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TREASURE ISLAND RI/FS
PROGRESS MEETING MINUTES
SEPTEMBER 9, 1992

I. INTRODUCTION

The monthly progress meeting was held on September 9, 1992, at Naval Station Treasure
Island (NAVSTATI) to discuss the status of the NAVSTATI remedial investigation and feasibility
study (RI/FS). A copy of the meeting agenda and list of meeting attendees is attached. The meeting
was attended by representatives from the Navy, PRC Environmental Management, Inc. (PRC),
California Environmental Protection Agency Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), and
San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB).

II. REVIEW OF PREVIOUS MEETING ACTION ITEMS o

The meeting began with a review of action items from the previous progress meétiﬁg, held

August 7, 1992, There were 10 action items listed in the previous meeting minutes; all except two
-required no further action. All attendees agreed that the other action items had been addressed since

the last meeting. The following two action items were further discussed at this meeting:

Action Item 3. Navy will arrange for public partlcnpatxon in the RI/FS at NAVSTATI and
will schedule the first Technical Review Committee (TRC) meeting.

There was significant debate on the potential level of public participation and how to best
identify citizen participation in the next TRC. Reference was made to the significant differences
in potential public interest at NAVSTATI compared to NAVSTATI, Hunters Point Annex (HPA).
Interviews were conducted to determine environmental concerns.regarding NAVSTATI. These
concerns would then be identified in the community relations plan. However, not many issues of
concern to the group were identified, though, there may be interest in citizen participation in the
TRC, since the public should be represented throughout the RI/FS process. Although there has not
been much interest expressed to date by base resident or citizens groups, interest may increase now
that the RI/FS process, including field activities, is underway. Randy Friedman, Navy Western
Division community relations representative, and Stacey Lupton, PRC project community relations
specialist, will coordinate with Jim Sullivan, Navy NAVSTATI facility representative, to address
access to the TRC meeting by a representative of the public. :

Action item 9. DTSC (Tom Lanphar) will provide a toxicologist to initiate discussion with

- Randy Fish of PRC on the human health risk assessment. Mr. Lanphar said that Debra Oudiz will

be the toxicologist responsible for addressing any human health risk assessment issues at NAVSTATIL
Ms. Oudiz’s telephone number is (916) 255-2047.

III. STATUS OF FIELD ACTIVITIES

PRC staff provided an overview of field tasks cbmpleted, those in progress and those still .
scheduled.

1. Emily Pimentel, PRC's NAVYSTATI RI/FS project manager, reported that dxscussxons were
still being held regarding additional geophysical surveys in accordance with the request by Tom
Lanphar and Barbara Smith (RWQCB). The Navy was expected to issue a modification to CTO 0199
directing PRC to conduct geophysical survey at Sites 20, 22, 24, and 25. The surveys were scheduled
to begin September 21, 1992, and would take 2 to 3 weeks to complete. A schedule would be

forwarded to Navy personnel, for submittal to Tom Lanphar and Barbara Smith. Gordon Balletine

would be leading the geophysical survey.

0199PM, lin, (1:1pm)
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Ken Bowen, project field operations manager, reported that all soil boring samples and
monitoring wells installation and well development had been completed. In addition, ground water
sampling is underway and will continue in September. The test pit sampling and associated air
monitoring for asbestos was completed. No evidence of asbestos was seen during the test pit
excavation. However, Mr. Bowen did report the presence of some nodule-like dirt clusters of about
6 to 8 inches in diameter. A sample of these dirt nodules was taken for contaminant analysis. Mr.

Bowen also reported the installation of an additional well at Site 20, the auto hobby shop.

Ms. Pimentel reported that sedxment sampling would probably be postponed until mid-
October 1992. She also proposed a change to the proposed storm water sampling task. Currently, the
task is to collect storm water runoff samples at 10 preselected storm water outlets at the time of the
first rain storm of sufficient intensity to allow for samples collection. However, Ms. Pimentel
proposed that instead of trying to sample all outlets at once, the outlets should be sampled during two
storm events since sampling 10 outlets at once would require approximately 10 to 14 individuals.
Furthermore, it did not appear necessary to try to sample all outlets during the first storm, even
assuming that contaminants accumulated before the storm would all be washed in the first storm.
Ms. Pimentel stated that this approach applies to currently operating facilities and would be necessary
if the intent of sampling was to determine nonpoint source contamination loading. The issue in the
RI/FS, however, is to determine contaminant loadings resulting from past operations. Presumably
these sources would continue to leach contaminants with every rain storm. Both Mr. Lanphar and
Ms. Smith indicated that they would consider this approach, and would report back to the Navy. Mr.
Lanphar also expressed concern about sampling during the first rain storm because such sampling
could over represent contamination from nonpoint source runoff. For this reason any sampling
during the first storm should be reconsidered. It may be appropriate to sample only during the

second and third storm event. It was suggested that it may be appropriate to sample at least one of

the outlets twice to measure differences between rain storm events.

2. Thorsten Anderson provided an update on the receipt of laboratory analysis and completion
of the laboratory management database. Mr. Anderson stated that the laboratory provides an
electronic deliverable, but the information on the disk is available only in code. The data are
submitted in a standard EPA format that allows labs across the country to standardize deliverables

in electronic format. The data are then off-loaded into a Fox-Pro data base. .

PRC requested the information in this format. This format will allow PRC to off-load the
data in a management database to reformat the data and limit the need for additional data handling,
such as additional data entry of contaminant concentration results.

PRCis reviewing the potential of off-loading the laboratory data disk into a risk assessment
program to minimize additional data handling. Although the laboratory data disk can be submitted
to DTSC and RWQCB, it would be of limited useability. Mr. Anderson and Mr. Pimentel would
assess whether the management database prepared by PRC could be given to DTSC and RWQCB.
Mr. Anderson reported having received the first set of data, which was received without any quality
assurance problems. Ms. Smith asked whether all data had been analyzed within the required holding
times, and Mr. Anderson reported that they had been. )

- 3. Mr. Lanphar and Ms. Smith indicated that there would be some comments on the waste

management plan prepared by PRC, but that the comments would not be substantial. Ms. Smith
indicated that most of the comments were in regard to regulatory citations such as Title 22 vs. Title
23.

4. Concern was expressed about the status of the underground storage tank (UST) studies.
PRC will continue to coordinate findings and address them as the project progresses. Ms. Smith
stated that she thought a progress report on one of the UST contract task orders had been completed
recently Ms. Pimentel indicated she was not aware of such a report yet, but knows that a draft
report is being prepared for CTO 127, by Mr. Alan Razavi, the project manager.

0199PM, 1n, (1:11pm)
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IV. Remedial Investigation Report Activities

M:s. Pimentel reported that staff and schedules were being prepared to begin writing sections -
of the remedial investigation report. In association with preparing for the RI report, PRC prepared
an ecological assessment work plan defining the technical approach and tasks required for a
qualitative ecological assessment (EA). Heinz von Bocklemann has been leading the effort to the
complete the EA. ‘The report was ready for submittal to the Navy, PRC intends to prepare the RI
and two stand-alone documents: the ecological assessment and the human health risk assessment.

V. Misc. Topics

None '

V1. Action Itexﬁs , i i
The following action items 'were.noted. T

1. PRC will review and determine the best electronic format for submittal of data to the Navy,
DTSC, and RWQCB. PRC will report on the findings of any upcoming UST report.

2. Ms. Smith will identify possible participants for the NAVSTATI field surveys. She will try -
to get commitments from them, and may suggest that a mid-winter and pre-winter survey
of habitats be performed. She will contact the California Department of Fish & Game, U.S.
Fish & Wildlife, and National Oceanic & Atmospheric Administration

3. PRC will notify Ms, Smith of the confirmed sediment sampling date which may be scheduled
for mid-October 1992. Ms. Smith would like to be present for this sampling. PRC will also
notify Mr. Eddie Sarminento of the sampling schedule so that he may schedule clearance for
boat access to NAVSTATI.

4, DTSC and RWQCB will consider PRC’s request to sample the storm water outfalls in two or
more sampling events, rather than try to sample all outfalls during the first storm.

5. Ms. Lupton will communicate with Mr. Jim Sullivan regarding the next TRC. Ms. Smith will
contact potential citizens groups that would have concerns about San Francisco Bay.

6. PRC will provide the Navy with a schedule to forward to DTSC defining when the additiohal
geophysical surveys will be conducted. -

7. Navy representatives will check to see what tanks impact the IR sites.
8. PRC will provide the Navy with a copy of the ecological assessment work plan by September
18, 1992,

0199PM, Iin, {1:11pm)
TIMTGSEP, (09/30/92)



INSTALLATION RESTORATION PROGRAM
MONTHLY STATUS REPORT
NAVAL STATION TREASURE ISLAND
AUGUST 1992
1. PROGRESS DURING THIS PERIOD:
Work Performed
The Navy's contractor field team drilled 47 borings and installed 9 monitoring wells
during the month of August. The soils encountered are fine-to-medium grained silty
sands. Hydrocarbon odors were detected in borings 07-SB01, 07-SB02, 11-MW01,
11-MW-02, 14-SB04, 17-SB01, 17-SB02, 25-SB01 and all borings at site 6.
Twenty Five (25) monitoring wells developed.
Four test pits excavated and sampled (3 @ Site 11, 1 @ Site 5).
Geophysics survey performed for sites 5, 11, and 15.
2. MEETING AND REPORTS DURING THIS PROGRESS PERIOD
MEETINGS

The Navy and its contractor met with the DTSC and RWQCB on August 7, 1992 to
review the monthly progress of the investigation.

The Navy's contractor met with DTSC to discuss the need to conduct geophysics
survey for sites 20, 22, 24, and 25.

REPORTS

The Navy forwarded the Draft RI/FS Investigation-Derived Waste Management Plan to
the regulatory agencies for review and comments on August 25, 1992.

3. PROBLEMS ENCOUNTERED AND RESOLUTIONS
None this report period.

4. MEETINGS AND REPORTS SCHEDULED FOR THE NEXT MONTH
Meetings
The monthly progress review meeting has been scheduled for September 9, 1992 at
NAVSTA TL
Reports

Final Preliminary Risk Assessment Report for Site 12
Draft Ecological Assessment Work Plan

Monthly Status Report

Monthly Progress Review Meeting Minutes
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. ACTIVITIES PLANNED FOR THE NEXT TWO-MONTH PERIOD

The Navy and its contractor will:

Continue field activities including soil sampling, well installation, well
development, and well sampling. Sediment sampling is scheduled for mid October.
Stormwater sampling is planned for the first rainstorm of sufficient intensity.

Continue validating the laboratory data.

Continue working on the Remedial Investigation (RI) Report task, ecological
assessment and human health risk assessment tasks.

Coordinate with DTSC the need to conduct geophysics survey for sites 20, 22, 24,
and 25.

Finalize RI/FS Investigation-Derived Waste Management Plan.



