association of Engineering Geologists Earthquake Engineering Research Institut_
Seismological Society of America National Water Well Association

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE AND BACKGROUND

Mr. Glick is the Director of Geologic and Environmental Services for Geo Plexus and has over 19 years of
experience in management and business development, engineering gcology_ environmental managementground
water hydrology, geotechnical engineering,, earthquake engineering, value engineering, and construction
technology in private industry and the federal government. During his association with the Western Division.
Naval Facilities Engineering Command. Mr. Glick was responsible for road and airfield construction designs,
performing hydrology studies for design of surface water control structures; design and construction of shoreline
and channel slope protection; design and installation of hillside dewatermgidrainage structures; and for providing
construction support in all aspects of geotechnical engineering and engineering geology.

) Mr. Glick is currently responsible for the management and execution of preliminary,and detailed (Phase I, I],
" and IIO environmental site assessments, geologic studies, and hydrogaologic investigations throughout the

Western United States for the assessment of leaking _urfac¢ and underground storage tanks, €lectroplafing
surface impoundment closures, and landfill investigations. Specific projects have included: professional
o_t during tank closures, subsurface characterization investigations, ground water characterization studies,
determining soil and hydraulic characteristics of aquifer materials, contaminant migration assessments, and
remedial feasibility studies. He has been responsiblc for the selection" negotiations, and direct management of
consultants and contractors for site investigations and remedial action, preparation of remedial action
construction contracts, and implementation of remedial activities.

Mr. Glick has been responsible for preparation of remedial action designs, preparation of bidding packages, and
for management of remedial earthwork projects including contractor sdection and management, coordination of
equipment, transportation, and disposal of contaminated soft. Mr. GIick has also been responsible for design,
installation, and maintenance ofin-situ remedial s3'stems including: ground water extraction" _,_porextraction"

co-extraction" air-sparging, passive bioventing, and oxTgen releasing compounds (for low riskcase remediafion).

Mr. Glick has provided independent consultation and professional oversight to various construction firms for
installation of gas extraction and gas monitoring systems for City of Mountain Vi¢w landfill closure projects.

As Production Director for Huerfano Productions (a division of Geo Plexus) Mr. Glick is respomsible for
productions of construction documentation and training videos, oral histories and personal documentaries with
responsibilities including: lighting staging,,video/audio mixing video recording (I-Ii-8,VHS, SVHS, and Beta
formats), audio recording, and editing. Mr. Glick is the Bay Area's independent technical service manager for
Foto Fantasy for installation and maintenance of video, audio, and printing equipment.

\ .J

Mr. Glick is also supports Geo Plexus Commercial Services Division for direct marketing and sales and
development of independent dealers for Alpine Industries Air Purification products.



March27, 1997

,_) St_henChao
Engia_ring Field Activity- West
NavalFacilities EngineeringCommand
900 CommodoreDr. - Building 101
SanBnmo. Ca 94066-2402

DearMr.Chao:

I would liketo be re-elected as the community,co-chair for the
MoffettField RAB. I sm'vedas community co-chair since February
1996and believethat I have been of service to the community, the
Navy, NASA. and the RAB.

As co-chairof the RAB I raised the issue ofinadequa_ funding to
completethesite remediation and received favorableresponses fi'om
severalgovemmemofficials, includingConm'esswomanEschoo. I also
questionedthe reduction in well sampling and monitoringfrequency.
My contactswith the responsible partiesat H-P. Varian. EPA and
RWQCBregardingmonitoring and sampling protocols allowed a
comparisonof sampling and monitoringprograms at Moffett and at
othernearbysites. The resultssuggest that more frequent well

<) mplmgc=beju=it  cally.
I have more than 8 yeats experiencein oversightand remediafion
amiviti_ for 2 suprffund sites in Palo Alto. I am a member of the
BoardandTreasureroftheBarrenparkAssociationFoundationwhich
has2 TechnicalAssistanceGrantsfromEPAforcommunity
representationandoversightofthe 1501and640PageMillRoad
Supcrfimdssites in Palo Alto. Activitiesat the 1501site are in the
finaIcleanup stageof routineoperationof the treannentsystem.
Thegrantforthe 1501PageMillsiteexpiredDec.31,1995.The640
PageMillsitewillmovetoroutineremediafionandmonitoringin
1997.Ourgrantforthe640PageMillsiteexpiresinJuly199g.

I am an engineer at Space SystemsiLoralwith more than 30 years
experiencedesigning and buildingspacecraft. My prime expertise is
inmaterials,processes, and contaminationprevention and control. I
am a RewisteredProfessionalMetallurgicalEngineer in Califomia. I
am part chair,and a present member of the executivecommittee of
American Societyfor Testing and Materials (ASM) Committee E-21,
Applicationsof Space Technology,and have been chair of subcommittee
F_.21.05.Contamination.for almost20 years. I received the ASTM

: "_ Award of Meritand am a Fellow of ASTM. Previously I was on the
'_ _ editorialBoard of MicroContaminationJournal. and was assistant

editorof the Society of AdvancedMaterials & Processes Engineering
(SAMPE)Journal.



©
Other current activities includeBoard of Dkecr,ors of Cable
Communications Co-operativeof Palo Alto. vice-president oft he Pa[o
Alto Civic League and past presidentof the Civic League, Board of
the Barfon Park Association.memberoft.he Terman Advisory Commit'tee.
and secretary,of PA-COMNET(PaloAlto Community Network).

In 1983 the Palo Alto Civic Leaguenamed me Citizen of the Year. I
am on the Technical AdvisoryCommit'teefor the 1998 Space Simulation
Conference, and was onthe TechnicalAdvisory Committee tbr the 1994
and 1996 Space SimulationConferences.

Previously I was PresidentofLa Comida dc California. theisenior
nulrition program for PaloAlto and adjacent areas, treasurer of
Council for the Arts. PaloAlto and Midpeniusula Area (CAPA),
Chairman of Palo Alto School forJewish Education. a member of the
Jordan-Garland School SiteDispositionCommittee. and as member of the
Tertian Working Group,which establishednew uses for a closedschool.

My experience with the2 superfundsites, plus my other very broad
community and professionalexperienceprovides an excellent '_._)
background in contaminadorutestand evaluation, and analytically
evaluating informationand promptlyreaching valid conclusions. As a

" community member my maininterestis assuring the toxic sites at
Moffett are cleaned to the greatestand most cost-effective level
possible, and will presentno futurehealth risks or inhabit future
reuse of the site.

I enjoyed the past 15monthsof serviceas community co-chair. I
believe that I have contributedto the past success and lack of
acrimony among RABmembers, if the RAB members wish to have me
continue serve as chairor co-chairfor Moff'e_ I will behonored
and will do my best to assistin movingcleanup forward as quickly
and effectively as possible.

Yours very truly,

Bob Moss (P._
4010 Orrne _J
Palo Alto, Ca, 94306
852-6018 (w)
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Environmental ProgramsBudget Presentation
Moffett Field

Restoration Advisory Board Meeting

Mountain View, CA
lOApri11997

III II
P -VIIIII

Navy BRAC Environmental Programs
Budget Agenda

• Organization
- Roles

• BRAC Program/Responsibilities
• General Program Aspects

- FundingPriorities
- Co_-to-_omplete

- Programming

- ProjectPrioritization
- Program/Project Execution

Ill II
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V. Navy Organization

I SECNAV I
(,SecretaryoftheNavy)I

I

I CNO(CNefof Nays!O[_mtiot_)

I
[(N_ NAVFAC

I
I I I t

I
t I

I] , I I I! " " --
I I

e_eml

EFA WESTArea of Responsibility

• I_C SF Bay
• PLMolate
• NS TreasureIsland
• HuntersPoint

• NAS Alameda
• NADEPAlameda
• NI-IOSPOakland
• F[SC Oakland

• NAg MoffettFld

• NSGASkag_ Isl IO• NWSConcord Nc_h,,_._, BRAC
NCgCI_II_

_,,,,,,,M.,. Non BRAe Closure

• Operational Bases
Ill ]i

| _.
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BRACProgram

• ClosingbasesunderBRAC Legislation

• Mostofthe majorNavybasesin SFBA

• IncludebothInstallationRestorationand
ComplianceWork

• Prioritiesbasedon Reuse

InstallationRestoration Program
• Preliminary Assessment/Site Investigation

- Identification Phase
- Removal Actions As Needed

• Remediation Investigation/Feasibility Study
- Characterization Phase/Analysis of Remedy
- Removal Actions as Needed

• Record of Decision
- Selection of Remedy

• Remedial Design/Remedial Action
- Construction of Remedy

• Operations and Maintenance/Monitoring
- Operate/Monitor Remedy

I
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BRAC Compliance Programs
• Transfer-related (NAVFAC funded)

- Underground Storage Tanlm

- Solid Wm_, bhaagemeat Unl_ (SWMU)

- Trcsm_t, S/orate & Dbpmud(TSD) Facilities
- Aslmm_ Survt,_ A.t_nmnentaand Removal
- Lead-t,med Paint

- PCB. Radon

- F.an4romm.malBaseline Survt.y_and Flndlnp of SnltsbIIltyto Lease
(FOSL)Errmufer(FOST)

• Mission-related(Activity/MajorClaimantfunded)
- Comply with Permit €ondlttomm(Sampii_g/_ reporV0
- HazardcmJWaste Dlspo_

- Stormwa_r Monitoring Plmm,SPL-Y2Plam_ ete

• One-time Closure (Activity/Major Claimant funded)
- RmUoscttveW_ Cleanup of Sews_e Lines. Factllti-1Cleanup

i° II IIIIII III ]

Program Responsibilities

• Develop Requirements

• Coordinate with Stakeholders and Regulators

• Set Priorities

• Contract for Execution

i ................. ,,,,,,,,,,,,,, .........
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V BRAC Funding Priorities
(Current)

• A - Follow-on financial increments, existing LTO/LTM,
highest priority installations and imminent threat to
human health and environment, PMO + other recurring

• B - Environmental Baseline Studies (EBS), Site Specific
EBS, FOST/FOSL, Initial Site Characterization Studies
with Hot Spot Removal, BCPs

• C - Intra-Service Agreements (Shipyard Workers)

• D - Approved Reuse Plan and Identified Recipient
- (DI)- Projects to support XfrAgreements by FY98 (inc. See. 334)

- (D2)-Projects supporting imminent FOSL's & Leases

- (D3) - Sites with Approved Reuse Plan andIdentified Recipient

• E - Federal to Federal Transfer (critical)
I IIII

I III fl
III

mmmmptam _o

)
L. j

BRAC Funding Priorities
(cont'd)

• F - Approved Reuse Plan, but no identified recipient

• G - Federal to Federal Transfer (non-critical)

• 1t - Reuse Plan submitted for approval

• I - No Reuse Plan

• J - Requirements under review for cost and technical

solution (ground water, sediments, landl'dl caps, UXO)

• Note:Projectsinthesecategorieshavebeendeferredto FY98
I Hill Ili

I

PJumpt_t _w
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V Cost-To-Complete
What is it?

• Structured Program for Future Budget
Submissions

• Utilizes a standardized approach for
- developing and

- systematically applying cost models for all IR phases of
environmental cleanup at Navy sites

• Provides Quality
- Consistent Approach
- Credible
- Auditable Results

- Working Model
- Funding allocations more in line with requirements

I
[- II I I I

P_p tt

F_
_J

POM Processat is it?
- Program Objectives Memorandum (POM)

- Formal process identifying environmental requirements ($$)
for next 6 years and beyond

• Who are the players?
- Navy Team

- Regulators

- Restoration Advisory Boards (RABs)

• When does the process happen?
- Annually (POM-even years; Program Review [PR]-odd years)

- Sept - Nov timeframe

_! .... Illlllll Ill Ill! Ill

Pspl
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POM Process
What is done?

iReusePriorities _,_

t"mon" \ /

] Prloryeardeferrals.... I .......
I
I

g_lmmtm._t I_lew

/ -\

Budget Timeline (FY99)PR99 Process FY98Ex-Plan FY97 Program

Oct96 (FY97) BeginPOM ReceiveFunds
Jan 97 PrepareBudget

....M..,.r..92........... .s.u.b.m.]!.n..u._.e!....................... .E.xe_u._...........
Apr-Jun97 HQ Review Prepare Plan Program!!
Ju197 ToNavCompt RABInput
Sep97 ToSer.Def FinalizePlan

Oct 97(FY98) ReceiveFunds
Jan98 Budget -> Pres ColorCodes:
Feb98 Budget Passes Execute EFAWest/local

Program!! NavyHQ/OSD
Jun 98 $ Targets>Field (Adjustments PresidenffCongr
Ju198 RABInput duringyear)
Oct98 (FY99) FundstoField

H... la all I IIHHlllllql m I I I II

I
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Execution Plan ProcessWh....._o What
BRAC CleanupTeam
1. BCT Use Reuse Priorities

2. Activity RAB input
3. Regulators Cost To Complete

Execution schedule

Emphasis on cleanups

RegulatoryMilestones
Ecology

Consequences
IIIII IIIIlll I III

I .... I

_am

\j

Execution of Projects
• Contracts

- cost(CLEAN,RAC)
- F'gxedPriced, Indef'mite Quantity (Compfiance)
- Service (Comm Rel)
- Accommodationfor SB/SDB Local Contracts

• SSPORTS Detachment (formerly Mare
Island Shipyard)

• PWC San Francisco (Phasing out in FY97)

J', '" ' ' ' ' '" q"'"' 'T.
l

,umsmmw.mt Psww
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EFA West BRAC Program
Funding Considerations

• Funding of "Clean-kills" (Smaller bases with small
cleanup budgets that can be transferred quickly)

• Commitment to Shipyard Workers ($12M in FY97 +
Carryover)

• Leases and Supporting Environmental Work
• Distribution based on Reuse

- CoordinationwithBase ConversionManagers/BECs
- SplitacrossthreeBRACprogramsanda dozenactivities

I I I
f " ---_., 1
I

pm_qut4m a,_pff
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FY97 Funding Profile - by ActivityBRAC II/III/IV (Rev. 4/4/97)
35' [ • Targeted
30' •'70%" Guar

25' acunm

$M 20' Targeted:
15 $94 million

"70%" Guar:
10" $66.8 million

5" Current:

i - °_ =e z _m Note:HPStoutilize prior years'

BRAC II BRAC III BRAC IV $$tofundItsFY97 shortfall

....... iiiiii ii iiiil-i
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FY97 Funding Profile - by Activity
BRAC II/IlI/IV (Rev. 4/4/97)

31 ==Targeted

31 [] "70%"Guar

21 []Current

$M 20 Targeted:
15 $94 million

10 "70%" Guar:
$65.8million

5
Current:
$64.80 million

>

_: z z =- Note:HPS to
_ utilizeprioryears'

BRAC II BRAC III BRAC IV $$to fund itsFY97 shortfall
I I I IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII I

II II II IIII IIII I I I III I II I= I I l
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