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HT]NTERS POINT SHIPYARI)
RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD (RAB) . MEETING AGENDA

TIITTRSDAY. 27 FEBRUARY 2OO3

DaylDate:
Thursday - 27 FebruarY 2003

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

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

Topic Leader
6:00 p.rn - 6:10 p.rn Welcomellntroductions/Agenda Review

6:10 p.rn - 6:15 p.rn Approval of Meeting Minutes from 23 January
2003 RAB Meeting
. Action Items

6:15 p.m. - 6:20 p.m. Navy Announcements

Community Co-chair Report/Other Announcements

6:20 p.m. - 6:40 p.rn Innovative Groundwater Cleanup at Parcel C

6:40 p.m. - 7:00 p.m. Historical Radiological Assessment (HRA) - Update

BREAK

HRA Questions & Answers

Subcommittee Reports

Future Agenda Topics/ Open Question & Answer

Adjournment

Marsha Pendergrass
Facilitator

Marsha Pendergrass

Keith Forman
Navy Co-chair

Lynne Brown
Community Co-chair

Patrick Brooks, R.G.
Navy

Laurie Lowman
Radiolo gical Affairs Support
ffice

Laurie Lowman

Subcommittee Leaders

Marsha Pendergmss

Marsha Pendergrass

7:00 p.m. - 7:10 p.m.

7:10 p.m. - 7:30 p.m.

7:30 p.rn - 7:50 p.m.

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

8:00 p.rn

HPS web site:

RAB Navy Contact: Mr. Keith Forman (619) 532-0913 or (4i5) 515-6216

dtaylor



P U B L I C  N O T I C E
H U N f . E R S  P O I N T  S T ' T P Y A

Restoration Advisory Board Meeting
o o a

6:00 P.M. - 8:OO P.u.
Thursday, Febnrary 27, 2OOg

Dago Mary's Restaurant
Hunters Point Shipyard, Building #9L6

San Francisco

The Restoration Advisory Board (RAB) is composed of
concerned citizens and government rePresentatives involved
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
schedule for Hunters Point Shipyard and to address the
concerns of the entire community. Following is a list of the
Key Topics to be discussed at the meeting:

o Innovative Groundwater Cleanup at Parcel C
o Historical Radiological Assessment Update w/ Q & A
a RAB Subcommittee Reports

The interested public is welconrc!
a a a

For more information about tluis m.eeting and the Installation
Restoration Program qt Hunters Point Sltipgard, please contact

Mr. Keith Forman, BRAC Environmental Coordi:rator
Southwest Division Naval Facilities Engineering Command
1230 Columbia Street, Suite 1100, San Diego, CA 9210f

(619) 532-0913 or (41s) 5i5-6216
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Hunters Point Shipyard
RAB Member Roll-Call Sheet

Current RAB Members

Name Affiliation

Gommunity
Brown, Lynne Gommunity Go-chair, Communities for a Better Env.

Asher, Lani Artist on the Shipvard

Bushnell, Barbara ROSES

Campbell, Maurice New California Media

Dacus, Sr., Charles L. ROSES. Resident

Franklin, Marie J. Shoreview Environmental Justice Movement

Harrison, Marie San Francisco Bawiew Newspaper _
Haseqawa, Mitsuyo JRM & Associates

Jackson. Helen All Hallows Gardens Residents' Association

Lutton, KeWn Resident

N4anuel, J.R. JRM & Associates

Mason, Jesse BVHP Advocates

Morrison, James Resident

O[[Va, Georgia Resident
)aleqa, Sulu BVHP Bovs & Girls Club

Peterson. Dorothv Shoreview Residents' Association

Pierce, Karen BVHP Democratic Club

Rines, Melita Resident

Rodriquez, Jim Portola Place Homeowners' Assoc.

Sumchai, Ahimsa Porter BVHP Health & Environmental Resource Center

Tisdell, Keith Resident

Tompkins, Raymond BVHP Coalition on the Environment

uVashinqton, Caroline Network for Elders

Wriqht, Leilani JRM & Associates
Regu!alelg

Brownell, Amv SF Dept. of Public Health

Kao. Chein Cal. Dept. of Health Services
-ane, Jacqueline Ann U.S. EPA Reqion lX
Forman, Keith Navy Go-chair, SWDIV
\4enak. Julie Reoional Water Qualitv Control Board
frombadore, Claire U.S. EPA Reqion lX (H-9-2)
Work, Michael U.S. EPA Region lX
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HUNTERS POINT SHIPYARI)

RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD MEETING MINUTES

23 JAIIUARY 2OO3

These minutes summarize the discussions and presentations from the Restoration Advisory
Board (RAB) meeting held from 6:00 p.u. to 8:00 n.M., Thursday,23 January 2003 at Dago
Mary's Restaurant (Building #916 at the Shipyard). A verbatim transcript was also prepared for
the meeting and is available in the Information Repository for Hunters Point Shipyard (IIPS) and

on the Intemet at www.efdsw.navfac.nawy.mil/Bnvironmental/HuntersPoint.htm The list of

agenda topics is provided below. Attachment A provides a list of attendees. Attachment B

includes action items that were requested and/or committed to by RAB members during the
meeting.

AGENDA TOPICS:
1) Welcome/Inhoductions/AgendaReview
2) Approval of Meeting Minutes from 05 December 2002 RAB Meeting
3 ) Navy Announcements/Community Co-chair Reports/Other Announcements
4) Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR) Presentation
5) Report on Hospital Admissions During the Shipyard Landfill Fire
6) Radiological Affairs Support Office (RASO) Presentation
7\ SubcommitteeRePorts
8) Future Agenda ToPics
9) Adjoumment

MEETING HANDOUTS:
. Agendafor 23 January 2003 RAB MeetingMinutes from 05 December 2002 RAB Meeting

. Monthly Progress Report, November 2002

. Monthly Progress Report, December 2002

. Hunters Point Shipyard Landfill Gas Extraction System Update, 23 January 2003

. Additional Questions and Answers From Hunters Point Shipyard RAB Open Forum,
05 December 2002

. Health Consultation Report, Parcel E Landfill Fire at Hunters Point Shipyard, U.S.
Department of Health and Human Services, dated 02 March 2001

. Fact Sheet, Health Consultation Summary, Hunters Point Shipyard Parcel E Landfill Fire,
dated JanuarY 2001

. Draft Report, Analysis of Hospital Admission Data During the Hunters Point Shipyard
Fire of August 2000, City and County of San Francisco Department of Public Health,
23lanuary2003

. PowerPoint Presentation, Current Radiological Issues, 23 Jant'nry 2003

. Newspaper Notice, Hunters Point Shipyard Needs Your Help

. Meeting Minutes, HPS RAB Technical (Review) Subcommittee, 13 November 2002
, Meeting Minutes, HPS RAB Community Relations Plan Update Subcommittee, 7 January 2003

" Meeting Minutes, HPS RAB Membership & Bylaws Subcommittee,14 January 2003

welcome / Introductions / Asenda and Meeting Minutes Review

Marsha Pendergrass, facilitator, called the meeting to order at 6:00 P.M. A11 in attendance made

self-introductions. Ms. Pendergtass began the meeting with an agenda review and asked if there

HPS RAB Meeting Minutes -23lanuary 2003 Page 1 of 10
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were any changes or modifications. No changes were made. Ms. Pendergrass then asked for a
motion to approve the 05 December 2002 RAB meeting minutes. Ms. Pendergrass called for a
vote and the minutes were approved by the RAB.

Ms. Pendergrass reviewed the Action Items contained in the December minutes and asked for a
status of each item. All action items were completed or carried-over to the satisfaction of the
RAB.

Naw and Communitv Co-chair Reports/Other Announcements

Keith Forman, Navy RAB Co-chair, said that publication of the draft final Historical
Radiological Assessment (HRA), due at the end of January 2003, will be delayed. He said that
more details will be provided later in the meeting during the Radiological Affairs Support Office
(RASO) presentation. Mr. Forman also said that the Community Relations Pian (CRP) update
subcommittee has had a couple of meetings already and has provided the Navy with over 140
potential interviewees. Mr. Forman added that the Navy and EPA will coordinating and should
begin interviews in the next two or three weeks.

Lynne Brown, RAB Community Co-chair, requested that questions at the conclusion of the
RASO presentation be limited to the Hunters Point Shipyard.

Reminder: The next RAB meeting will be held from 6:00 to 8:00 r.u., Thursday evening,
27 February 2003 at Dago Mary's Restaurant' Building #916 on the Shipyard.

ATSDR Presentation

Dave DeMars, Navy Remedial Project Manager, introduced Bill Nelson from the Agency for
Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR). Mr. DeMars said that the presentation is a
result of requests to have ATSDR talk about the health assessment they conducted for the August
2000 Parcel E landfill fue.

Mr. Nelson confirmed that the topic of his presentation will be the health consultation report for
the August 2000 Parcel E landfill fire. He said that copies of his handouts and reports are
available. Mr. Nelson said the Agency first prepared a "complete health assessment" of Hunters
Point n 1994, which considered all of the hazardous material at the Shipyard. He said the
assessment was a very complete and comprehensive assessment of the Shipyard overall. For the
landfill fire, ATSDR prepared a 'health consultation report" which addresses a singular issue - in
this case the landfill fire. Mr. Nelson then explained how ATSDR came to the conclusions in the
health consultation report.

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) contacted ATSDR to examine potential exposure
from the fire. One of the problems ATSDR encountered, Mr. Nelson explained, was the fact that
there was no air quality monitoring during the fire or until approximately two to three weeks
after the fire. ATSDR instead used a variety of modeling methods to estimate the health exposure
based on intensity of the fire, how high it extended, and how wide it was. Data was gathered
from similar fires (landfill fires, rail wood fires, and wildfires). ATSDR reviewed the data from
these fires and consulted with various health departments within the state, to determine the kinds
of health effects based on the likely constituents in the smoke. The conclusion was that any
health effects from exposure to the fire would be acute, short-term effects.

Ms. Pendergrass opened the floor to questions. Mr. Brown asked about the ATSDR Fact Sheet
from April 2001. Mr. Nelson replied that he had copies of the Fact Sheet available as a handout.
The Fact Sheet is a one-page summary of the health consultation report. Raymond Tompkins,
RAB member, asked if the reported prevailing wind direction accounted for swirling wind

IIPS RAB Meeting Minutes -23 January 2003 Page 2 of 10
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patterns and local topography. Mr. Nelson replied that the overall prevailing wind direction was
frorn west to east. The calculated wind direction is an average and therefore there may have been
times when the wind was blowing in different directions. Mr. Tompkins asked how ATSDR
could conclude that there were no adverse health effects from the fire and subsequent smoldering
if there was no air monitoring in the neighborhoods adjacent to the Shipyard. Mr. Nelson replied
that the health consultation report did not say there were no adverse health effects, but that any
adverse health effects would be short-term. Ms. Pendergrass suggested that in-depth discussion
should be addressed at a subcommittee meeting. Mr. Nelson said that he would be available to
attend a subcommittee meeting. Ahimsa Sumchai, RAB member, said that ATSDR needs to
conduct on-going health studies before stating that there are no long-term health effects,
especially, she said, considering that substances like manganese and benzene were identifred in
the smoke at levels above ambient air. Mr. Nelson replied that ATSDR asserts that it is unlikely
that there are any long-term adverse health effects.

Ms. Pendergrass thanked Mr. Nelson for his presentation, and attempted to move the agenda
forward. Karen Pierce, RAB member, made a motion to extend the-question and answer period
related to the presentation. The motion carried. Ms. Pendergrass turned the floor to Keith Tisdell,
RAB membei, for his question. Mr. Tisdell said that former RAB Navy Co-Chair, Richard
Mach, stated that the prevailing wind direction during the time of the landfill fire was to the
north. Mr. Nelson replied that the wind information was provided by the San Francisco and
Oakland airports. He reiterated that prevailing wind directions are only an average, and that there
may have been gusts or short-term changes in wind direction.

Georgia Oliva, RAB member, asked if radioactivity was considered in the health consultation
report. She also said that the tenants at the Shipyard would like to be included in any subsequent
health study. Mr. Nelson said that the levels of radium were so low as to not present a health
problem. As far as any potential future health study, one of things the health consultation report
does is help the Agency determine the need for, or usefulness, of a study. At this time, the
ATSDR does not feel that a health study should be conducted.

Maurice Campbell, RAB member, asked if Mr. Nelson was aware of the material in the Parcel E
landfill. Mr. Nelson replied that the Agency has sampling results from the landfrll. Mr. Campbell
said that the Agency has no air quality data from the fire or the 27 days after, and therefore
cannot make statements about the possible exposure to the community. Mr. Nelson replied that
ATSDR received a great deal of information from data of similar tlpes of fires, and drew
conclusions based on that. Mr. Tompkins asked the final question. He asked how ATSDR
accounted for the possibility of a potential chemical hazard, related to undocumented and
unauthorized waste disposal by Triple A. Mr. Nelson replied that the assumptions were based on
the past history of previous fires. Lani Asher, RAB member, closed the discussion stating that
she felt uncomfortable with ATSDR's conclusion in light of the fact that there is no air quality
data from the day of the fire or 27 days afterwards

Heatth Department Presentation

Dr. Rajiv Bhatia, San Francisco Health Department, introduced himself as the director of the
Occupation & Environmental Health Section. He also introduced Rita Shiau as an epidemiologist
with the Health Department. Dr. Bhatia presented information on the Department's analysis of
hospital admissions for asthma before, during, and after the August 2000 Parcel E landfill fire.
Dr. Bhatia explained that the data was gathered from hospitals and then sent to the State for
verification before the Health Deparfment gets the data for analysis. The data was provided to the
Health Department the summer af 2002 and analyzed in the fall. The preliminary information in
the report is being presented to the public for the first time at this RAB meeting,

I{PS RAB Meeting Minutes -23 January 2003 Page 3 of 10
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Dr. Bhatia explained the rationale for using asthma hospitalization as an indicator. Smoke from
the fire would impact the respiratory system, asthma is a sensitive indicator of air pollution,

asthma is of particular concern in the Bayview-Hunters Point community, ffid the Health
Department had good data for hospital admissions for asthma.

Ms. Shiau gave the remainder of the presentation. She showed overhead graphs of emergency
admission data for San Francisco General Hospital (SFGH) from 1999 through 2001. She
showed where the Health Department compared admissions from August 1999, August 2000
(the month of the landfill fire), and August 2001, and while there is an increase in admissions in
August, it was similar in all three years. She stated that this analysis is not perfect since it does
not include people who may not have experienced symptoms but did not seek treatment at
SFGH. To iddress that, Ms. Shiau said the Health Department collected state-wide weekly

hospital admission counts for asthma and other respiratory diseases. The data was filtered to
select patients who indicated home zip codes in San Francisco. The data was then further filtered
by age (0 to 14, 15 to 64, and 65 plus), Bayv'iew-Hunters Point versus Visitacion Valley,
admissions during August 2000 to admissions in August 1999 and August 2001, and lastly
asthma versus "other respiratory illnesses." In all cases, there was no evidence for significant
increase in hospital admissions for asthma or other respiratory diseases among Bayview-Hunters
Point residents during the time of the Parcel E landfill fire. Ms. Shiau concluded her presentation
and reiterated that the Health Department study does not account for people who may have
suffered fire related symptoms but did not seek hospital treatment. Ms. Pendergrass asked the
audience to hold their questions and then called for a ten minute break.

The first question after the meeting break was from Ms. Sumchai. She commented that the
Health Department study should have considered emergency room visits instead of asthma
hospitalizations. She said that the most accurate information related to the landfill fire should
come from overall emergency department visits because the majority of asthmatics are treated
and released, but not necessarily hospitalized.

RASQ Presentation

Laurie Lowman, RASO, presented information on the radiological issues at Hunters Point
Shipyard as well as a status update on the draft HRA. She said that the draft HRA was published
in March 2002 and the draft final HRA was scheduled to be published in January 2003.
However, RASO has decided to delay the publication due to the availability of new information
and the identification of several inaccwacies in the document and the references. Ms. Lowman
said the decision to delay the draft final HRA will allow the Navy to produce an accurate and
comprehensive document that will bring together all the radiological issues associated with
Hunters Point Shipyard.

Ms. Lowman announced that the Navy will be conducing in-person interviews with former
employees of NRDL and the Shipyard. The Navy has placed numerous advertisements in local
newspapers seeking personnel with any knowledge of radiological operations at the Shipyard.
Ms. Lowman provided a telephone number and e-mail address for people wishing to participate
in the interviews (1-800-443 -7164, and DariyD@newworld.ore). Ms. Lowman also said that she
is having difficulty contacting former employees of Triple A, and asked the RAB for assistance
contacting anyone associated with Triple A. Ms. Lowman said that the Navy is interested in
gathering as much information as possible from the in-person interviews and assured the RAB
that the Navy is not interested in pursuing legal action against any interviewee for improper
handling, use, or disposal of radioactive material or disclosure of sensitive information.

Ms. Lowman explained the importance of an HRA. She said the document helps focus
radiological investigations and cleanup. She said that it is the history that leads to the areas that
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need sampling, help define what investigations are required, and what radioisotopes, if any, are
likely to be present. Typically, the radiological cleanup process begins with an HRA but in the
case of Hunters Point Shipyard, Ms. Lowman said that the Shipyard ceased operation many years
before the HRA concept was created. No parcel on the Shipyard can be transferred to the City
until the HRA is completed. Ms. lnwman said that, at the earliest, the draft final HRA probably
will not be published until near the end of 2003.

Updating current radiological cleanup actions at the Shipyard, Ms. Lowman said that there are
two active investigations in Parcel C (Buildings 253 and 2ll), and one in Parcel D @uilding
313-Alpha). The Navy found radium and cesium contamination on the roof and on the fifth and
sixth floors of Buiiding 253. Operations at that building were likely related to radium dial
painting facility. That cleanup has recentlybeen completed. Remediation of ventilation ductwork
is ongoing. Building 211 was used for storage of waste bins related to radiological cleanup.
Future waste bin storage will be in an area of Parcel E. In the meantime, surveys of Building 211
are underway. On Parcel D, a manhole cover was discovered while remediating a former NRDL
building at 313-Alpha. The manhole was under the foundation of the former NRDL building.
The Navy is currently remediating the contents of the manhole, and is investigating the
possibility that drain lines may have tied into the manhole. Lastly, Mr. Lowman showed an area
on the Shipyard map, associated with NRDL activities, where cesium-l37 contamination was
found.

Ms. Lowman concluded her presentation with a summary of completed radiological cleanup
activities; both are buildings on Parcel A - Building 82I and Building 816. Ms. Lowman said
that completing the HRA is one of the Navy's highest priorities and they will keep the public
updated on the progress.

Ms. Oliva asked how the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency (SFRA) can proceed with
conveyance of Parcels A and B until the issue of the HRA is resolved. Don Capobres, SFRA,
agreed that no development can occur until the HRA is completed. He added that planning for
the future transfer is ongoing but redevelopment will not occur until the proper regulators sign
off that it is safe to do so.

Melita Rines, RAB member, asked if the Navy will be issuing an interim HRA between now and
the end of the year. Ms. Lowman said they will not. Mr. Campbell said that he knows of a former
Shipyard employee who signed a secrecy agreement related to his work with radiological
materials. He asked if this individual could be interviewed for the HRA. Ms. Lowman said that
she has the proper security clearances to interview people who have signed secrecy agreements.

Mr. Tompkins confirmed that the Navy carurot transfer Parcel A until the HRA is completed.
Mr. Forman agreed. Kevyn Lutton, RAB member, asked if there are any more classified
documents related to NRDL or the Shipyard that RASO has yet to review. Ms. Lowman replied
that she was not aware of any remaining classified documents, except for some documents
related specifically to work NRDLpersonnel did at atomic weapons test sites.

Subcommittee UPdates

Mr. Mason said that the subcommittee meeting had originally been scheduled for 10 January but
was rescheduled to the 16tn. The meeting minutes have not yet been prepared. The issues that
were discussed at the meeting include Shipyard space for community truckers, gathering a list of
the iocal contractors doing business with the community, and a list of community residents
working in the ShiPYard.

HPS RAB Meeting Minutes - 23 January 2003 Page 5 of 10
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Mr. Mason said the next meeting of the subcommittee will be at 3:30 n.u., February 12th, at 7790
Yosemite Ave.

Ad-hoc Radio lo eical Subcommittee (Ahimsa Sumchai. Leader)

Ms. Sumchai said that the subcommittee met on 22 January, and the meeting minutes have not
been completed. Ms. Lowman presented information at the subcommittee, much of which was
similar to this evening's presentation.

Ms. Sumchai briefly mentioned the passing of Dr. Arthur Coleman, a member of the
subcommittee. She recommended that members of the Radiological Subcommittee and the RAB
assist Mr. Forman in locating former employees of NRDL and the Shipyard for the in-person
RASO interviews.

Ms. Sumchai said the next meeting of the subcommittee will be from 3:00 - 5:00 t.u., March
266, atthe offices of Literacy for Environmental Justice (LEJ).

Technical Review Subcommittee (Chris Shirley. Leader)

Lea Loizos, ARC Ecology, said that Chris Shirley is no longer affiliated with ARC Ecology and
will no longer be attending RAB meetings. Due to miscommunication related to Ms. Shirley's
departure, there was no subcommittee meeting.Ms. Loizos said that she is completing a RAB
membership application and hopes to replace Ms. Shirley on the RAB.

Ms. Loizos said the next meeting of the subcommittee will be on February 19th, the time and
place to be decided later.

Risk Review and Health Assessment Subcommittee (Rav Tompkins. Leader)

Karen Pierce, RAB member, gave the report of the subcommittee. She said the subcommittee
had not met since the last meeting.

Ms. Pierce said the next meeting of the subcommittee will be at 6:00 t.M., February 13th, at 502I
Third Street.

Membershio & Bylaws Subcommittee (Keith Tisdell. Leader)

Ms. Rines said the subcommittee meeting minutes are prepared and available as a handout. Her
first order of business was to make a motion to accept the revised bylaws, dated 05 December
20A2. Ms. Pendergrass asked if everybody has had an opportunity to review the draft revised
bylaws. The motion was seconded and after some brief discussion, the motion carried with three
members opposed.

The next meeting of the subcommittee will be at 6:00 n.u., February 1lth, at the Anna Waden
Branch Library.

Other Discussions/Topics

The following items were also discussed at the RAB meeting. A verbatim account of these
discussions is included in the lnformation Repository for HPS and may also be found on the HPS
web page 4f www. efdsw ' navf ac ' navy ' miL,/Environmental/HuntersPoint ' htm

o Barbara Bushnell, RAB member, clarified that the Technical Review Subcommittee met on
13 November instead of 19 November, as written in the minutes. After a review of the
05 Decemb er 2002 RAB meeting transcript, it was discovered that Ms. Shirley incorrectly
reported the date, however the meeting minutes were corect as written.
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Ms. Bushnell commented that subcommittee meetings scheduled to occur during the week and
during normal business hours limit the attendance by people with normal work hours. She
asked that subcommittee leaders consider "after hours" meetings.

Mr. Brown presented Dick Lowman with two "Get Well" cards signed by members of the
RAB and the audience.

Ms. Bushnell said that the RAB Bylaws state that subcommittee chairs must be a current RAB
member. Therefore, Ms. Loizos cannot be the Technical Review Subcommittee leader.
Ms. Bushnell volunteered to lead the subcommittee in the interim.

Mr. Campbell asked the Navy for clarification and additional information regarding how much
money in contracts has been awarded to the local community. Ms. Pendergft$s suggested this
as an Action Item for a future RAB meeting.

Francisco DaCosta, attendee, said that the Navy should work with the City and County of San
Francisco to address some mitigation factors, and specifically air quality monitoring in the
adjacent neighborhoods. Ms. Sumchai commented that the California Air Resources Board has
agreed to work with LEJ to identify a site for the permanent stationing of an air monitoring
station in the community. She suggested that the Navy could work with the City to identify the
best location for that monitoring station.

Future Asenda Topics

There were no further announcements and no fufure agenda topics presented. The meeting was
adjourned at 8:15 P.u.

Reminder: The next RAB meeting will be held from 6:00 to 8:00 r.u.' Thursday evening,
27 February 2003 at Dago Mary's Restaurant, Building #916 on the Shipyard.
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ATTACHMENT A

LIST OF ATTENDEES
Association

23 JAF{UARY 2OO3 . RAB MEETING

1. Christine M. Niccoli
2. Marsha Pendergrass
3. Quijuan Maloof
4. Keith Forman
5. Dave DeMars
6. Laura Lowman
7. Richard Lowman
8. Martin Offenhauer
9. Lee Saunders
10. Steve Tyahla
i 1. Lynne Brown
12. Lani Asher
13. Barbara Bushnell
14. Maurice Campbell
15. Charles Dacus, Jr.
16. Marie J. Franklin
17. Kevyn Lutton
18. Jesse Mason
19. James Morrison
20. Georgia Oliva
21. Sulu Palega
22. Dorothy PetersOn
23. Karen Pierce
24. Melita Rines
25. Ahimsa Sumchai
26. Keith Tisdell
27. Raymond Tompkins
28. Caroline Washington
29. Amy Brownell
30. CheinKao
31. Jackie Lane
32. Julie Menak
33. Michael Work
34. RajivBhatia, M.D.
35. Rita Shiau
36. Peter Wilsey
37. William Nelson
38. Laurent Meillier
39. Don Capobres
40. Ronald Keichline
41. DougBielskis
42. DougDavenport
43. Carolyn Hunter
44. Tom Shoff
45. Arvind Acharya
46. Harry Adams
47. James Ansbro
48. Andrew Bozeman
49. Mike Burkard
50. Francisco DaCosta

Niccoli Reporting, cor:rt reporter
Pendergrass & Associates, meeting facilitator
Pendergrass & Associates
Navy RAB Co-chair, BRAC Environmental Coordinator
Navy Lead Remedial Project Manager
N"qy, RASO
Nur.y, RASO
Navy
Navy
NavyROICC
RAB Community Co-chair, Communities for a Better Environment, CFC
RAB member, Artist on the Shipyard
RAB member, ROSES
RAB member, BDI, Community First Coalition, San Francisco Bay View
RAB member, ROSES
RAB mernber, Shoreview Environmental, Inc.
RAB member, resident
RAB member, BVHP Community Advocates
RAB member, Environmental Technology
RAB member, Communities for a Better Environment
RAB member, Hunters Point Boys and Girls Club
RAB member, Shoreview Resident Association
RAB member, Bayview Advocates
RAB member, India Basin Neighborhood Association
RAB member, Bayview-Hunter Point Health & Env. Resource Center.
RAB member, resident
RAB member, Bayview-Hunters Point Coalition on the Environment
RAB member, Network for Elders
RAB member, San Francisco Department of Public Health
RAB member, Cal.Dept. of Toxic Substances Contol
RAB member, US EPA
RAB member, Regional Water Quality Control Board
RAB member, US EPA
San Francisco Department of Health
San Francisco Department of Health
San Francisco Department of Public Health
Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry
Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
Bechtel National, Inc.
Tetra Tech EM Inc.
Tetra Tech EM Inc.
Tetra Tech EM Inc.
Tetra Tech EM Inc.
ruSI

Resident
I{eaven's Glade Economic Development
Denbeste Transportation Inc.
Environmental Justice Advocacv
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51. Daryl Delong
52. Heraldo Frausto
53. Bill Haney
54. Bob Hocker
55. Paula Kaneshiro
56. Stephen LaPlante
57. Lea Loizos
58. Connie Moore
59. Chuck Pardini
60. Willie Ratcliff
61. Jotrn Reid
62. Karen Rens
63. TomRens
64. Matthew Shaps, Esq
65. Clifton Smith
66. Carey Smith-Marehi
67. Mike Styvaert

New World Technology
Resident
New World Technology
Lennar

Mariners Village Resident
ARC Ecology
US Army
Levine-Fricke for Lennar
San Francisco Bayview Newspaper
Reid for Mayor

Paul Hastings LLP for Lennar
C.J. Smith & Associates
Student, Urban School of San Francisco
US Army
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A,TTACHMENT B
23 JANUARY 2OO3 - RAB MEETING

ACTION ITEMS

ltem
No.

Action Item Due Date Person/Agency Resolution Status
Committing to

Action ltem

Carry-Over Itetns

1. None

New Items

Additional information and clarification regarding "How much money
in contracts has been awarded to the local community."

1. February RAB Navy
Amended to that Action Item, how does the City of San Francisco's
"First Choice" hiring policy apply to the Shipyard?

0

oHPS RAB Meeting Minutes - 23 January 2003o
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2

3

1

5

6

7

8

9

10

1L

12

13

1r

15

16

17

18

19

EUI TERS POIIST Sf,IPBRD

RBSIONA"IOX AINrISOITI BONRD

NAFORTAR'S IRAIISCRIPI OF TGE?II|G

FebnatY 27 r 2OO3

Daqo l{arY's Restauut

nuters 6irt siipyara, BuildLlg 915

Dotabue Street at f,udso! Avelue

sil Fracisco' Caltfo41a

ReFrted bY ctrrisLire x. lficcoli' nPR, c.s.R. xo. {569

2L

22

23

21

25

XIC@LI NEFORTIf,€

619 Pilgrir Drl"ve

Foster city, cA 94i!01-1707

(6s0t s73-9339

CERTIFIED SEORTSAXD REFoRTERS SER\IIXG tEE BAT ARBA

I

2

RAB MEMBERS TCONt.]:

3 nssg tr,tlsoll - Bayview-Hunters Point Community Advocates, 
I

+ Community First Coalition (crq I
5 JLLIE MENACK - Regional Water Quality Control Board I
6 JAMES MoRRIsoN - Environmental Technology I
7 cEoRcIA oLwA - Communities for a Better Environment I
s (cBE), ccA member I
9 suLULAGI PALEGA - Hunters Point Boys & Girls Club' l

t0 Housing Authority, Samoan Community Development Center

11 DoROTHY PETERSON - Shoreview Resident Association

12 KAREN c. PIERCE - Bayview Advocates, BVHP Democratic Club

t3 MELITA RINES - India Basin Neighborhood Association

14 AHMSA PoRTER SIJMCHAI - Bayview-Hunters Point Health &

15 Environmental Resource Center (HERC)

16 KEITH TISDELL - Hunters Point resident
17 RAYMoND ToMPKINS - Bayview-Hunters Point Coalition on

18 Environment
19 cenoune wAsHINGToN - Southeast Community College Advisory

zo Board, Network for Elders
2l MICHAEL woRK - U.s. Environmental Protection Agency

22 LEILANT WRIGHT - JRM ASSOCiATCS

23 ---oOo---
Page 3

1 OTHERATTENDEES 
I

2 l
3 KENNETH S. BAUGH - New World Environmental Inc' I
4 DOUG BIELSKIS - Tetra Tech eu Inc. I
5 ANDREW L. BOZEMAN - Southeast Sector Community I
o Development Corp., Heaven's Glade I
7 PATRICKBROOKS - united states Navy ]
8 ALITA BRowN - ShiPYard artist I
9 MIKE BURKARD - Denbeste Transportation Inc'

t0 ADoN cAPoBREs - San Francisco Redevelopment Agency

I FRANcIsco DA cosrA - Environmental Justice Advocacy

lTLlZ.wHlTTED DAwsoN - Pendergrass & Associates

13 DARYL DeLoNc - New World Environmental Inc'

14 DAVID n. DeUens - United states Navy

15 LEM DOZIER
16 JAMEs F. FIELDs - San Francisco Human Rights Q6mmission

17 CDR. LrNO FRAGOSO - united states Navy Radiological Affairs

18 Support Office (RASo)

19 BoB HocKER - Lennar/Bayview-Hunters Point Team

20 CAROLYN HUNTER - TETTA TCCh BU INC.

21 JoNI JORGENSEN-NSK - Innovative Technical Solutions,

22 Inc., (I.T.S.I.)

23 PAULA KANESHIRO - KRT SETViCES

24 RONALD w. KEICHLINE - Bechtel National, Inc'

25 MASON KIRBY - Quezada Architecture, resident
Page 4

P A R T I C I P A N T S

RABMEMBERS

I

z
3 FACILITATOR: MARSHA PENDERGRASS - Pendergrass &

a, Associates
5 co-cHAIRS: KEITH FORMAN - united States Navy swDrv

6 LYNNB BRowN - Communities for a Better

7 Environment, Community First Coalition

8

9

10
l1 LANI AsHER - Communities for a Better Environment (cBE)'

12 Community First Coalition (cFC)

13 AMy BROWNTIT - San Francisco Department of Public Health

14 BARBARA BUSHNELL - RosES, resident

15 MAURICE CAMPBELL - Business Development, Inc' (soD;

16 Community First Coalition (crc); New California Media;

17 NEW BAYVIEW NEWSPAPER

l8 CHARLES L. DACUS, SR. - Hunters Point resident, RoSEs

lu r.,ronm l. FRANKLIN - Shoreview Environmental, Incorporated

lzo r"r,lnn HARRISoN - Communities for a Better Environment

lzt (cee), sAN FRANcIsco BAY vIEw

lzz urrsuvo HASEGAwA - IRM Associates

lZf rrtn" JA6KS6N - All Hallows Gardens Residents Associatior

lz+ xpvvN D. LUTToN - Resident

lzs J. n. MANUEL - JRM Associates, India Basin resident
Page It _
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HIJNTERS POINT SHIPYARD
RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD

Multi-Page of Fr 27, 2003
t s

I

2
3 LEA LOZOS - Arc EcologY
4 JEFFREY LONG - Shipyard tenant
5 MARTIN OFFENHAUER - united states Navy

6 JoHN PELOSI - United States Navy (NevsEel

7 JOHN POLYAK - New World Environmental Inc.

8 DEBoRAH BERMAN sANTANA - Mills College Ethnic Studies

I Department
10 LEE H. SAUNDERS - United States Navy

11 MATTHEw L. sHAPs, mq. - Paul Hastings LLp for knnar

12 DAVID TERZIAN - ThC POiNt

t3 IETER wILsEY - San Francisco Department of Public Health

14 STEFANIE vow - Office of Congresswoman Nancy Pelosi

15 ---oOo---
Page 5

0THER ATTENDEES tCont.] : L Liz, you want to start?
2 MS. WHITTED DAWSON: LiZ WhittEd DAWSON.
3 MS. PENDERGRASS: DT. SUMChAi?
4 MS. SIIMCHAI: Ahimsa Sumchai. -

5 MS. BRowNELL: Amy Brownell, San Francisco
o Health Department
7 MS. olrvA: Georgia Oliva, Shipyard artist,
8 member of cse and nes board. Lani will be late.
9 Ms. RINES: Melita Rines, India Basin

to Neighborhood Association.
11 MS. BUSHNELL: BATbATA BUShNEII, RAB, ROSES.

Lz MR. DACUS: Charles L. Dacus, Sr., nAg and
13 ROSES.
14 MS. PETERSON: DOrOthy PeterSOn, cOmmunity and

15 RAB.
t6 MR. MAsoN: Jesse Mason, Bayview Advocates,
tz Community First Coalition, pesident.

18 MS. WRIGHT: Leinani Wright, RAB member.
rg MS. PENDERGRASS: Before we go any further,

20 want to start over here? Sir? Name, please.

21 MR. BAUGH: Kenneth Baugh, New World
22 Environmental.
23 MS. PENDERGRASS: PICASE _ KCNNEth PAUI, NEW

z+ World Envir- --
25 MR. BAUGH: Baugh.

PJ

I SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA, THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 27' 2OO3 J

2 6:05 P.M.
3 ---oOo---

4 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. The February 27th,
5 2003, San Francisco Hunters Point Shipyard Restoration
6 Advisory Board board meeting is now come to order.
z Please find seats, board members around the
8 table; environmental regulators, so forth, around the
9 table.

l0 And thanks to Melita, we have a new setup
ll tonight.
t2 MS. RINES: And if you don't like it, don't
t: complain.
L4 MS. BUSHNELL: That's the process.
15 Ms. ATTENDEE: I like that.
16 MR. TISDELL: I don't like it.
ll MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. Let's - As we always
t8 do. let's start with introductions. And I'm Marsha
t9 Pendergrass, your facilitator tonight. We also -- I
20 have a person working with me tonight named Liz Witted
2l Dawson.
22 And we'll start over there with introductions.
23 And if you could just say yow name as - loudly, stand
z+ up and say your name would be great so we can capture
zs for the record.

Page 6

1 MS. PENDERGRASS: PAUI.
2 MR. BAUGH: Baugh.
3 MS. ATTENDEE: P-a-u-I.
4 MS. PENDERGRASS: OkaY.
5 MR. DetoNG: DarYl Delong, New World
o Environmental.
7 MR. BURKARD: Mike Burkard, Denbeste
8 Transportation.
9 THE REPORTER: I'm sorry. I didn't hear you.

10 MR. BURKARD: Denbeste Transportation.
11 THE REPORTER: No. Start from the beginning.

L2 MR. BURKARD: Mike Burkard, Denbeste
tl Transportation.
t4 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Yes, sir, on the end there?

15 MR. POLYAK: Jotrn Polyak, P-o-l-y-a-k, New

to World.
r7 Ms. PENDERGRASS: All right. Thank you, sir.

18 Mr. Forman?
19 MR. FORMAN: Keith Forman, Navy nen Co-chair

zo and BRAC Environmental Coordinator.
2t MR. DeMARS: Dave DeMars, Navy Lead Project

zzM;il'|iager.
23 MR. BRooKs: Patrick Brooks, Remedial nrojf

24 Manager for the NavY.
25 MR. OFFENHAUER: Marty Offenhauer, Navy

Page 8
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,

t Remedial Project Manager. I
2 MS. PENDERGRASS: Did you get that, Christine? I
: State it one more time. I
4 MR. OFFENHAUER: Marty Offenhauer' I
5 MR. BRoWN: Lynne Brown, Co-chair of nen' I
6 MR. woRK: Michael Work, U.S. Environmental I
z Protection Agency. I
8 Ms. MENACK: Julie Menack, Regional Water I
I Quality Control Board of the state of California' I

10 MS. BROWNELL: I've already gone. I
11 MR. TISDELL: Keith Tisdell. i
rz Ms. PENDERGIASS: Come on, Keith. Mr' Tisdell?

13 MR. TISDELL: Keith Tisdell.
14 MS. PENDERGRASS: Oh, Yes, sir.
15 MS. LUTTON: KevYn Lutton.

Itu MS. IAcKSoN: Helen Jackson from All Hallows'

ln MR. cAMPBELL: Maurice Campbell, New California

Ita Media, nPt.
lrs MR. ToMPKINs: Raymond Tompkins, neB member'

Ito MS.IoRGENSEN-RISK: JoniJorgensen-Risk,

l2 l  I .T .S. I .

ln MR. KEIcHLINn: Ronald Keichline, Bechtel,

lzl community relations.

lro MS. PENDERGRAss: Okay. Let's start over here'

lrt MR. DA cosrA: Francisco Da Costa,

I Page 9

t Commission. I
2 MS. PENDERGRASS: Mr. Fields, welcome. 

]
3 Yes, sir. I
4 cDR. FRAGOSO: Lino Fragoso, RASO.

5 MR. BoZEMAN: Andrew Bozeman, Southeast Sector

o CommunitY DeveloPment CorP.

7 MS. HUNTER: Carolyn Hunter, Tetra Tech.

8 MS. PENDERGRASS: YES, SiT.

9 MR. BIELSKIS: Doug Bielskis, Tetra Tech.

l0 Ms. PENDERGRAss: Anybody we forget? Anybody

ll over on this side that we overlooked?

t2 I'm sorry, sir, did we get - did you get

t3 introduced?
L4 MR. LONG: Jeffrey Long, Shipyard tenant.

15 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. Sir, in the back in

16 the red jacket.

ln MR. BURKARD: I'v€ already -- Mike Burkard.

Ita MS. PENDERGRASS: Thank you. I'm sorry. I'm

Itr ,ot.y.
lro As you see, I have a hoarse voice tonight, so

lzt I'm really struggling tonight.

lzz All right. Has everybody had a chance to

lzr review the agenda?

lro Did everybody remember to sign in on the -- the

lzs sheet as you came in? Please. And the reason why we
Page 11I

t Environmental Justice Advocacy. I
2 MS. LoZoS: Lea Loizos, Arc Ecology' I
3 MS. PENDERGRASS: Did you get that? |
4 THE REPORTER: Nods.) r
5 MR. wILSEY: Peter Wilsey, Department of Public I
6 Health. I
7 MS. PENDERGRASS: PETET WiISON? I
8 MR. WILSEY: WilseY. I
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: Wilsey. Department of Publicl

10 Health.
11 MR. DOZIER: Lem Dozier . . . 

I
rz [unintelligible]. I

13 THE REPORTER: I'm sorry? i
Ir4 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Would you say it over, the ]
l .

i15 last -

lro MR. DOZIER: Oh. Lem Dozier' D-o-z-i-e-r'

ltr MS. PENDERGRAss: Lim, L-i-m?

Irs MR. DozIER: L-e-m.

lt, MS. PENDERGRASS: L-e-m, okaY.

lzo Yes, ma'am.
ln Ms. BRowN: Alita Brown, artist.

ln MR. SHAPS: Matt Shaps' environmental attorney

lzt for lrnnar.
lro MR. HocKER: Bob Hocker, Lennar-BVHP Team'

lzs MR. FIELDS: James F. Fields, Human Rights
I Page 1ot _

t need to capture your names clearly is because this is I
z public record. This is a public meeting. I
3 All right. We have had a chance to review the I
4 agenda. Any changes or suggestions? |
5 All right. We'll move right along, then. I
6 Has everybody had a chance to review the I
z minutes?
8 MS. BUSHNELL: Yeah. I
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: Does anybody have anything I

10 they'd like to tell me about the minutes?
11 Ms. BUSHNELL: Yes. I -- There's a item on

npage4. It's part of the City's health report. It's in

r: ihe second paragraph. It's about one, two, three, four,

t4 five lines down. It starts - The statement says, "She

ts stated that this analysis is not perfect because [sic]
16 it does not include people who may not have experienced
17 symptoms but did not seek treatment . . - . "

18 I think there -- the "not" -- the second "not"

ts should not be there, because it says in -- says in

z0 further on down, she reiterated that fire -- "people

zt who . . . suffered fire related symptoms but did not

zz seekhospital treatment. " I think it's just a triple

23 negative.
24 MS. RINES: Too manY nots.
25 MR. KEICHLINE: Noted.

Page 12
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PI'STr!R ATIrlN ADVISORY BOARI)
t s

I Ms. PENDERGRASS: OkaY. Yes, sir. I
2 MR. CAMPBELL: On page 3 on -- and we're -- on I
3 Mr. Nelson's ATsDR presentation, we asked him if he knew I
+ exactly what was in the landfill. He replied he did' I
s This is contrary to other agencies not knowing I
6 what's there; and since their agency is responsible for I
7 toxics, we think that needs to be in the minutes, I
8 because it's highly inaccurate.
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: That he said he does not know

10 or that he does know?
11 MR. BROWN: He does know.
L2 MR. CAMPBELL: He does know, Yeah'
13 MS. PENDERGRASS: All right'
t4 MR. CAMPBELL: So that's -- that's a very

15 serious statement.
16 MS. PENDERGRASs: Does everybody else remember

lrz ttrat the same way? If not, we can look it up on the '

Ita transcript and make sure it was --

lrs MS. LUTToN: I remember that.
lzo MS. PENDERGRASS: okay.

ln Can you make a change, Ron?

lzz MR. KEIcHLINE: Yeah.

ln MR. woRK: Is the question do the minutes

lz+ reflect what he said accurately? Because he works in my

lzs building, and I can have him take a look at it'
I Page 13

t discussions that I had with representative from ATSDR, I
z he referred to in his discussion when I asked about the I
r clarity that he had actual reports. a
4 And I asked was there a difference from what dFl

5 presented from the Navy dealing with the 22 days after I
6 the fire. I
z And I don't see any reflection where he was I
8 supposed to get back to us with that data in terms of I
9 those reports. If he has something that we don't I

lo have -- l
ll MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. Well, I think that 

I
12 there are two Parts -- |
13 MR. TOMPKINS: I made that real specific I

It+ question.
lrs MS. PENDERGRASS: - two parts to that. We're

Ito in the minute reviews. Oh. If that's not reflected in

lrz ttre minutes, again, we need to go back and review the

Its transcript to make sure that there was something that

I rs  he -

lro MR. ToMPKINS: That's when we invited him to

lzt deal with the subcommittee on health and risk

122 assessment.
123 Ms. PENDERGRASS: But make sure you hold that

lz+ point that we might need to add that as an action item'

lzs MR. KEIcHLINE: I was going to ask' is that an

I P"eil
I action item or a minutes correction? 

- 
I

2 MR. ToMPKINS: Minutes correction. I
3 MS. PENDERGRASS: It's a minutes correction' I
4 MR. TOMPKINS: It was just - I was given a I
s practice point in time for minutes. But after I asked I
6 that, then that was a lead in to attend the meeting, but I
z that we wanted the actual data that he said he had' I
8 MS. PENDERGRASS: Did YOU gct thAt? I
9 MR. KEICHLINE: How do you want the minutes I
t0 corrected to reflect that? I
11 MR. TOMPKINS: We're asking for the actual test I
o datathat was taken at the time of the fire. He stated

tr he had that.
14 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Okay. We'll look into that

ts and make that correction.
16 MR. TOMPKINS: - information.
17 Ms. PENDERGRASS: With -- The minutes with

18 those three corrections made, do I hear a question, a

tg motion on the floor?
20 MR. TOMPKINS: I SO MOVE.

2l MR. CAMPBELL: I second.

22 MS. PENDERGRASS: t actually have a motion'

23 Okay. Any other discussion regarding the 
Oz+ minutes?

2s All right. All in favor of accepting the
Page 16

1 MS. PENDERGRASS: WEII, it'S KiNd Of WhAt

z happened at the meeting. Since we do have a verbatim

3 transcript, we can always just double-check it'

4 MR. W0RK: OkaY. All right'

5 Ms. PENDERGRASS: All right. Anything -?

6 MR. FoRMAN: Yeah. Could we just do an action

7 item for Ron Keichline, to double-check that -

8 MR. KEICHLINE: t'm double-checking -?

9 MS. PENDERGRASS: - to see what he said about

10 yes, he knew what was in the landfill'

11 MR. KEICHLINE: Okay. I just wanted to make

12 sure I didn't miss some of the discussion'

lr: MS. PENDERGRASS: Double-check that and correcl

I r+ it.
lrs MR. FoRMAN: Yeah. So that Maurice's concern

Ito is properly reflected, let's just go back to the literal

I tz transcript.
ltr MS. PENDERGIIASS: Right.

lrs MR. ATTENDEE: Right.
lzo MS. PENDERGRASS: I need a motion'

lrt MR. ToMPKINS: Hold on. I have one other point

lzz of correction.
lrt Ms. PENDERGRASS: Yes, sir.

lzq MR. ToMPKINS: Thank You.

lrt Also and then page 2 and3 in terms of
Page II +
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Multi-Page of February 27 r 21
,eporter's Transcri

1 minutes dated January 23td,2003, with the three amended

2 sections, all in favor, say, "Aye."
3 THEBOARD: AYe.
4 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Those oPPosed?
5 Any abstentions tonight? One abstention,
o please? Two abstentions. Thank you. Three
z abstentions. All right.
s All right. We'll move to review of the action
9 items. And let's see. We didn't have any carryover

10 items, but we had a couple new ones: Additional
1l information and clarification regarding how rnuch money
12 in contracts had been awarded to the community.
13 Mr. Forman, was that something that you were
t+ going to provide?
15 MR. FORMAN: That was something that the
16 contract specialists are working on for the next
17 subcornmittee, the Economic -- excuse me -- the next
t8 Economic Development Subcommittee.
19 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Okay. Then we need to amend

20 that action item to reflect that the Item 1 on these new
21 items is not really an action item for the RAB but an
zzaction item for the subcommittee.
23 All right. Amended to the action item, how
24 does the City of San Francisco's first-choice hiring
zs policy apply to the Shipyard?

Paget7

t discussed in the - in the subcommittee? Because I
2 it's -- |
3 MR. CAMPBELL: It can be, but I think it has to I

4 come out in a formal report to that RAB so it is very
s clear what's taking place.
6 Ms. PENDERGRASS: So I see an action item that
7 you'd like this on the agenda for the subcommittee and
8 that you'd like a rePort?
9 MR. CAMPBELL: We want a formal Economic

t0 Subcommittee full report on all of these things with the
1l Navy's responses.
12 MR. FORMAN: Yea'h, Maurice, it was unclear to
13 me. That's the Navy response or City of San Francisco's
14 response on -- on their - their first-choice hiring
ts policy?
16 MR. CAMPBELL: Oh, first-choice hiring is San
17 Francisco's, okay. But what we're trying to do and what
18 we're going to do is: You've got a bunch of contractors
t9 that are representing the Navy onu qualifications. We
20 want to make sure that these pgg qualifications are
zt working under the guidance of San Francisco's --

22 MR. FORMAN: OkaY.
23 MR. CAMPBELL: Thank You.
24 MR. FORMAN: I think the best -- the best most
zs effective way to handle that, in my opinion, is: Since

Page 19

t Again, this seenu to apply to this committee.
z Does it not? Mr. Mason?
3 MR.ATTENDEE: NO.
4 MS. PENDERGRASS: Maurice. I'm sorry. Wasn't
5 that one of your --?

6 MR. CAMPBELL: Yes. Yes, it does. I think
7 more than a subcommittee it's for the general nan.
e The - the dollar amounts affect the - the local
g community. That's the general RAB review-type thing

t0 after -- after that information is put together.
1l Ms. PENDERGRASS: But what does that have to do
tz with the cleanup of the ShiPYard?
13 And it's my understanding that the purview of
t+ this board is the cleanup of the Shipyard.
15 So what does the first-choice policy have to do
te with the cleanup? I'm just trying to make sure I'm
tz clear.
18 MR. cAMPBELL: First-choice hiring?
19 MS. PENDERGRASS: YES.
20 MR. CAMPBELL: First-choice hiring is how many

zt of the people get hired to do the cleanup.

22 MS. PENDERGRASS: Iunderstand what it is. I'm

z: saying, but -

lro MR. cAMPBELL: What's the question?

lzs Ms. PENDERGRASS: - should that not be
I
I Page 18

I that's a technical contracting issue and -- and that
ztpe of issue rather than a -- a cleanup issue, why
3 don't we work that out with the senior contract
+ specialist and the base commander at the subcommittee
s meeting?
o And then you as a subcommittee chair can report
7 that to the -- everybody at the next RAB as to what
t happened, whether you're satisfied or not, and what the
9 answers are.

10 MR. CAMPBELL: Thank You.
11 MS. PENDERGRASS: But again, that's moved to
12 the agenda for the subcommittee with a report to follow.
rr Atl right? So those are removed at this point.
t4 Any other questions about action items or
ts something that doesn't aPPear?
16 All right. Then we're going to move right
tz along into the Navy announcements.
18 MR. FORMAN: Okay. Yeah. Couple of things.
19 We're going to concentrate tonight on a technology we're
20 using on one of the plumes on Parcel C, and Pat Brooks
zt will be giving that presentation.
22 But on Parcel E on the - on landfill gas, we
23 are not doing the presentation tonight, as you know,
24 because of the - what else is on the agenda.
25 But I do recommend that you turn to our Web

Page 20
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t site again. We have completed the fourth week of the
z weekly monitoring phase where we go out with field
3 instruments and monitor at the landfill, and we have
+ those results, and they are posted to the Web site.
5 But we are following our action memorandum that
6 we talked about. And the action memorandum says: After
7 the fourth week, something special happens. You go out'
8 You monitor. But in addition to monitoring, you go out
9 and take actual samples. So we took air samples as well

l0 that are going to go to the lab on those gas-monitoring
tt probes.
tz, And in addition to that, what we do is: We
13 continue monitoring now, but we go to the next phase of
t+ monitoring, which is monthly monitoring per the action
15 memorandum.
16 If there's questions about that, I think that
17 that's another possible topic for the next Technical
18 Subcommittee meeting when we can present more on that
19 there. But you're welcome to go to the Web site.
20 Second item quickly is: I talked to Lynne
2l Brown, and I think one of the things I'd like to offer
22 up as a suggestion is: It's difficult - If the Navy's
23 go;ng to be invited to a subcommittee meeting -- and we
z+ enjoy being invited, and - and we like doing that; but
z5 if you're a subcommittee chair and -- and you are pretty
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t Economic Committee for quite some time. But what
2 happened was: We cancelled out on the 12th. You guys

3 set a date for the 19th, and you canceled out on thal
4 That was a tech date - Tech later on but that eveniilp

s I understand you were up here, but we didn't get the

o privilege of having you at our economic meeting.
7 MR. FoRMAN: No problem, Jesse. And Maurice

a Campbell's already taken care of that. In fact, on
g March 12th now at 3 p.m., we're all locked in.

10 MR. MASON: Fantastic.
11 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. Before we move on to

12 our presentation, at this point just want to give folks

13 a chance - who have not introduced themselves who have

14 just come in a chance to do so, because we have a few

15 late RAB members.
16 MS. FRANKLIN: Oh. Good afternoon. My name is

tz Marie J. Franklin.
18 MS. PENDERGnASS: OkaY.
lg MS. ASHER: MY name is Lani Asher.
20 MS. PENDERGRASS: Is there anybody else?

2l MR. MORRISoN: James Morrison.
22 MS. PENDERGRASS: OkaY.
23 MR. FORMAN: That's Jesse's [indicating].
24 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Anybody over here? We're

zs kind of going back to introductions, because we -- a lot
P"f,

I sure you want the Navy or somebody representing the Navy ]
2 or one of our contractors at the subcommittee meeting, ]
3 can you go ahead and reach out to Dave or I atread of the
4 RAB?
5 And that way when you post the date up here for
6 your subcommittee meeting, we already know that we can
z make the date, because the potential problem we've had
s is: If you notice, sometimes subcommittee meetings
9 occur on the same day, or they are clustered in two or

l0 three days when we are also doing some other --

tt something else here.
12 So it would be good only if you need the Navy
1t there and you want to lock in Dave or I or anybody else
t4 from the Navy, go ahead prior to the nes, and let's
t5 coordinate a date so that we can all be there; and I
16 think it will work a little smoother. Thank you.
l7 MS. PENDERGRASS: LYnne?
18 MR. BRowN: I don't have any topics.
lg MR. MASON: I have a cornment. I have a
20 conrment.
2I MS. PENDERGRASS: Well, it's not your time yet,
22but we'll make an exception just for you.
23 MR. MAsoN: Thank You. Thank You.
24 And -- and I appreciate that, Keith, because we
zlhave been trying to get you and Dave DeMars to the
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t of people weren't here. V

2 MS. PETERSON: She's over there now.
3 MR. CAPOBRES: NAB MEMbETS?
4 MR. ATTENDEE: EverYone.
5 MS. PENDERGRASS: We're looking -- I'm looking

6 over here.
7 MR. GAPoBRES: Don Capobres, Redevelopment

8 Agency.
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: Tha'nk you so much.

10 Caroline Washington? OkaY.
11 Anybody else? OkaY.
12 MR. MASON: Yes, right here.
13 Ms. HARRISON: Excuse me, I didn't introduce

t+ myself.
15 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Please introduce yourself

16 tonight. We haven't seen you in a while.

t7 MS. HARRISoN: Well, and this is true. But

18 know that I've been working very diligently, very hard,

19 for my community. So I've been here, just not in this

20 room.
2l Ms. PENDERGRASS: Yes, ma'am. Thank you.

zz Thank you.
23 MS. PIERCE: Karen Pierce. ^-'

I
24 Ms. PENDERGRASS: OkaY, Karen. V

2s MR. TBRZIAN: Dave Terzian. I work with the
Page24
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I artists at the Shipyard. I represent and assist with 
I

z The Point management. I
3 MS. PENDERGRASS: Thank you. Welcome. I
+ All right. I
5 MS. BROWNELL: I have a quick announcement' I
6lt's sort of a follow-up from the report that the Health I
z Department gave last month.
s As Dr. Bhatia mentioned at the time, it was --

9 it's a draft report, and we would welcome anyone's input

l0 from that report. So if you have any input, comments,

lt corrections, anything you would like to get to us,

tz please get with me. I can give you my e-mail or phone

13 number, whatever you need, and so we can get that report

t+ finalized.
15 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. Very good. And one

16 more housekeeping: Again, please remember to sign in as

17 RAB member on the list in the back, and all of the

tg subcommittee reports as well as agendas are on the

rs table.
20 All right. We'll turn it over to Patrick'
2r MR. BRooKs: Can you all hear me? If I just

zz speak loudly, I don't have to hang onto the microphone'

lzz MR. TIsDELL: Sure, if you talk loud.

lro MR. BRooKS: All right. I'm Pat Brooks. Some

lzs of you might remember, I was here about a year ago
I Page25

t And then I want to show you the existing I
z conditions, you know, where we started out before the I
I treatability study took place, what did the - what were 

I
4 the groundwater conditions. I
s And then I want to show you the initial I
o results -- we got some initial results that are very |
7 interesting -- and then just some preliminary l
8 conclusions.
9 Okay. Here we are. Hunters Point Shipyard.

t0 Our site is going to be over here somewhere.
11 Next slide, Please.
tz Here we are again. This is Dry Dock 4, md
13 here's our building where the treatability study took

t+ place. That's Building 272 on Parcel C.
15 Next slide, Please.
t6 Okay. Some background: Back when I first took

tz this position, I was encouraged to fill out a proposal

ls to try out some innovative technologies. The proposal

19 went out Navy-wide. Two proposals were selected, and

20 one was actually funded in 2001. This is the only
21 technology, the only proposal, that actually gained

zz funding. So we were very happy about that.
23 TCE is the primary contaminant at the site.
24TcE, or trichloroethene, is the solvent, the chlorinated
25 solvent, used to remove grease and sludge and that kind
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t talking about some innovative groundwater cleanup

2 technologies that we -- that we wanted to try out here

3 at the Shipyard. And so tonight I'm coming back, and I

4 want to give you the preliminary results of one of them

5 that we've used over at Parcel C.
6 And it's - Quick on the trigger there, Doug.

z And it's an innovative cleanuP of
a trichloroethene in groundwater, using iron injection'

9 So we tried to use something that's safe and innocuous,

10 iron, to break down the main chemical that's in the

tt groundwater there, the main contaminant,
tz trichloroethene.
13 Okay. Next side.
14 This is just a presentation outline for you.

ts We'll just go over the location, where we did the

16 treatability study, some background, some of the primary

tz objectives. There are some other objectives in the

18 study; but because the study's not yet completed, I

Its don't have all the data to go over everything.

lzo I want to explain a little bit about the

lzt chemistry of how we actually break down and destroy

lzz these contaminants, talk to you a little bit about the

lzr injection methodology, how we -- how we get the iron

lz+ into the ground and down into the groundwater where i

lzs can treat the contamination.
I Page 2t

t of thing off metal Parts. I
2 Our project team: Keith Forman, Dave DeMars, I
3 myself. Dr. D. B. Chan up in Port Hueneme was one of I
4 our technical advisors. At Tetra Tech: Our project I
5 manager John McCall, qualrty assurance $uy, Greg I
6 Swanson. Don Cheng and Debbie Chen have also helped out

7 alot. And ens Technologies, they're our contractor who

8 actually put the iron into the ground. Steve Chen is

9 the project manager on this project.
l0 So our primary objectives are: See if we can

11 use iron injection to clean up the trichloroethene in

t2 the groundwater. That's probably the main objective'

13 We want to evaluate whether the contamination
14 is moved when we do inject the iron. When you -- when

15 you inject a volume into the plume, it could have the

16 possibility of pushing the plume away. So we want to

t7 look at that.
18 And we want to evaluate the size of the

19 treatment zone, because that, of course, translates back

z0 into how much is it going to cost to clean the entire
2l contamination.
22 Next slide.
23 Okay. It's -- It looks complicated, but it's

24 notunless you know a little bit about chemistry, and I

zs orly know a little bit.
Page 28
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t So what happens is: We inject some iron into
z the ground. Here's our iron. When it corrodes, it
I gives up a couple ofelectrons. It doesn't have any
+ charge here at all. Ends up with a plus-2 charge and
5 has to give up two electrons.
6 Okay. What takes those electrons? We have
z chlorines here, trichloroethene, so it's got three
8 chlorines on the molecule. It's gonna pick up those
9 electrons, and then it goes to the chloride ion, just

to like what we have in seawater. And we get a -- we get

ll ethene here as a by-product also.
L2 So we put iron in. We destroY the
13 contamination. And we get out these harmless
14 by-products of ethene and chloride. So seenu pretty
ts cool if it works.
16 MR. TOMPKINS: Excuse me. Is it ferrous
tz oxide --?

18 MS. PENDERGRASS: Can we save the questions

19 till the end of the presentation?
20 MR. TOMPKINS: I'm just trying to get what
zt chemical he has on the board.
22 In other words, he is putting ferrous oxide in
B it?
24 MR. BROOKS: Just -- We put in zero valent -

2s (InterruPtion.)
Page29

I then an iron-water slurry is introduced to that nitrogen I
2 gas stream that's going down into the aquifer. I got I

;:lg:ri:t*res 
of it. It will make it a little bit 

OI
5 And the nitrogen acts as a carrier fluid to I
6 atomize this slurry and disperse it into the aquifer all
z throughout the contamination. And it's - it makes for
t a good contact between the iron and the contaminants,
9 and that's what we want to see.

l0 When we started out, we thought that we'd get
tt about a 2O-foot radius of influence. In other words, we
tz inject iron here, 20 feet all around that injection
13 zone. That's what we're thinking we're going to get as
t+ a radius and influence or a treatment zone based on the
ts prior experience of the contractor who does the
16 injection.
t7 Okay, next slide.
18 Okay. Here's Building 272. These are our
ts nitrogen storage tanks. This is what supplies the
zo nitrogen for this treatability study; and we kept it
zt parked outside, hose going through the building here-
22 Next slide.
23 Here we have a pressure reduction manifold.
z+ Those tanks are under very high pressure, probably
25 1,000, maybe 2,000 psi. I don't recall. But the

PuqA

1 MR. BROoKS: We put in the zero valent iron,
z and it corrodes to ferric fair iron. Two plus.
I Okay. Next side.
+ And thanks for not asking me any too
s complicated kind of questions.
6 Here's a -- here's a blowup here of what the
z iron looks like. It's got an irregular shape. It's got
g a lot of surface area for contact with contaminated
9 water. That's what we want. Particles are very small.

t0 There are 4O micron particles. Feels like flour when
11 you put some in Your hands.
rz High purity iron: It's got a little trace of
t3 carbon in the particle structure. We get it from a
14 vendor in Japan where they mine it and mill it there in
15 Japan. Comes from a hematite mine, an iron mine.
L6 And this is the methodology that we use to put
t7 the iron into the ground. This is where it does get a
rs little bit complicated and requires some special
19 machinery.
zo The first step is: We like to open up the
zt formation by injecting nitrogen gas into the aquifer.
22We do that for about 10 to 15 seconds. This kind of
z: pushes the nitrogen gas into the pore spaces where the
z4water is, and it opens some new pore spaces as well.
2s So following that initial nitrogen injection,
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l pressure reduction manifold knocks that down in V

2 something more usable that you can actually put down
3 into the aquifer. So that's our manifold.
4 Next slide.
5 Here's our iron-water-nitrogen slurry mixer-
6 What we have is bags of iron here. The iron bags come
7 with about 70 pounds of iron. And we got water coming
a in here [indicating], potable water. They dump the iron
9 in. It mixes all up; and then when they're ready to put

l0 it down into the aquifer, down into the contamination,
ll then they release the nitrogen, combines with the
t2 nitrogen, and blows it down to the subsurface.
13 Next slide.
14 Here's our injection well, and this is how we
15 control where the -- where the iron goes. We start it
16 from the - We drilled the -- we drilled the injection
tz borings about 33 feet deep. We started at the bottom
ta where the contamination was the least concentrated.
19 And we have a device called a packer. So this
20 pipe is holding our soil boring open. We got the packer
21 assembly down here. These two tubes are what is used to
22inflate the packer. It's like two balloons, for lack of
23 a better example, that blow up, against the soil; *tl
24 you've got a 3-foot interval that the nitrogen and tlil
25 iron slurry blows into the contaminated groundwater.
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t So we are only doing 3 feet at a time. We
2 start at the bottom where the contamination is the least

3 concentrated, and we work uP.
+ Next slide.
5 Just one of the guys recording the injection
6 pressure over here on the computer.
7 Next slide, please.
s This is from our work plan, and this is * this
9 is, like, where we started. This is what we knew about

to it before we did any pre-injection monitoring of the
t t groundwater conditions.
12 These -- these groundwater concentrations
13 represented, oh, maybe data over ayear, a year and a
t+ half, that we've put together to try to get an idea of
ts what things look like out there and then what our
16 treatment zones would look like in the green if we - if
tz we had a 20-foot radius of influence. So this is --

t8 this is where we are starting, trying to make our plans

19 here.
20 Next slide.
2l Again, just a cross-sectional diagram. This is
zz where we think our treatment zone's going to be here,
23here in the - in the green. We try to get down here
24 low underneath most of the high concentrations of the
zs contamination. That kind of lays a blanket of iron out
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t things about the chemistry in the aquifer. I'm only I
z going to show you here the trichloroethene in I
3 groundwater. I
4 You can see here we have 50,000 micrograms per I
s liter in our hot spot area, yet one of the wells I
6 actually came up 88,000 micrograms per liter. It's 

I
7 pretty darn high. I
a Again, not a huge -- not a huge plume. I
e There's - It looks like it's going to be7 ll2 feet I

to right there. So it's just not very big. I
11 MS. SUMCHAI: How does that -? i
rz MR. BRooKS: And it just - ]
t3 Ms. SLJMCHAI: - how that compares with the
14 groundwater contamination in Mountain View where it's
ts going into homes.
16 MR. BRooKS: You know, I don't know, but this
17 is pretty high. I'm -- I would just - I'm just going

t8 to guess -- I don't know, but I think this is probably
te higher. This is PrettY high.
20 MS. BROWNELL: But a smaller area.
2l MR. BROOKS: Very small area. V"ry, very small
22 area, which made it good.

Irz Ms. LUTToN: This is liquid or gas?
lzq MR. BRooKS: The trichloroethene? It's

lzs actually dissolved in the groundwater. It's like, you

I Page 35

l there so we don't force anything deeper. That was one
z of our concerns, don't --

3 MS. BUSHNBLL: Can I - can I ask what the
+ scale of this is, I mean, how - what is the dimensions
s of how big it is?
6 MR. BRooKS: This is 5 feet here, and I believe
7 the - I believe the horizontal scale is the same as the
g vertical scale. The plume in Building 272 is quite

s small. That's what made it a good candidate for
to treatability study. It's got high concentrations in the
ll center, but --
L2 Can we go back one side there?
13 This is probably only about 10 or 15 feet here
14 across the hot spots. It's not big.
15 MS. BUSHNELL: Thank You.
L6 MR. BRooKs: So that made it an ideal candidate
17 to go in there and see if this technology is going to
t8 work. If it's going to work, maybe we can apply it
19 somewhere else. So we choose a nice small size plume

2o where we can just get information on the chemistry and

zt the effectiveness.
22 Okay. Let's go.
23 Part of the work plan, we did a bunch of
2+ groundwater sampling before we did any of the
25 injections. We wanted to know a bunch of different
I Page 3z

I know, shaking salt in water. It dissolves I
2 MS. MENACK: But I think the question you're I
r asking is, can it be in the gas phase? And it can be -- |
4 MR. BROOKS: Yeah. l
5 MS. MENACK: - between the water table and the I
6 ground surface like it was in Mountain View where it's
z going into homes.
8 MR. BRooKS: Yeah. Yeah, that's real true. I

9 should have picked up on that, but . . .
l0 What we measured here is in the water; but
ll because it is a volatile organic compound, it does like
12 to exist in the gas phase too. So . . .
13 Next slide.
14 This is the cool one. Here is after the first
ts round of injections. And remember we had the
16 50,000 micrograms per liter over here? It's totally
17 gone, totally missing.
18 What we have here this - now, if you're just

19 looking at the map, you're thinking: Okay, well, here's
20 our hot spot over here. Maybe it's been displaeed or
zt something.
zz What I think is happening over here is: We've
23 just got better treafinent in this area, and this is -

24 this is being treated also only maybe not quite as
zs effective as this stuff over here.
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t Let -- let's switch back. Go back up one
z slide.
I There's our pre-injection. 50,000, 5,000, 500.
4 Pretty concentrated area of contamination'
s Okay, go back to the old one.
o This is after only three weeks of treatment.
7 Three weeks and we really - we really knocked it down.
g So we saw this data and we thought: What a great
9 presentation to give and show you what we're doing.

l0 MR. FORMAN: Watch out, he's bragging.
11 MR. BROOKS: okay, next slide.
12 Now we get to some of the boring graphs.
13 Here's one of the hot spot wells, 78,000 micrograms per
14liter. This number we -- We took two samples for the
rs high number. Little bit different. We averaged them,
16 78,000.
l7 And what we do is: We look at a couple of
ts things. Remember earlier I said that when the iron
19 corrodes, it gives off some electrons. And those
20 electrons go to those chlorines and -- and break them
zt off of the trichloroethene molecule. That's how it
22 becomes treated. That's how it destroys the
z3 contanination.
24 So we're measuring what we call oRp, or
zs oxidation reduction potential. It's measured in
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t The oxygen -- or excuse me. Oxidation reduction
2 potential: Again, it's decreasing. Looks like you got

i f#ilT,Y: :*,"# ;:e$fi:lJi;:'t1t'?Sil
s lot like the old one that we just saw. Oxidation
o reduction potential continues to go down.
I Herc is our vertical plume displacement well.
8 Remember, I said we wanted to lay that blanket of iron
9 down deep to keep - to keep the contamination from

l0 being spread vertically. We lay the blanket down; then
lt we continue injecting as we pull up 3 feet by 3 feet.
12 But if any contamination gets moved, it gets moved down
13 into that treatment blanket. So we are extremely happy
14 to see this.
15 We start out here at 39 micrograms per liter.
16 Drop down to 30. Climbs back up to about 42. Not too
t7 serious. Looking pretty good as far as vertical plume
18 displacement.
19 Okay. Next slide.
zo Horizontal plume displacement. Here's one of
21 our wells, 8 to 5 to 4. Again some reductions in the
22 oxidation reduction potential. So no horizontal plume
z3 displacement here at this well.
24 Next slide.
25 Another horizontal plume displacement well.

Paer39

t millivolts. We want to see a low number here. Low
2 numbers mean that we've got - that the treatment is
3 working. The iron's breaking down. Chlorines are able
4 to grab those free electrons and break off the
s trichloroethene molecules.
6 So we start up here with an initial reading of
7 166.3 on the oRP, and our initial concentration is
8 78,000.
9 After about three weeks, you can see we're all

10 the way down here to minus 555. So we're thinking:
1l Whew, this is great. And our concentration's downto
12360.
13 So latest reading, climb back up a little bit
14 back up to 730. This is not something that's unusual in
15 the first rounds of monitoring, according to my
16 contractor. Sometimes you just see a little - a little
17 rise, and then it will just continue to tail off.
18 This iron is effective and it will keep
tl corroding, producing these low oRP values or this one
zo right here [indicating] for about two years. So it's
2l got some staying Power.
22 So that's our hot spot well. Looking pretty
zt good. It came down about a hundred times in three
z+ weeks.
25 Here is a mid plume well. Same kind of story.
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t Goes from 3 to 17, staying tight at 17. So again, il
z too bad.
3 Next one.
4 Another well: .3, 4, down to .5 again.
s So we're doing -- we're in pretty good shape
6 for both the vertical displacement and horizontal
? displacement. We successfully reduced the hot spot area
8 by about 100 times in just three weeks. We don't have
9 spreading. It's looking pretty sweet.

to Next slide.
1l So our preliminary conclusions -- We have --

12 We still have a bunch of data to crunch through, so I
13 can't really report on the entire treatability study.
t4 There's other things that we're looking at.
15 But the iron injection caused a large reduction
16 in the TcE contamination in the groundwater in a short
17 time.
18 The contaminants showed little movement due to
t9 the injections. In other words, the contamination
20 wasn't pushed out away from the injection.
zL The radius of influence, it ranged from about
22 L5 to 20 feet. So we are in the ballpark of where we

;i fliiil'il:ff:'":::r 
to be' mavbe' vou know' 

u'
zs And then probably the other -- the other cool
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I part about this is: It's an innovative teehnology that I
2canbe applied at other groundwater plumes at Hunters I
r Point. There's one at Parcel B that we would like to I
+try it on. It's the one over by Building 123. It's I
s kind of a -- The primary contaminant is TCE again. It I
6 doesn't work on all the contaminants, but it works real I
z good on TcE.
s And so we're looking at our groundwater plumes I
I and seeing where this technology can be applicable 1

to again.
11 MS. PENDERGRASS: We have time for maybe about

t2 four or five questions and then . . .
13 Start here, Mr. Brooks.
14 MS. OLIVA: Mr. Brooks . . . [unintelligible].
15 MS. PENDERGRASS: Can you speak a little bit

I to louder?
ll7 THE REPORTER: I can't hear at all.

ltt Ms. PENDERGRASS: We need to give you the mic.

lrs MR. BRooKS: Here's the microphone. Maybe you

lzocould.  .  .

ln MS. oLrVA: Thank you.

lzz MR. BRooKs: Maybe you can call me Pat.

lzl MS. oLrVA: Okay, Pat. You said that this

lz+ pto".tt has the staying power of two years? You said

lzs that the staying power's for two years?

I Page 41

t is primarily trichloroethene.
2 MS. OLIVA: It's full of it?
3 MR.BRooKS: No. I say it's "primarily." That
4 means it's not mixed up with a bunch of other
s contaminations.
6 MS. oLIVA: Could you -- Can you repeat that
t agairf!
8 MR. BROOKS: There are some -- Some
9 groundwater plumes you might have - you might have some

10 TcE. You might have a gasoline spill. There might be a
tt fuel spill. There can be, you know, different things in
12 the groundwater.
t3 But this particular groundwater plume is
t+ mostly -- the con- -- the main contaminants is mostly
15 trichloroethene.
16 MS. OLIVA: Thank You.
17 MR. BROOKS: Yes.
18 MS. PENDERGRASS: We have another question.
19 Mr. Campbell.
20 MR. CAMPBELL: You were doing SvE. And the
2l thing about S- -- soil vapor extraction is: Unless you

22 found the source, you could have a reoccurring
zl situation.
24 And I'm questioning -- I guess my question is:
z5 If you don't hit the -- exactly the source and you got a
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I MR. BROOKS: Yeah, that's correct. The -

2 MS. oLWA: WiU it return?
3 MR. BRooKS: Will the TCE return?
4 MS. OLIVA: Mm-hmm.
5 MR. BRooKS: No. That - What I meant by the

6 "staying power" is: The iron has the staying power of

z about two years. So it's continuing to release these
8 electrons into the groundwater and pluck the chlorine

9 atoms off of the TCE molecules.
10 MS. oLIVA: So the iron dissiPates?
11 MR. BRooKS: The iron corrodes. The iron
tz corrodes; and once it gets corroded, then it's not

t: effective anymore. Kind of like your - the fenders on

14 your car. Once they get corroded, they are no good

15 anymore. Same thing here.

lro MS. olrvA: All right. And you also mentioned

lrz that Building 273?

ltr MR. BRooKs: This --

Irs MS. oLrVA: 272?
lzo MR. BRooKS: This building is 272.

lrt MS. olrvA: Has that been monitored or cleansed

lzz of any other contaminants in it before you went in

lzr there?
lzc MR. BRooKS: This building is primarily -

lzs We've done iust tons of testing in there. This building
t -
I Page 4z

1 two-year before the ferrous oxide is out, then what
z happens?
3 MR. BRooKS: Well, then you go back. But
4 remember, the purpose of this treatability study has not
5 been done a lot. And they have used it in other
6 applications, but this particular application is pretty

7 dmrg new; so we just wanted to see if this would be
a effective against our contamination.
9 This isn't meant to treat the entire plume all

t0 at once. It's meant only to test the technology. If we

tt see that it works, we throw some more contracts at it -

12 MR. CAMPBELL: SUTE.

13 MR. BRooKs: - and we go back with more
t+ injection borings, and we do the things that you're

ts talking about.
16 MR. CAMPBELL: Okay, but SVE, SvE was to test
tz the technologY also.
18 MR. BROOKS: TruE.
19 MR. CAMPBELL: Okay. So you're saying this is

20 two testing technologies?
2t MR. BRooKS: This is -- this is -- well, this
22 technology was for the iron injection.
23 MR. CAMPBET L: Right.
24 MR. BRooKs: The soil vapor extraction works in
25 the soil above the groundwater vapors.
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I MR. CAMPBELL: OkaY. I
2 MR. BROoKS: So it is important to recognize I
3 where your source is for soil vapor extraction. l
4 MR. CAMPBELL: Right.
5 MR. BRooKS: There are some limitations to
6 using it. When you have a shallow groundwater table,

7 you put a vacuum on something, pull up the water table,
g and then your soil's not able to be - have air pass

9 through it.
l0 MR. CAMPBELL: Okay. So the - the last part

tt of the question is: Has this been done successfully as

12 a conclusive remediation anywhere?
13 MR. BROOKS: The iron iqiection?
L4 MR. CAMPBELL: YES.
15 MR. BROOKS: Oh, Yeah.
16 MR. CAMPBELL: OkaY.
l7 MR. BRooKs: Now, that - a handful of sites.

ls If you go on the Internet and you type in zero valent

19 irons, something like that, things will start popping

20 up. It's probably not going to be more than four or

2l five. but there is some stuff out there.
22 MR. ToMPKINS: I have one question. In terms
zg of the data that you presented; and given that TcE is

z4 also a voc, I haven't seen any measurements for air

lzs monitoring above ground in terms of that.
I Page45

l three, four hundred psi. That was the injection I
2 pressure.
3 MR. TOMPKINS: Okay. Was there any increasel
4 terms of atmospheric contamination? -
5 MR. BROOKS: None that was --

6 None that we Picked uP.
7 MS. PENDERGRASS: Mr. Tompkins, I think you

8 have a couple more questions.
9 So Miss Harrison and then over here.

l0 Ms. HARRISON: Actually, Mr. Tompkins asked one

tt of my questions. But my other -- and I have two.
tz One, I wanted to know the cost of this process'

tr of this testing.
14 MR. BRooKS: I couldn't find the microphone.
15 Ms. HARRISON: I - Not a problem. I wanted
to to know the cost ofthe Process.
t7 And then something you need to explain to me:
t8 You said that in one of those slides, you show where it
t9 dissipated, and then it came back; it went back up. Is
zo it coming back with -?

2t Once your -- Once the groundwater is removed,
22 it -- it's soaked up in this iron stuff. Is that being
zl replaced with new groundwater?
24 Once new groundwater moves in there, it's then
zs causing this to spike back up, or is it because this is

r Pasfl

t Since you're increasing ground pressure by

2 100,000, 200,000 psi, is there any air monitoring up

3 above for this to escape to the atmosphere?
4 MR. BROOKS: Yeah, we do do -- we do do air

s monitoring. "'We do do." We --

6 MR. TOMPKINS: Do do, do do, do do' No' I

z just didn't see --

8 MR. BROOKS: YEAh.

9 MR. ToMPKINS: - in the presentations' So -

l0 MR. BROOKS: No.
11 MR. TOMPKINS: - there - I didn't know what

12 was inferred.
13 MR. BRooKS: There's just a ton of data here

14 that didn't get presented. But we do air monitoring'

15 You know, we have standard health and safety protocols

16 that we follow for our workers. Anybody who has worked

tz with me on the Shipyard knows that that's my first

18 priority is health and safety, and I have -- I've left

19 boot tracks on more than one person because they

zo didn't --

2l MR. ToMPKINS: Was there an increase?

22 MR.BROOKS: NO.
23 MR. TOMPKINS: Well, just as it was in

z+ operation.
Izs MR. BRooKs: And it came in at about three --
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1 starting to corrode already and releases again? Vl

2 MR. BRooKS: Let me see if I get the question. I
3 Was the question is what's causing the spike-up? |
4 MS. HARRISON: YES. I
5 MR. BROOKS: The spike-up, we believe, is I
6 caused because when you inject all the nitrogen in the ]
7 water slurry in there, it's just mixing stuff up. It ]
8 mixes stuff up, and it'll cause a temporary rise; and
9 this is something our injection contractor said he's

10 seen at several of his other experimental sites.
11 So we're expecting it to dip up -- not "dip
L2 up" -- rise up a little bit and then go back down. So
13 we're going to continue the monitoring.
t4 Unfortunately, that's all the data that I have.
t5I -- All the data I have I'm sharing with you tonight.
16 Ms. HARRISoN: Let me have the cost for this.
L7 MR. BRooKs: The cost is -- One of the -- one
ts of the things that we are going to produce at the end of
ts this test is co- -- cost-and-performance evaluation, and
20 so it will come out then. Ballpark figures: a few
z1 hundred thousand, half a million, something like that --

22 MS. PENDERGRASS: OkaY.
'r1 

ill il.lH", 
tr"J*"ffi$S%r 

harr a m'rioO
lzs What have you spent so far?

I
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I MR. BRooKS: Well, that's why I'm telling
2 you -- that's why I'm telling you that our final
r deliverable is a cost-and-performance evaluation
+ And it's difficult to kind of separate, okay,
s if we have to drill additional monitoring wells, is that
o part of the treatment technology? If we have to do
7 extra sampling that we might not have to do because we
8 have proved it doesn't -- it doesn't have an impact, and
9 so you go back in the next time, and you don't have to

to sample that.
1l I mean, it's more complicated than just telling
12 you, you know, how much does it cost.
13 What do we include in the cost? That's --

14 that's -- We're in the middle of a study, and the final
ts deliverable is called the cost-and-performance analysis
to technology.
17 Ms. HARRISON: Maybe the question should have
18 been: Is there a dollar amount you're not allowed to
tl go?
20 MR.BROOKS: NO.
2l MS. HARRISoN: So you can go from now to --

22 MR. TOMPKINS: - eternity.
23 MR. BROOKS: Well, you know, eventually
24 somebody's going to laugh me out of my office, and I'm
zs going to be sweeping sidewalks.
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t the iron is to corrode.
2 MR. MANUEL: Right.
3 MR. BROOKS: It contacts with water. Its job
+ is to corrode and release the electrons so the chlorines
s on the trichloroethene molecule --

6 MR. MANUEL: Right.
7 MR. BROOKS: - Can -- can grab onto an
8 electron and -- and become released.
9 MR. MANUEL: Yeah, they - It corrodes also

to with - with the atmosphere. So it would work both
1l ways.
l2 But I guess my question is: Is that --? Have
13 you assessed how much -- approximately how much
t+ contamination there is and what period of time -

ts assuming this works, what period of time it would take
t6 for a completion of this particular site with this
tz process?
18 MR. BROOKS: Not yet, because, you know, I'm --

19 I'm just so happy with the technology that I want to
zo make having -- give you the results midway into the
2t study.
22 MR. MANUEL: Okay. Well, I guess we should be
T fair to you and get your thing done.
24 MR. BRooKS: We are not at the end of the study
25 yet.
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1 Ms. PENDERGRASS: But basically, the bottom
z line is that you'll spend what it takes to get it clean?
3 MR. BRooKS: Well, what we look towards -- I
4 mean, in this iron injection, this is really a pretty
5 economical way to treat a plume, especially at this size
o and these concentrations. This is an economical way to
z go. Trichloroethene is not an easy contaminant to
8 remove from groundwater, but this looks like it's being
9 very effective.

l0 MS. PENDERGRASS: Next question over here,
tt please.
12 MR. MANUEL: Yes. I'm sorry for being a little
13 bit late. I came from meeting and bad traffic,
t 4 b u t .  .  .
15 If I understand you, the iron is acting as kind
16 of a consumable similar to what you would get when you
17 mix, like, isopropyl alcohol with - with the gasoline,
ta extracting the water that may be in the gasoline.
19 So it's kind of a consumable that have a
zo certain amount of life, and then from there you would
21 extract it and - and reinsert fresh iron to consume the
z2 contamination that's in -- in the - in the ground? Is
23tl:at - is that what I'm hearing?
24 MR. BRooKs: Yeah, that's correct. The iron
25 has a certain life down the aquifer, because the job of
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I Ms. PENDERGRASS: One last question, please.
2 MR. MASoN: And my question is: What's your
r definition of "not too bad"? I heard you mention that
4 in one of the slides.
5 MR. BRooKS: When --? Where did I say it?
6 MR. MASON: 'Not too bad. "
7 MR. BROOKS: I mean, what :- in what context?
8 MR. MASON: In one of the slides, you were
9 saying you -- you were saying -

l0 MR. BRooKS: Oh, oh, horizontal displacement.
1l MR. MASON: Yeah.

12 MR. BRooKS: Yeah. Stuff like that.
13 MR. FoRMAN: It went from 39 to 42.
14 MR. BRooKs: You know, let's say 20 feet away
15 I've got 20,000 micrograms per liter in the groundwater,
to and I'm -- I take my measurement over here at20 feet
17 av{ay. I'm looking at -- I think originally it was .3,
18 one of them.
19 And so I got the potential at this .3 well to
20 see several thousand micrograms per liter if - you
2t know, if I screw up. But when it only comes up to 5,
2ll'mthinking, that ain't too bad.
23 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. All right. We're
z+ going to take a break at this point, please. Our
25 question-and-answer period is over, and then we'Il have

Page 52

Page 49 -Page 52
NICCOLI REPORTING (6s0) s73-9339



HI.iNTERS POINT SHIPYARD
RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARI)

Multi-Page Meeting of F ,2003t s

t the following presentation by Mr. Lino. So we'll take
2 ten minutes, please, and come back at 7:05.
3 (Recess 6:55 P.m. to 7:07 P.m)
4 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Can we bring the meeting back

5 to order?
6 MS. PETERSON: No.
7 Ms. PENDERGRASS: At this point in the agenda,
8 we have a presentation. We have a change. Our
9 presenter won't be Laurie Lowman. It will be -

to Commander?
11 MS. ATTENDEE: YCAh.
12 MS. PENDERGRASS: - Commander Lino Fragoso.
13 Yes, ma'am. All right.
L4 Commander, welcome. All right. You have until
ts about 7:15.
16 cDR. FRAGoSO: All right. Good evening.
tz Microphone.
l8 MS. PENDERGRASS: Do you need a microphone,
ts sir?
20 cDR. FRAGOSO: No. I think . . .
2r MS. PENDERGRASS: OkaY' I -

22 cDR. FRAGOSO: Can You all hear me?
23 MS. PENDERGRASS: No.

24 MR. ATTENDEE: No.

25 MS. RINES: No.
Page 53

t actually studied here. I went to U.C.-Berkeley, and it
z almost feels like coming back home.

i,n.",H1ii"?",1f,.,i"l'".;,fff T"i[Ti :".fl:rr l
s are going to see how we are with the preparation of the
o draft final nne. That's the Historical Radiological
7 Assessment. We're going to go -- we're going to go
a through a couple of issues, the radiological site work
9 that we have tonight, and maybe some of the new areas of

1o investigation.
11 Of course, you know, what -- why a draft final
12 HRA? We have a commitment to the community to produce
13 an accurate and comprehensive Historical Radiological
t4 Assessment. The reason why we need a Historical
ts Radiological Assessment is because it gives us a
to snapshot in time of what the situation here is and NnoL
tz at certain point.
18 The reason why we have to do it is because
19 there's a large amount of radioisotopes in the world.
20 We need to pinpoint those isotopes that are of interest
21 to us so we can actually select the type of detection
22 instrumentation that we need in order to do the
z: remediation that is necessarY.
24 What are our efforts? Well, right now we are
z: addressing the comments that were received from the

P"S

I CDR. FRAGOSO: ThankYou.
2 MS. PENDERGRASS: There You go. I
3 cDR. FRAGoSO: t have an accent if you haven't I
4 noticed. I
s First of all, Laurie and Dick weren't able to I
6 be here tonight. Laurie fell sick last Sunday, so I I
z will be - I'll try to give her presentation. I
8 So what I'm going to do tonight is actually I
e give you an update from last month on where we are in I

t0 the HRA and some of the other surveys that we are
11 performing right now.
12 First of all, I'm Commander Lino Fragoso, and
t3I'm a radiation health officer in the Medical Service
t4 Corps. I'm the officer in charge of the Radiological
ts Affairs Support Office. I'm actually Dick and Laurie's
16 boss.
17 It's kind of interesting because I just came
18 from the Shipyard where I was a deputy director of
19 radiation health, and prior to that I was at nlso also
20 where Dick Lowman was my boss. I was environmental
21 protection manager at that point, and I actually came to

22 one of the first nan meetings actually at Treasure
23Island from Hunters Point. That was close to ten years

24ago. So things go around.
25 It's always nice to be in the Bay Area. I
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I draft HRA. We're going to be incorporating some ote
z newly discovered historical information. There's a
3 large amount of information that has just been
a declassified by the Department of Energy and the
5 Department of Defense, and we are actually going to be
6 interviewing some former workers.
z We are going to be addressing some of the
8 comments received from, of course, the regulatory
9 agencies, from pns, DTsc, City of San Francisco, the

t0 developer, and some of the concerned citizens. This
tt will be coming to you by March 7. So it will be
12 arriving in your lap pretty soon.
13 We have discovered that we have additional
14 information for several different locations. As a
15 matter of fact, we have people now traveling to
t6 different places. We have Peter Sum [phonetic] of the
17 New World Technology people who are actually looking at
18 some of the regulatory [sic] in San Bruno.
t9 We have contractors now working over in Port
20 Molate Naval Shipyard, at the Navy yard in Washington.
21We have also people over at College Park in Maryland.
22 I signed the orders for one of my guys to go

]i il:J ;Hf$il f * ff"lll'i.il;fri H"T##'il
zs after this here -- here going to San Bruno, they're
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I going to be traveling to Las Vegas to look at some of
z those newly declassified information.
3 We also have received the personal files of a
4 former Nnol department head, Dr. Sharpcook [phonetic],
5 who was writing a book dbout t.lnol. We are very thankful
6 to his family for having allow us to have his research.
7 Now, the advertisement for interviews:
s Actually, it went out to several newspapers in the Bay
9 Area and Sacramento. And we wanted to find personnel

to who had knowledge about the situation here in Hunters
11 Point, not only in Nnol, but also at Hunters Point Naval
12 Shipyard. Of course, you know, we have some cRossRoADs
13 vessels that came from the atomic testing at Bikini that
14 c:lme -- that were actually decontaminated right here.
15 So we are looking for all of those personnel,
16 and the response has been overwhelming. We have had
17 138 responses to the advertisement to this date. The
18 responses have come from all over the country. We have
19 responses from people in Hawaii, and we have responses
20 from people actually in Richmond, Virginia.
2t The most interesting part is that the person
22who responded from Richmond, Virginia, she's 94 years
23 old and was an ensign in the Navy in 1946, and she was
24 actually situated here at Hunters Point.
25 We started -- Laurie started to do the
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l weeks, we have found a couple -- we are going to start I
z doing surveys in a couple places, and the next one is - ]
r we will be doing a survey in Building 253.
+ For those of you just to remind you where it
s is, this is Parcel C,253. This is Dry Dock 2,253.
o Some of you may recognize the building. It is actually
z called a periscope building. And this -- on the sixth
s and fifth floor, NRDL had some -- did some work.
9 On the sixth floor, NRDL had a calibration

to facility. Okay. All radiological instruments that NRDL
tt needed to use had to be calibrated to detect radiation.
t2 So in order to calibrate them, they had sealed sources
ta inside machines.
L4 And what they did is: They had the instruments
ts placed in front of the machine. They will expose the
16 source. These are sealed sources. This is not actually
tz a Pollard [phonetic] contamination. They are sealed
t8 sources. They will come up. They will acnrally check
t9 their electrical response with the instrument.
zo On the fifth floor, then we had a small
2l instrument repair shoP.
22 Well, do you remember at that time during the
n 19- - actually starting during the 1920s all the way
24to -- to the 1960s, we used radioluminescent paint in
25 most of our instruments. Radio - The radioluminescent
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1 telephone interviews in February 19th. And even though
zwe arc starting to do all of the interviews, we still
3 haven't stopped - we still would like to have as many
+ people call us as possible.
s So we still have the 1-800 number available.
o And if -- if you -- if you find any other people that
z you would like to bring to us -- to our attention or
8 just disseminate the work, Daryl Delong over here from
9 New World Technology -- you can also e-mail it to him or

to e-mail it to Laurie or to Dick or even myself, Lino
11 Fragoso.
12 Now, going to some of the current field
13 surveys, what we are trying to say here is that contrary
14 to what we have done what you are accustomed to seeing
ts with the chemical world, pcns and TcEs, what we are
16 doing here is a very dynamic process.
t7 Not only we are doing the assessment, but at
t8 the same time, we are actually doing surveys. And at
19 the same time that we are doing surveys, if we find
20 contamination, we are doing remediation.
2t We are - This is - this is an overlapping
22 process, something that is a little bit different than
z: what you are accustomed to seeing. So that's what I
24 want to convey in this - in this slide.
25 We are going to -- We have -- In the last few
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t paint actually had radium 226, which is an alpha
2 emitter, and that actually at that alpha particle will
r hit a phosphor and create luminescence.
+ Well, what happens is that that phosphor after
s a while actually degrades and no longer glows up nice.
o So what we had to do for most of the
7 instruments that were used in the Navy -- actually for
8 most -- almost everything in the United States, because
9 you have to use those same instruments in the commercial

to flights - is that you have to take those instruments
11 ou! you have to scrape that material out, and you have
12 to repaint it in order to use it again.
13 So we had a small instrument repair shop on the
t+ fifth floor.
15 Now, most of our initial surveys are complete.
t6 And what we have discovered is that we have
tz contamination in that area. We have cesium 137, which
18 is a fission product; and we have radium 226, which is
t9 the radionuclide of concern for radioluminescent paint.

20 So we have found those on -- in those two areas
zt and also on the -- on the roof of the - of the
22 building. We have cleanup point underway as we speak,
zz and we are actually surveying the rest of the building.
24 The second one is Building 366 located right
25 here [indicating]. This is Dry Dock 4. This is
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t Parcel D. I
2 And next slide. This is just to remind you how I
r it looks like. Actually, if you were able to focus on I
+ this area and read it, which I can't even read it from I
5 here, you will see that this is the small boat shop' It I
6 was a former boat and plastics shop. It's now currentlyl

z being used by artists here in the Shipyard. I
e Then we have an initial survey done in this

s area. This was considered what -- what is called a l
t0 Class 3, a low-risk, area at that time when we did the

ll surveys. So the surveys were done as a Class 3, which

tz required only 20 percent of the area to be surveyed'

13 Now, what we -- what happened is that some --

14 we found some historical records. Now, those historical

15 records have indicated to us that some -- thete was some

16 storage of radioluminescent paint in that area' And we

17 find that out, now that bumps it up.

18 So now what we have to do is: We have to go

19 back and do more surveys, and we are in the process of

zo doing that. We will be in the process of doing that in

21 the near future.
22 Now, what's next? Well, of course, we are

zz goingto continue to do our HRA research and the

lz+ interviews, and we are going to continue the on-site

lzs radiological surveys and cleanup as we do the HRA
I Page 61

t well. He's a caring and passionate man about I
z the welfare of the community, and I will say I
3 that if every coinmunity had more people like ll
+ him, it would be a far better world to live in. - 

|
5 Dick Lowman I
6 (Applause.) |
7 | received word this morning that actually I
g Laurie will be having surgery next Thursday.
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: Thank You.

t0 We have two questions here and two here. If

11 you keep your questions to one or two, that would be

lzgreat. ThankYou.
13 MS. OLIVA: Thank You.
14 I'm concerned about you mentioned you're doing

15 the surveys and remediation at the same time. And what
to kind of remediation is that?
t7 Will there be any lab results on that?
18 Where is the - the stuff going? When is -?

t9 Where is it going?
20 How is it going?
2r cDR. FRAGOSO: OkaY.
22 MS. OLIVA: Or is it remaining there?
23 cDR. FRAGoSO: That's not a question. That's

z+ about five or six questions.
2s MS. oLIVA: t do that all the time.

P^*

l research. I
z And ultimately we want to keep you all I
3 informed, and we will be coming here and -- every -- I
4 every month to update you on what's going on in the I
s radiological surveys. Hopefully, by next month, Lauriel

o and Dick will be able to attend.
z There's one thing I want to -- I've been asked I
8 to read from Dick, if I . ' . These have a tint, so I
9 it's very difficult to see in low lighting. I

lo Ladies and Gentlemen of the I
11 Bayview-Hunters Point nag: I
L2 I am sorry that I cannot be there

13 personally to relay this message to you' My

L4 wife, Laurie, and I were scheduled to be there'

t5 However, she had an illness come up this past

16 Sunday that may require immediate surgery to

17 correct.
l 8 I was very moved bY Your actions and

lt, want to thank each and every one ofyou for the

Ito card and words of encouragement for me and my

lzt health.
ln As a last thought, for now I would

lrt like to say that you have had some excellent

lro community co-chairs of the nAs in the past'

lrt But I think Mr. Lynne Brown serves you very
Page 62t _

I cDR. FRAGOSO: Okay. First of all, remediatiil I
z normally is something - that is like radioactive I
3 contamination on a building. It stays on the surface' I
+ This radioactive contamination, normally we I
s have been able to remove it by scaffolding the concrete' I
6 MS. OLIVA: Scouring? |
7 cDR. FRAGOSo: Scaffolding, scaffolding' That I
8 means removing the concrete I
9 MS. oLIVA: So there's dust? |

t0 cDR. FRAGOSo: It -- Dust is formed. Normally I
tt we do this inside a tent. l
12 MS. oLIVA: In- -- "Normally." Are you doing

13 that in a tent here?
14 cDR. FRAGOSO: Well, we don't know yet'

15 MS. OLIVA: Oh, You haven't done it'

16 cDR. FRAGoSo: We haven't done it.

r7 MS. OLIVA: OkaY.
18 cDR. FRAGOSO: Okay? Normally it's done inside

19 a tent to remove -- contain the dust.
20 Where it goes: Well, there are two places that

21the United States can receive low-level radioactive
zzwxste. One is in Washington State, and the other one is

;; 
^ tTt}"?T:ll"3i 

this area and being part or tr," I
zs federal govemment, as we still have Hunters Point, more
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r likely this - actually -- I'm sorry. There's a third
2 one, which is in Utah.
I The one in Utah will be the most likely to
4 receive the material from here. Utah receives
5 construction materials that are contaminated with low
o levels of radioactive waste. So it's sent there.
7 lf it was like a diode from an airplane or from
8 a vessel, it will then go to South Carolina because they
9 are the ones that receive that. But in the case of

l0 construction material, that always -- always goes to
ll utah.
12 Let me see if I get the rest of your question.
13 How do we know if we have done -- if we have remediated

14 completely? Is that --?

15 MS. OLIVA: Have you taken methods to analyze
t6 the residue that you've removed, and will you be able -

17 CDR. FRAGOSO: YES.

18 MS. oLrVA: - to guarantee those results?
lg CDR. FRAGOSo: Yesn yes, yes. As a matter of
zo flct, after you do the remediation, then we are required

zt to do what's called a confirmation survey. So a full
22 survey is done afterwards, and we - with samples to
zt make sure that all of the material has been removed.
24 MS. OLIVA: And will the public or the people
zs be informed as to when and what time -
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1 And what is the process around that whole I
z thing? Are they still in the building?
3 CDR. FRAGOSO: Keith, Will yOu answer that I
+ question for me, Please? I
5 MR. FORMAN: Yeah, not that I know too much
o o f  . . .
z Is Mr. Terzian here?
8 MR. TERZIAN: Right here.
9 MR. FoRMAN: Okay. The -- You are the San

t0 Francisco Redevelopment Agency point of contact?
1l MR. TERZIAN: Right.
rz MR. FORMAN: Okay. The initial -- First of
n all, there's no contamination necessarily at
r+ Building 366. We just need to go back to do another
15 survey. There's already been two surveys in the past
t6 done, but this is just another survey to do, and this
17 one is a hundred percent it's pretty comprehensive, the
ta building.
tg The process that starts when that's identified
20 is: A letter is sent out to the point of contact, who
zt is, I believe, You.
zz MR. TERZIAN: We received it yesterday.
23 MR. FoRMAN: Great. Okay. From there you then
z+ work with the building manager or . .
25 MR. TERZIAN: We work with -
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I CDR. FRAGoSO: Oh, definitelY.
2 Ms. OLIVA: - this will be removed and by what
: methods you truck it out?
4 CDR. FRAGoSo: Yeah, definitely. I mean, the
s method that is not only trucked out, it's actually -

o all of the material is - packed in 55-gallon drums or
z actually a roll-off - it depends on the amount of
g material that we have. If we have very little material
9 that we're sending, we normally put it in 55-gallon

l0 drum, which is a oot requirement, and send it.
11 If it's actually a large arnount of material,
12 then we have to use roll-off -

13 MS. OLIVA: The white bins.
14 CDR. FRAGOSO: YES.

15 MS. oLIVA: White bins. All right.
16 MS. PENDERGRASS: MiSS AShET?
17 MR. TOMPKINS: Push the button.
18 MS. ASHER: Hi. My name is Lani Asher. I'm an
t9 artist at the -- at the Shipyard. I notice you mention
zo the building - Building 366 that's used by artists.
2t Are those artists that rent directly from the Navy, or
22 are they artists that rent from the City of San
zl Francisco?
24 And in what method do you inform them that they
25 are in a contaminated building?
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1 MR. FoRMAN: - the building manager, the

2 person who's in charge of Buitding 366.

3 MR. TERZIAN: I guess that would be us.

4 MR. FORMAN: Is it? I mean, I - okay. All

s right. And then --

6 MR. TERZIAN: We received a letter from

z Redevelopment yesterday -

8 MR. FORMAN: OkaY.

9 MR. TERZIAN: * alerting us that there was a

to potential problem of radioluminescent paint.

ll MR. FoRMAN: Right, radioluminescent paint.

t2 MR. TERZIAN: That's all we have been told.

13 Apparently, there was a survey done in August of 2001.

L4 MR. FORMAN: YES.

15 MR. TERZIAN: We weren't aware of that. It was

to a 30 percent survey.
I7 MR. FORMAN: YCS.

t8 MR. TERZIAN: We were not -- we were not told

19 that there was a survey done in the building, and this

zo is actually the first hint I've heard about that.

2r MR. FORMAN: OkaY. Mr. Del.ong?

22 MR. DeLoNG: Yes. I talked with Dave on the

z: phone.
24 MR. FoRMAN: Okay. No. But I mean, what about

z5 the first surveY? How is -?
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I MR. DeLoNG: First survey - The first survey,
z when we went into the building, the building was
3 unlocked. We never went into any of the artists' roolns.
+ We surveyed accessible areas.
5 MR. FORMAN: Back in 2001.
6 MS. OLIVA: What methods do you use to survey?
7 MR. DetoNc: It depends on what we're looking
8 for.
9 MS. OLIVA: Well -

l0 MR. DeLoNG: If we're looking for - If you
1l have --

L2 MS. OLIVA: - uranium?
t3 MR. DeLoNG: You have gamma scans; you have
t+ alpha -- you're looking for all your radiological
15 substances.
16 MS. PENDERGRASS: But you're also looking for
17 those isotopes in the areas that were not occupied by
ta people?
L9 MR. DeLONG: Correct.
20 MS. PENDERGRASS: OkaY.
2l CDR. FRAGOSO: We - Depleted uranium, we do
zznot work with depleted uranium. This is actually an
23 areawhere we have found some radioluminescent material
z4 being stored. Now, just because -- let me explain a
25 little bit about radioluminescent material, radittm226,
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t Mr. Terzian, the building manager, has been notified; ]
2 and does he have the proper information in order to make

i'n" ufff;:frTll Hl lJ#"d;*[J"H" I
5 letter has a point of contact. What happens here --

o it's good question, Lani - it comes from the Navy to
7 SFRA, the Redevelopment Agency. The Redevelopment
s Agency passes it on to the building manager, which is
9 you, sir. I didn't quite know that. Okay.

t0 And then it's his job - of course, he will
tt inform the artists based on what he knows in the letter
tz and then what else he needs to determine what to do.
13 In this case, you had your assistant --

14 MR. TERZIAN: DEbOTAh.
15 MR. FORMAN: - Deborah call me yesterday, and
t6I spoke with her -

l7 MR. TERZIAN: OkaY.
18 MR. FORMAN: - and went over essentially the

19 contents of the letter and the surveys.
20 And then New World Technologies will then be in

2t touch with you with the schedule of what will be done,
zz when it will be done, what needs to be done.
23 MR. TERZIAN: We're working on that. But what

24we're concerned about is --

25 MR. FORMAN: SUTE.
Pag(l

t okay?
z Radium 226 was very expensive to process. To
: produce 1 gram of radium 226, yott have to start -- you
4 have to start with 550 tons of ore. In 1926 dollars, it
5 cost a million dollars for 1 gram of radium 226.
6 That wils -- The reason why I know is because
7 Madame Currie came over to the United States during that
8 time, and the Daughters of the American Revolution gave
g her a gram of radium 226 to take back home to France,

l0 and it cost them $1 million. That's the only reason why
tt I know. So it was kept under lock and key.
12 One of the things that it was a storage area,
t3 because it's a storage area, we have to go back and look
14 at it. But it was kept under lock and key.
t5 The way that they actually used it, it was
16 taken out from the small vial. A little aliquot, a
tz little amount of material, was taken out and was mixed
ts with the paint and with some glue; and that's what was
te applied to the instruments.
20 Once that was done, that little vial went back
zt under lock and key and was only controlled by certain
zzpeople. But it's not like it was all over the place.
2? MS. OLWA: I realize that.
24 MS. ASHER: t just -- I just want you to finish
z5 answering my question about the procedure that
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I MR. TERZIAN: - are the tenants -- are they It

z all at risk right now?
3 MR.FORMAN: No.
4 MR. TERZIAN: You said something about it being
s stored in Building 366 and a small amount is taken out
o and mixed with paint?
7 MR. FORMAN: YES.
8 MR. TERZIAN: So the mixing process -- was the
I mixing process --?

10 MR. FORMAN: No. The - the paint that - that
11 Commander Fragoso was referring to, that when it's taken
tz out of the paint can and it's mixed with glue and it's
t: painted on the radium dial, that doesn't occur where
14 it's stored.
15 The records indicate that this is a potential
to place where it might have been stored. We don't even
17 know that it was. But we're being - you know, you're
ts required to be very sure of these things. You have to
tl go and survey just to make sure.
20 cDR. FRAGOSo: To let you know, the Navy
zt requi- - the Navy required in the 1930s that all of the
zzpaint that was going to be used for painting the dials
zt had to be in the lab and had to be under a hood juh
24 because by that time, we already knew that radiunf,
zs actually caused cancer.
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t And the way we knew about it is because of the I
2 radium dial painters in New Jersey where they actually I

3 put the paint in their mouth and rolled up that paint

+ trush, and they actually ingested a lot of radium'

s Radium - radium is very similar to calcium' It

o deposits in the - in the -- in the bones'

7 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Excuse me. We have two more

8 questions here, and then we're out of time' We'll have

s t-o talk about just time checks at that point. Excuse

t0 me. Excuse me. Let - let the next person --

1l MS. ASHER: But I just -- I need to have my

t2 question finished.
13 I'd like to end this with I'd like the

14 procedure perhaps to be presented to the n.lg maybe next

rs iime about if - if there are some issues dealing with

16 tenants out at the Shipyard, what the procedure's going

12 to be, and how decisions are made about that'

18 MR. FORMAN: Okay. Well, how about why don't

19 we talk about this after the meeting?
20 MS. ASHER: OkaY.
2l MR. FORMAN: Would you like that? Because I

zzth\rk it's a timelY thing to do.
23 MS. ASHER: OkaY.
24 MR. FORMAN: It's a good thing to do' Okay?

lzs eoO then if we could have the proper people stay here --

I Page 73

1 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Mr. Campbell, can you keep I
2 your question to one? |
3 MR. CAMPBELL: It's very short. I
4 CDR. FRAGOSo: I'm sorry if I've taken too I
s long. I
6 MR. CAMPBELL: Commander Fragoso? |
7 CDR. FRAGOSO: YES. I
8 MR. CAMPBELL: I wanted to ask you -- welcome I
s back to San Francisco, first of all. I

t0 CDR. FRAGOSO: Thank You. I
1l MR. CAMPBELL: - Building 253 -'

L2 MS. PENDERGRASS: Mr. Campbell, you can speak

13louder than that.
L4 MR. CAMPBELL: YEAh.

15 Building 253, you talked about the roof of the

t6 building. Was that because of the exhaust vent of some

tz kind?
18 cDR. FRAGoSo: Yes, sir.

19 MR. CAMPBELL: And so some of this stuff that

20 is leaving from the fifth floor was being exhaust --

zt exhausted uP to the roof and out?

22 CDR. FRAGOSO: I can't say that it was only

23 from the fifth floor.
24 MR. CAMPBELL: Okay' So it might have been --

25 cDR. FRAG0So: We don't know Yet.
Page 75

I MR. CAMPBELL: - more -- |
2 CDR. FRAGoSO: We are going - |
3 MR. CAMPBELL: - from the ventilation shaft? |
4 CDR. FRAGoSO: Yes, sir. We look -- We have I
s to look in -- on the fourth floor. We have to look on I
6 some of the other floors to find from where exactly it's ]
z coming from.
8 MR. CAMPBELL: OkaY.

9 cDR. FRAGoSO: From where exactly it came from'

t0 MR. CAMPBELI,: Sure. And there's a possibility

tl it may have spread from the roof too?

tz cDR. FRAGOSO: Sir, I can assure you that it

rr probably did.
L4 MR. CAMPBELL: OkaY. Thank You.
15 MR. TOMPKINS: I have a question.

16 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Mr. TomPkins -

l7 MR. TOMPKINS: Thank You'
18 MS. PENDERGRASS: -- we're out of time'

19 MR. TOMPKINS: Could we have extensions, then?

20 MS. PENDERGRASS: t would - If you have a

2t question, ifyou could keep it short for once, thank

22yo!.
23 MR. TOMPKINS: Commander, on the survey of the

z+ residents the in interviews that you've taken place,

25 will you include, for example, so that we get a
Page76

1 MS.PENDERGRASS: OkaY.
2 MR. FoRMAN: -- including Daryl and Martin'

r Okay.
4 MS. sIMCHAI: t'd also like to suggest that it

5 be considered an item for the March 26th meeting of the

o Radiological Subcommittee.
7 MR. FORMAN: GOOd.

8 MS. suMCHAI: There are some health and safety

9 issues here that are time constrained.

10 MR. FORMAN: OkaY. Very good'

11 Ms. PENDERGRASS: So Miss Asher, you -

L2 MR. FORMAN: ThANKS.

13 MR. BROWN: I'd like to ask the -- has

14 Dr. Cook's diary been any - has it been any good? Have

15 you found any radiological spots, hot spots, anything?

16 CDR. FRAGOSO: I can't say that. I can't

Itz *.*tt your question right now. Sorry'

Ita MR. BRowN: okay.

lrs cDR. FRAGoso: I haven't reviewed the mat- --

lzo rn material right now is being catalogued mostly, okay?

lzr tt *itt be reviewed within the next few weeks' So

lzz hopefutty, by the next RAB with the radiological issues,

lzr I-aurie can give you an update on how good the material

lz+ has been.
lzs MR. BRowN: okay'
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I that's where she's -- most likely every subcommittee

z meeting now is going to invite us to come'

r And we'll -- we will deal with the topics at

+ hand as they are discovered; and as we -- we find

s information, we'll deal with them at subcommittee

6 meeting. That seems to be the most productive way to

7 get into real detailed information'
8 MS. PENDERGRASS: Can I -- can I just add one

I thing to that, Mr. Forman?
10 MR. FORMAN: SUTE.

11 Ms. PENDERGRASS: I think because this is a

tz public meetrng -- and I'm not saying that the

r: h.adiological Committee may not put this together and

14 bring this forward as a -- as a tecommendation, but I

15 think Miss Asher's point is well-taken, that the

1o procedures need to be distributed in terms of what

17 exactly the stePs are -

18 MR. TOMPKINS: What's the protocol'

lg MS. PENDERGRASS: - so that they're any help'

20 MR. FORMAN: Sure, sure, and --

2L MS. PENDERGRASS: If thAt COUId bC -

22 MR. FORMAN: Sure. At each nes meeting' we'll

z3have -- we'll have a presentation' Either Commander

zlhere or Laurie will be out at each nAn meeting to give

25 presentation and answer questions each month'

iomprehensive picture in terms of the different jobs'

z locaiions, so that when we get the information and start

t which we have high rates.
2 CDR. FRAG0S0: That's a very good question'

: piecing together, if we only have -- for example'

+ lot"*i"* people in Parcel A or in Parcel B' we wouldn't

s have an ideaof what's taken place in Parcel E' so we

6 can get a comprehensive overview in terms of where

z p.optt worked at so that as we look and analyze the data

a and information that was received, what was the

9 totality.
l0 Also, similar to Mr' Campbell's previous --

ii other commander had made a presentation to us and for

12RiskAssessmentCommittee,inyourassessmentsaSyougo
t3 through it, could you see as exposures things were in

14 operation, what was the risk factor to the community and

it 
"*potut" 

levels when they -- we -- while looking at the

16 community? 'Cause the Risk Assessment can work on that'

l7 We need to get the information before so as we

tg work through it when these things were in operation'

19 because we are affected, even though it's shut down' As

zo we look at generations of cancer and the rest of it'

sir. The onlY thing I -

24 MR. TOMPKINS: If You
zs of --

1 Ms. PENDERGRASS: All rightie, then' Thank

2 so much. That was an excellent presentatron'

3 CDR.FRAGOSO: ThankYou'
+ (APPlause.)
5 Ms. PENDERGRASS: All rightie, then' We are

6 just a little bit ahead of schedule, so let's do

z subcommittee rePorts.
8 Let's kick-start with Economic Development and'

9 agun, a summation of what happened in your -- a sufilmary

to oi what happened. But there should be written minutes

tt of your committees; and then if there's any

,z rr"t**"ndations that needed action, we would need to

13 bring them forward. Mr' Mason'

14 MR. MASON: I'm glad everybody could make it'

ts Thank You.
t6 I'm stepping down from chair, and I'm going to

tz become the aisistant chair. Maurice Campbell is the

18 chair of the Economic Committee, and I want to thank all

19 those who have come.
zo But I want to let you know that I'm still going

2l tobethe monitor on the Shipyard, and I'm going to make

22 sure that the contractors are doing some of the things

n thatthey need to be doing and assessing those' ThL'

z4.11be bringing all my information to n'iuuti""' Oeil

25 he's the chair now. 
page g0

1 CDR. FRAGOSO:

z what you're asking?
3 MR. TOMPKINS:

Yeah, oh, definitelY. That's

Right. As You're going

+ through -

5 CDR. FRAGOSO: Oh, Yeah'
6 MR. TOMPKINS: - and analyzing it' if you can

z tell Maurice, yeah, it escaped; and the question is how

g and what Your thought's on it'

9 cDR. FRAGoSo: Oh, Yeah, definitelY'

to definitelY.
1l MR. TOMPKINS: OkaY' Thank You'
12 MR. FoRMAN: The key here is couple things' If

13 you're interested in this topic - and there should be

r+ iuite a bit of interest in this topic -- couple thtngs

15 to remember:
16 First of all, as he and Mr' Lowman and
lO Fl ! 's l  u l  4rrr  o '

17 Mrs. Lowman dig through this and as the picture comes

18 together that you;re speaking of, there's going to be

19 fact sheets that we put out' We will continue to update

20 you at the RAB. Remember with the landfill gas where we

zt tontinued every month to update for a while? We'll

22 continue with this as we progress' You can expect to

23 see that at each nAg.
But still a key to this is going to be the

Radiological subcommittee meetings with Dr' Sumchai' and
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t So we're getting into some economic times where
2 the community needs to really be involved in the money
3 situation with the Navy and some of the contractors. So
4 we've become a team.
5 So Maurice is chair. I'm assistant chair, and
6I'm going to still be -- be liaison out there. But
z Maurice did the facilitating at the last meeting, so I'm
s just going to pass the mic over to him.
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: Thank you, Mr. Mason. And

to you served well with that -

11 MR. MASON: Thank You.
lz Ms. PENDERGRASS: - aS committee chair.
13 (Applause.)
14 MR. CAMPBELL: Basically, what we concentrated
15 on is getting answers from the Navy as exactly how much
16 money -- work money has been contracted to the local
17 94124 communities since the shutdown of Hunters Point
ts Naval Shipyard.
lg There are some questions, minutes, that are up
20 there. There's enough for everybody to have one.
zt And we have James Fields here, and - and he is
Z?from --
23 Well, James, you can introduce yourself
z+briefly.
25 He will be working with our contractors
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t Committee at the same -- on the same date, Keith. So
2 you -- you passed by the Economic meeting and went to
: the Tech. We are at 3 o'clock. The - the Tech is
+ usually at 6:00.
s So if you're in the city, you could probably
o make both of them; and I think you ought to make --

z probably make both of them.
8 MR. CAMPBELL: Excuse me. That has been
9 answered already.

l0 MS. PENDERGRASS: We have taken care of that.
1l MR. cAMPBELL: Keith and Dave said they would
12 be attending.
t3 MR. MAsoN: Ijust didn't want that to occur
t+ again.
15 MR. CAMPBELL: Sure. Thank You.
16 MS. PENDERGRASS: All right. Let's move on to
tz Membership & Bylaws. Miss Rines, are you doing that
18 today?
19 MS. RINES: OkaY.
20 Okay. We had our Membership & Bylaws neeting,
zt and we had one application from Lea Loizos from Arc
z2Bcology. We reviewed the application, and we made a
23 motion. We accepted it in the Bylaws Committee, and we
24 arc presenting it to the Ran for acceptance.
25 MS. PENDERGRASS: And your motion . . . ?
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t locally. James is with the HRc from San Francisco, the
z Human Rights Commission.
3 And one of the things that we are -- we are
4 going to concentrate on, there's been so much money that
s has been spent in remediation at the Shipyard, and the
o local community really didn't have a hand in that.
z So what we're hoping to have happen is
a basically have the D- - the people that know DBE best
9 with the City also work with our subcommittee, also work
0 with -- I'm sorry -- our conununity and also work for the
I Navy in making sure on the money that's coming in that
2 we have a fair share.
3 That's our community report. Thank you.
4 MS. PENDERGRASS: Excellent. Thank you,
s Mr. Campbell. Let's see. Now, your next meeting is
oMarch l2that 3 o'clock?

Mr. Campbell? Your next meeting is March 12th
18 at 3 o'clock?
lg MR. CAMPBELL: At -- at3 o'clock and --

20 Ms. PENDERGRASS: And where is that at again?
2l MR. CAMPBELL: It's BDI, 1790 Yosemite. We're
zz onthe second floor. 

'

23 MR. MASON: I want to say this now. we -- we
z+ scheduled the same type of meeting last month,
zs February 12th. And we also had the - the Technical
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I Ms. RINES: Our motion is to accept Lea as the
z Arc Ecology rep on the nen board --

3 MS. PENDERGRASS: Is she here tonight?
4 Ms. RINES: - under "Envi- --" f 'm sorry.
5 Under 'Environmental Organization." That's the category
o that she is.
7 MS. PETERSON: I have a question.
8 MS. PENDERGRASS: JUSI A InOInENT --

9 MS. PETERSON: OkaY.
l0 MS. PENDERGRASS: --'cause we have a motion on
u the floor, so I have to call for discussion at this
12 point. Yes, ma'am.
13 Ms. PETERSON: Okay. A lot of -- Some of the
14 RAB members have been complaining because &ey - okay.
15 Some of the nen members have been complaining
l6because they are not seeing the applications. So I was
tz discussing with Mr. Tisdell that if we could have the
ts applications presented to the nen as a whole and wi -

t9 so that they can at least have something in front of
20 them to see the qualifications, et cetera, and then they
2t go to the -- in addition to going to the committee.
zz MS. PENDERGRASS: I think -- I think that if I
23 remember correctly, about four meetings ago, Ms. Rines
z+ and Mr. Tisdell outlined your plan for accepting of new
zs people, which meant that you needed to come to the
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I subcommittee if you wanted to kind of have some in-depth
z discussion about that, and then you would make fonh a
3 recommendation.
+ So -- unless you all amended that process --

5 Ms. PETERSON: No, I'm not - That -- It's
6 not a process. I'mjust saying before you had a copy of
7 every - okay. Before you got a copy of everybody's
s application.
9 MS. PENDERGRASS: Before you didn't have this

10 process of dealing with it.
11 MS. PETERSON: Yes, you did. Even with the
12 subcorffnittees, you had a copy of everybody's
tt application. So --

1,4 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay.
15 Ms. PETERSoN: - it's just a suggestion.
16 MS. PENDERGRASS: All right. And that
u suggestion kind of fell during this discussion period.
18 Did I see a hand over here? First? Okay.
19 Yes, ma'am.
20 Ms. SLJMCHAI: I - I wanted to make a few
21 comments with regard to the process of -- of nes
22 membership in -- in respect to the - the mission of the
23 RAB and to all the people who will come together on a
24 monthly basis and more frequently than that to advance
25 the cleanup and remediation of the - the Shipyard.
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I MS. PENDERGRASS: Dr. Sumchai? Can you -

2 MS. SI]MCHAI: YES.
3 MS. PENDERGRASS: - get to the -? 

-
4 MS. SUMCHAI: Well, let me just -- let me just U
s make the point that you have a response here from Arc
o Ecology to some concerns that I generated in an e-mail
7 message about some conflict-of-interest issues. I would
S like two things to come out of this.
9 One, my understanding is that there are some

l0 RAB guidelines that identify conflicts of interest that
11 occur when nes members enter into contractual agreements
tz with Navy contractors or with the Navy or with other
13 parties in the cleanup process. I would like to see
14 those guidelines.
15 And secondly, I would like to say that
16 Mr. Bloom's rebuttal here -- I'm sorry that he didn't
17 have the courage to attend this meeting, but he has
ts substantiated everything that I outlined in my concerns
tg about the fatness of this organization, how this
zo organization has grown and benefited politically and
zt financially -
22 MS. PENDERGRASS: DO- --

23 MS. SIIMCHAI: - from its relationships.
24 MS. PENDERGRASS: Dr. Sumchai, I'm -- please

zs forgive me because I don't want to be rude, but I am
Pud

1 I have always respected this as a
2 democratically elected body, and I have been concerned
3 by a number of incidents that have occurred in recent
+ months in which individuals have been identified as
5 being members of the nes prior to their being voted onto
6 the RAB. And by virtue of whatever process or
7 miscommunication is going on, I do think that it's
8 something that we need to be more cognizant about.
9 Many of you received an e-mail communication

t0 that I intentionally spread as broadly as I could. I
11 personally was not made aware of Christine Shirley's
tz resignation from the nee. I knew nothing about it until
13I came here for the January meeting, and there was no
14 announcement whatsoever that I had received.
15 And Miss Loizos, of course, came to the
16 Radiological Subcommittee and announced herself to be a
t7 member of the naB; and Mr. Forman corrected her, thal
tg she hadn't been voted on properly. But apparently, she
19 was confused about her own membership here. She hadn't
zo taken out an application Yet.
2L I -- After, you know, this had happened, I
22received,I guess, a week ago an e-mail message from
23 Kevyn Lutton that had been directed to Barbara Bushnell
z+ challenging Barbara's interim leadership of the rRc
zs committee.
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I not,-- I -- there's a little bit that's kind of like wayU
2 over here, and so maybe everybody's not on the -- on the
3 same page of it.
4 But let me break down what I heard you say to
s make sure that we are all -- because we are in the
6 discussion phase of a motion to accept a person :ui a I{AB

7 member.
8 Now, the bylaws clearly state that the
g subcommittee chair must be a RAB member.

10 MS. STJMCHAI: YES.
11 Ms. PENDERGRASS: You're quite right in that.
tz And thank you, Mr. Forman, for pointing that
13 out that she was not a RAB member at the time. She did
t+ inquire about that at the last meeting.
15 However, a subcommittee -- any subcommittee
t6 attendees and members do not have to be nen members.
17 All subcommittee members do not have to be RRs members.
18 So, you know, there can be a mixture of people who are
19 RAB and not RAB on subcommittees.
20 But to bring that to the point, at this point,

21 we are just talking about bringing on this candidate as

22 a RAB member. We are not dealing with a committee

zl sub -- or the subcommittee chair position at this poa

24Thepoint on the table here is the acceptanc" 
"i,itif25 person as a RAB member.
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I So unless there's some more discussion, I think
z we just need to hear a moment or two from our new
g candidate. Maybe she could just say something.
+  S o M r . -
5 MS. PIERCE: No, I just was going to call for
o question.
7 MS. PENDERGRASS: Before we call the question,
8 is there any other discussion that has not been heard
9 before we hear Lea's statement real quick?

10 MR. MANUEL: I $ot mY hand uP.
11 MS. PENDERGRASS: I'm sorry.
12 MR. MANUEL: YCS.

13 MS. PENDERGRASS: YES.

t4 MR. MANUEL: I Can bark pretty loud, so . . .
15 ATTENDEE: That's okaY.
16 MR. MANUEL: Anyway, here -- here's the
17 situation here: We have two members that - As someone
18 mentioned, it's a democratic process here. We have two
19 members with concerns. Frankly, I don't believe any
20 question is irrelevant; and I think the concerns, I
21 think, should be addressed some sort of way.
22 And -- and I -- and what I heard the good
23 doctor's point being is that there's a process that's
24being sidestepped by - by persons, or at least that was
25 her concern. And I think that we need to be sensitive
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t Membership Subcommittee - |
2 MR. MANUEL: KEith hAS _ 

]
3 MS. PENDERGRASS: - ANd -- I
4 MR. MANIIEL: - his hand up over there. ]
5 MS. PENDERGRASS: - and before I asked if

6 there was more discussion, we were going to hear just a

7 statement from the candidate.
8 MS. PETERSoN: Keith has his hand up.

9 MR. MANUEL: Keith has his hand up over there.

10 MS. ATTENDEE: Change - changed his mind.

11 MS. PENDERGRASS: GO AhCAd. INITOdUCC
tz yourself.
13 MS. LOZOS: Hi. I am Lea Lbizos. I've put in

t+ an application for the RAB. I've been working with Arc

15 Ecology for about 15 months now, 14 or 15 months. My

t6 background is in environmental and plant biology.

ri Like I said, I've been working with Arc Ecology

18 for 14 months, before -- working on the Community Window

19 on the Shipyard project, which I started working on in

zo about October. I've been sitting on the Mare Island and

zt Alameda nAgs and working with some of the technical

22 focus groups there as well.
23 So I have a good idea ofhow this process

24 works, and I've been learning a lot more about the gnec

25 process as I go - as I run along.
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t about all of our members and the community at large's ]
2 concerns when they are raised.
3 I don't think anybody -

4 MS. PENDERGRASS: And --

5 MR. MANUEL: - should be kind of -- you know,

6 kind of shut up, you know, when they have gone through

7 the process to be a member or whether or not they're the

s public or whoever.
s I think -- I think everybody's questions are

10 relevant, and I don't -- you know, I don't think we
tt should -

12 MS. PENDERGRASS: A- - Again -

13 MR. MANUEL: - disregard anybody's -

14 MS. PENDERGRASS: Again -

15 MR. MANUEL: - anybody's concerns.
16 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Again, we are not
17 disregarding Dr. Sumchai's comments. She made a number
t8 of comments.
19 The ones that were relevant for discussion at
zo this motion is what I'm concerned with at this moment.
21 So we can certainly address those after we address this
22 issue. We are just trying to make sure that we are
z: dealing - everybody's on the same page'
24 Right now we're talking about the acceptance of
25 a new RAB member that's been recommended from the
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t And I guess that's pretty much all you need to

2hear.
3 MS. PENDERGRASS: Thank You.
4 Did you have a question?
s MR. CAMPBELL: No. I think we need to call for

o the question.
7 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. All right. That -- I

s will call the question is to accept Lea --

9 MS. LOZOS: Loizos.
10 MS. PENDERGRASS: - Lea Loizos as a member of

11the RAB. All in favor?
12 THE BOARD: AYe.
13 MS. PENDERGRASS: Those oPPosed?
t4 Okay. We have to have a count, then. All

t5 those opposed, raise your hands so I can count them.

16 (Simultaneous colloquy.)
17 MS. PENDERGRASS: So there's one, two, three,
18 four, five, six, seven. Seven noes.
19 And let's see how many ayes did we have again?
20 One, two, three, four, five six, seven, eight, nine,
zt ten, eleven. Okay.
22 Any abstentions on that?
23 MS. SIIMCIIAI: I'rn going to abstain. I'd like
24 to say that I'm going to continue to abstain until the
25 Bylaws & Membership Committee makes a sincere effort at
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I bringing on a Chinese-American member to this nes' This I
2 communify has at least 20,25 percent Chinese-American, I
3 and I'm just going to stop voting until we get somebodyl

4 on there. I
5 Ms. PENDERGRASS: All right. Thank you for I
6 that. I
z Okay. At this Point - ]
8 MS. ATTENDEE: I - I need to address that'

9 MS. PENDERGRASS: WAit. BEfOTC WC dO thiS,

to what we're going to do now is that we've had a passing

tt of this motion, which means we now have a new RAB

1z member, and she is welcome to come to this table'

13 (APPlause.)
t4 MS. PENDERGRASS: okay. At this point,

15 Ms. Rines, you're still making your subcommittee report;

16 and if you have any other recommendations you'd like to

tz offer --

18 MS. RINES: Oh.
19 Ms. PENDERGRASS: - please make them as a form

zo of amotion or if you have another one'

2l MR. TISDELI-: Okay. For those who are

zz abstaining because -- because there's not a Oriental

lzt ,q.sian - Lsian member on board, you need to be at the

lro nr*t nRg meeting, because we do have applications'

lzs And we meet from 6:00 to 8:00 - I get the
I Page 93

1 our -- get them to Ron, and he does them, and he - andl

2 then he'd send them back to us. I

i ili',i#JilT,i';""-l?;"'ll;, we both g*l
s copy ofthe applications that he gets. I
6 Ms. PENDERGRASS: The que- -- the question is, I
z though, if someone on the nes would like to see the I
g credentials or -- or what's bringing a person to the I
9 RAB, if you -- you have that information, if you could I

t0 bring it to the nes meeting, then someone can look at iti

tt on the break. I think that's an excellent way to handle I
nthat.
13 Are You finished, Miss Rines?
L4 MS. RINES: YES.
15 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. Is there any other
to questions that pertain to membership and bylaws?
r7 MR. PALEGA: I think Dr. Sumchai raised a

18 question, and it seems like it's getting pushed under

19 the rug with regards to the conflict of interest-

20 MS. PENDERGRASS: OkaY-
In MR. PALEGA: I mean, You know, that is

lzz something that's real real, and we have to address that'

lzl a,nO I know that Jesse's -- you know, is saying this may

lzqrrotbe the right body; but somebody needs to address it,

lzs because that is our commumty. Okay? So -

| - P"efl

t keys to the library on Tuesday when it closes at 6:00;

z and if you come in, you come in through the side door,

a and it will be right there. And our next meeting is

+ March l lth from 6:00 to 8r00.
5 Ms. RINES: Our meetings are very quick'

6 MR. TISDELL: Huh?
7 MS. RINES: Our meetings are very quick'

8 MR. TISDELL: Yes, our meetings are very quick,
g and we usually be out of there before 7:00' And -- and

l0 we meet every second Tuesday of every month'

11 MR. MASON: Not this time.
12 MR. MANUEL: Nobody's ever seen a Asian in here

13 before? Here's a Asian [indicating]' What do you think

t+ she is?
15 MS. PENDERGRASS: Ma- --

16 MR. MANUET: ChoPPed liver?
17 MS. PENDERGRASS: OkaY. OkaY'

lrs MR. ATTENDEE: HeY, come on.

lrs MS. IENDERGRASS: one thing we do need to

lzo address, though, I think that the point is taken that if

lzr *t do have resumes for candidates, that - do you all

lzz rcep a binder or something that you might bring for tht

lza other RAB members to look through and --?

lro MR. TISDELL: What hap- - what happened was:

lzs 
W. get the application and we fax them to Ron, and then

Page 9zt _

I MS. PENDERGRASS: I - I thiNK thAt'S - 
I

z totally - |
3 MR. PALEGA: You know, I mean, not just out I
4frontpeople benefiting from it, and they are on_here, I
5 and they're in any way any form making any of those I
6 directions and/or their friends are making in their part 

I
z ofthat, then cough - I
8 MS. PENDERGRASS: I- |
9 MR. PALEGA - up to it and get established.

10 Ms. PENDERGRASS: Okay. I've heard that twice

tt now. I --

12 MR. PALEGA: I mean, You know.

t3 MS. PENDERGRASS: Miss Pierce, just one moment'

t4 MR. PALEGA: Because I think it's -- I think

15 Dr. Sumchai's point is well-tooken [sic], and we want to

16 be effective. We don't want to become the money bag -'

l7 MR. MANUEL: ExactlY.

18 MR. PALEGA: - for airing the money to friends

ts and ourselves --

lzo MR. MANUEL: I agree.

ln MR. PALEGA: - ]ou know, real simple for me.

ln MS. IENDERGRASS: All right. We have Miss

| ;i 
tn*i;r1?L'll1,-J# 

ffi .",, aso, co*mu"i,v O
lzs members at the nan raised the issue of conflict of
I Page 96
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1 rnterest.
z And we were informed at that time that the way
3 RABs were set up, it is expected and intended that
4 contractors would be members of the RAB, because we
s raised that very issue.
6 So we need to hear back from the Navy on this
7 again,I guess, because we have new t{AB members.
8 But I just want to stress that we should not be
I asking for greater controls or barriers for community

l0 members' grass roots organizations than the Navy puts on
1l itself because their contractors sit as members of this
12 RAB.
13 MR. MANUEL: The don't vote.
14 MS. PETERSoN: They don't vote.
15 MR. MANUEL: They don't vote. They don't
t0 decide anything.
r7 MS. LUTTON: Well, what I want to say is:
18 There has been rumors going around about Arc Ecology.
19 And if there's issues with Arc Ecology, then I -- and
zo people want to investigate them or -- or bring up issues
zt with their financial dealings, that's something that I
22 think is outside of the purview of the nes.
23 What I know about Arc Ecology after working for
24 ayear with the meetings, with the techs meetings and
zs the risk assessment, they have been extremely helpful to
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t everybody's clear about it. This will be an action item
z on the next agenda to talk about it, or at least that's
I what we need to put in on the next agenda.
4 At this point, we need to continue -- or we'll
s all be here till late at night - with the next
o subcommittee report, radiological issues. And who's
z bringing that report?
8 MS. SIIMCHAI: I will keep it bee - brief.
s You guys have received by e-mail and hard copy

t0 the minutes of the January meeting, and they closely
tt parallel the minutes as well as the PowerPoint
t2 presentation that Laurie Lowman presented.
13 I do want to make one point only, and that is
14 that we have failed to deal with the radiological
ts operations at Parcel E, including the landfill. And
to without question, some of the most serious potentials
17 for -- for radiation has existed on that parcel.
18 And from what is known in the draft HRA, which
tg as of next month will be ayear old, the Parcel E
zo landfill was the site of radioactive sources, including
zt radium in soil, radon gas, and radium-containing
22 devices. And then there were a number of buildings that
23were used to -- as storehouses for radiation sources as
zq well as laboratories for NRDL.
25 So please let's not, you know, forget that
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I the community in terms of giving us information and
z fleshing out --
3 MR. MANUEL: Making money.
4 MS. LUTTON: - ways of tackling scientific
s problems that no layperson would have on their own.
o And if people manage to get rid of Arc Ecology
z for whatever reason, it would be a serious loss to the
8 community, and I don't think it should happen until they
9 are replaced by another group with the same kind of

to expertise, training, and salary to work for the
tt community.
tz As far as the other issues about stealing money
t3 or whatever you think, I think that's outside of the
t+ purview of this nan.
15 MS. PENDERGRASS: First of all, I think that,
16 you know, we're having this discussion which is taking
1? time from the other subcommittee -

18 MS. ATTENDEE: Yeah.
19 MS. PENDERGRASS: - reports, which is
zo something we need to do. At this point, I'm going to
2l stop this conversation.
22 What we - what we need to do, what we need to
23 do on this is set some time on the agenda to talk about
z+ it. And quite frankly, your bylaws are quite clear on
25 this matter. But we need time to talk about it so that
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t Parcel E is - is a focus that we have to always keep at
z the top of our radar screen.
r And in keeping with that, at our next
4 Radiological Subcommittee meeting, we definitely need to

s have an update on Parcel E radiological operations; and
6 we also need to continue to monitor the status of the
7 nne and the search for oral history of former employees.
a Kevyn Lutton, I have invited her to make a
9 presentation about her proposal for a community

to radiation school. 
'We 

need to follow up on the status of
tt Building 366 and take us very, very seriously if there's
tz a potential for radiation exposure, that perhaps people
t: need to be evacuated from that building as a work or
14 studio site.
15 And then I have also been contacted by a
16 reporter at the cHRoNIcLE, Jane Kay, who was very
i7 interested in following up on Building 815; and we
ts probably need to revisit some of the issues pertaining
19 to that building and the Department of Public Health's
20 letters to the property owner as of last year and the
21 status of that optt investigation.
22 MS. PENDERGRASS: All right. Do you have any
23 recornmendations in your report in terms of the -? The
24 only thing I heard was that you were inviting some folks
25 to speak at the subcommittee meetings, and that's about
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r i t .  I
2 MS. SUMCHAI: Well, the recommendations are I
3 that people come to the meeting -- |
4 MS. PENDERGRASS: OkaY.
5 MS. SIMCHAI: - on the 26th. Kevyn and I I
6talked about -- |
z (Unintelligible interruption.) |
8 Ms. SUMCHAI: Excuse me. -- March 26th to put I
9 together something for the radiation school in proposal I

10 form and then other information that Daryl of New World 1
11 Technology and Department of Public Health can provide' I
12 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. Thank you very much' ]
13 Risk review. Who's doing that?
14 MS. PIERCE: I chaired the Risk Review
t5 Subcommittee. We did meet on February 13th, and the

t6 discussion was around the dissatisfaction with the

lT report from etson.
18 So we determined that for our March meeting, we

tg would invite atspR back. I have conferred with Na- -

20 the Navy to identify a date. We have a tentative date'

ln I now have a confirmed date when the Navy will

lzzbe able to be present, and we'll get ATSDR to be present

lzr also. That daie is March 1lth at 5:30' The location is

lz+ to U" announced. We don't have a confirmed spot, since

lzs we had to change the date.
Page 101t _

I effect on funding the cleanup of the Shipyard and how we I
z will identify Homeland Security funding to replace any I

i **'l'"il:';i L?lf"T ffiTii; meetins r's Ol
5 a strategy meeting. Members of the Department of Public 

I
o Health will be involved. I
? Ms. PENDERGRASS: All right. Thank you. I
s The Technical Review Committee, I understand, I
g is Miss Bushnell? I

IO MS. BUSHNELL: YES. I

11 I know I'll need this [indicating microphone]'

tz I'll try to be brief also.
t3 We met on the 19th at the library, discussed
14 several items about I wanted to be certain if there was

ts this notion that Parcel A was -- was waiting for the nnA

to to be complete before potential hand-over.
t7 There are also some issues of methane where the

t8 Parcel E and A conjoin, and that's also under
tg consideration under Parcel A.
20 We discussed -- A lot of the discussion ended

zt up about - about the water areas, about "C" -- "B,"

22"C," uD,u and "E* all -- all have water access and what

za kind of studies are being done on that. And that's all

z+beingstudied along with Parcel F along with all this'

25 We don't have a lot of data and numbers.
Page 1o3

I MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. Can you make sure,

2 though, that you get where it is and send that to Ron so

3 that he can get an e-mail out to everybody so that --

4 MS. PIERCE: I -

5 MS. PENDERGRASS: - everfbody knows where it

0 is?
7 Ms. PIERCE: I will. And the committee came up

a with a list of questions, specific questions, for ATsDR'

s I will put that into the memo also --

l0 MS. PENDERGRASS: Very good.

11 MS. PIERCE: -- so all of that will be

tz available.
L3 MS. PENDERGRASS: Very good'

14 Ms. PIERCE: And then if I could ask the

t5 indulgence . . . I sit on another committee that has a

16 regular meeting from 4:00 to 6:00, so I'm always late'

t7I missed the announcements' This is related to risk

18 review. If I can just make a very quick announcement'

t9 The next HEAP meeting is on March 13th'

lzo MS. PENDERGRASS: What kind of meeting?

ln MS. PIERCE: HEAP, H-E-A-P. The Health and

lzz Environmental Assessment Task Force meeting is on

lzr Thursday, March 13, from 5:30 to 7:00 at Southeast

lz+ Health Center.

lrt The agenda item for that meeting is war and its

I Page 101

t But Keith actually pointed out that the focus U I
z for this subcommittee would be to read the groundwaterl

3 reports that are coming out, and they are still coming' I
4 But -- and there was also a memo that I had I
5 uncovered that mentioned certain are:ts on Parcel B where I
6 there was PcBs and petroleum hydrocarbon compounds that
7 were detected, and they are studying that; and that's

a right on the water, and there's a map to indicate where

9 that is.
lo Again, that's it to be rePorted.
11 The next Tech Subcommittee meeting is

12 March l}th at 6 o'clock at the Anna Waden Library, and I

t3 would like to announce that I would like to continue as

t+ chair of the Technical Subcommittee.
15 Ms. PENDERGRASS: All right. Now, at this

16 point, I know there's some discussion around that'

1z We're out of time on this, and -- and this is what I

18 suggest that we need to do. This -- this is a

19 discussion about who wants to be a chair of the

20 subcommittee -

2l MR. CAMPBELL: That wasn't my question'

22 MS. PENDERGRASS: -- and -- No, but I'm saying,

23 there maybe some discussion about that, and I thi1|

24 that that should happen at the subcommittee meeting wli!

25 you all come together and make some kind of
Page 104
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I t recommendation to the nes.
I z MR. cAMPBELL: Thank you.
I

| 3 MS. PENDERGRASS: Okay. So I think that we
| 4 need to set kind of a precedent of how we need to handle
I s filling vacancies in terms of the subcommiftees.

6 So we will expect at the next -- for the next
z meeting that you will make a report, Miss Bushnell, on
8 you know, what you all decided and make a recommendation
9 so we can either approve or - can approve the

l0 subcommittee chair.
11 Does that make sense to everybody?
12 MR. CAMPBELL: Sure.
13 MS. PENDERGRASS: All right.
14 MR. CAMPBELL: This concerns the whole RAB in
ts regards to the Tech Subcommittee.
16 There was a date given out by Dave DeMars which
17 concerns the adjacency issue with Parcel A and methane.
tS And I wondered if Dave -- Dave would just give us the
19 date on the methane.
20 You said something about June possibly.
2l MR. DeMARS: Are you referring to when the
22rcport is due to come out?
23 MR. BROWN: Right.
U MR. CAMPBELL: YCAh.
25 MR. DeMARS: The close-out report for the -?
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t motion that we address some of the questions that were
2 raised earlier by many of the members that was abruptly
3 terminated. Maybe it was improper to be discussed at
+ that time, but there should be a time set aside so that
5 everyone is on the same page and we as a group cao move
e on. I think that at some future meeting, we should
z discuss this and clear the air on this.
8 MS. PENDERGRASS: I'm sorry. I thought - I
9 thought we just had put that on the agenda for the

10 next --
11 MR. MANUEL: Ididn't know that we did.
l2 MS. PETERSON: I -

13 MS. PENDERGRASS: Is that not correct?
14 MS. PETERSON: Well --

15 MS. PENDERGRASS: That's the understanding.
16 MS. PETERSON: - I think we should add
tz conflict of interest, period --

18 MS. PENDERGRASS: We -

19 MS. PETERSoN: - in addition to Arc Ecology.
20 MR. MANUEL: I didn't know that we did. So
2t that's fine if that's the indication.
22 MS. PENDERGRASS: No. It was conflict of
23 interest is what we were talking about.
24 MR. MANUEL: Oh, okay. Okay. I missed it.
25 MR. MASON: I have a comment. I have a
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I MR. CAMPBELL: Right.
2 MR. DeMans: t believe it's sometime in June
3 that we are expecting the close-out report for the
4 methane gas removal action to come out.
5 MR. CAMPBELL: Right. And that does affect
6 transfer. So you can't have a transfer until after
7 that, because that feeds into the cost.
8 MR. DeMARS: Correct.
9 MR. CAMPBELL: Thank you.

l0 Ms. PENDERGRASS: All right. Before we
t t adjourn, is there any burning issue that we did not
12 cover a question from any of our audience that perhaps
13 that we didn't answer?
14 Yes, ma'am.
15 MS. LoZoS: Well, if I could maybe briefly
te address this issue about conflict of interest. And I'm
17 not going to get into it right now, but I just wanted to
18 say that that's the point of that letter that I passed
19 out. If you didn't get a copy of it, please let me
20 know, because I'm not trying to hide anything from
21 anybody and --
22 MS. PENDERGRASS: We need to have that
23 discussion. Thank you.
24 Yes, sir.
2s MR. MANUEL: Real brief. I like to offer up a
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I conrment.
2 I know Arc Ecology and I'm -- I'm not --
3 MS. PENDERGRASS: But we are not discussing
4 that.
5 MR. MASON: But the point is this. The point
6I'm trying to make is this: Arc Ecology has been
z instrumental in the community for quite some time for
8 some things. Allow Arc Ecology to defeni itself. You
9 know, if you want to discuss conflict of interest, bring

10 Arc Ecology down to the nes and let them defend
It themselves. That's all I'm saying.
12 MS. PENDERGRASS: Well, I think they're willing
t3 to frame that in terms of a discussion so everybody
1+ would be prepared to talk about that at the next
ts meeting --
16 MR. MANUEL: Okay.
17 MS. PENDERGRASS: - since there's consensus
l8that we want to add that to the agenda.
rs At this point, this meeting is ddjourned.
20 (Off record at 8:08 p.m.,2/27103.)
2 l ---oOo---
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HUNTERS POINT SHIPYARD
MONTHLY PROGRESS REPORT

JANUARY 2OO3

This monthly progress report (MPR) srrrrumdzes environmental restoration activities conducted by the
Navy at Hunters Point Shipyard GPS) during January 2003. This MPR is prepared in accordance
wifh the FIPS Federal Facility Agreement, Section 6.6. The MPR is presented in three sections: Section
1, Parcel Updates, sulilnarizes key activities at each parcel completed during the past month and
plarmed for the upcoming 2 months; Section 2, Schedule, identifies submittals, meetings, and field
activities completed during the past month and planned for the upcoming 2 months; Section 3, Otlrer, is
intended for special arurouncements, changes in personnel, basewide issues, or other topics not included
in Sections I or 2.

PARCEL UPDATES

Prncel B Jlruulnv 2003 AcnvrnEs

Continued evaluation of soil vapor extraction (SVE) performance data for the Phase U SVE
treatability study at Building 123. Evaluated of hexavalent chromium datax
Installation Restoration (IR) Site 10.

Continued hurnan heatth risk assessment (I{IRA) work in support of the risk management
review (RMR) process.

r Prepared and zubmitted final July-September 2002 quarterly monitoring report with
responses to comments (RTC).

Pnncel B Fesnunny 2003 - Mnncn 2003 AcnvrnEs

Conduct RMR meetings and begin preparation of RMR summary report.

Conduct January - March 2003 quarterly groundwater monitoring event.

Prepare and submit draft performance report for the Phase tr SVE treatability study at
Building 123. Provide evaluation of hexavalent chromium dataatresults at IR-
10 .

Prrepare and zubmit final technical memorandum documenting the extent of the debris and
otherphysical conditions at IR-07 and 18.

Hunlers Point Shipyard Monthly Progress Report, January 2003

February 26, 2003

Page I of6

efellars



. Prepare and zubmit final addendum to the field sampling plan for Parcel B remedial action
confirmation sarnpling and analysis plan (SAP) to address shoreline characterization.
Conduct sampling for Parcel B shoreline data gaps.

. Prepare and submit draft annual report/October- December 2002 qtnrterly groundwater
monitoring report.

r Prepare and submit final Parcel g waste consolidation summary report with RTCs (pending
receipVresolution of agency comments).

PRRcel C Jeruunnv 2003 Acrvrnes

o Continued HHRA work in support of the RMR process and the draft Parcel C revised
feasibility study (FS).

o Evaluated SVE performance data for the Phase U SVE treatability study at volatile organic
contaminant (VOC) areas (study also includes portions of Parcels B and E).

o Continued radiation screening surveys.

. Continued evaluation of dense norFaqueous phase liquid (DNAPL) removal technologies
foruse at Building 134.

o Prepared and submitted RTCs for Ferox injection technology demonstation final work plan O
(also known as zero valent iron treatabiliff study). Initiated post-i4iection sampling at
Bi.rnding272.

o Continued waste consolidation work.

PnRcer G FeenulRy 2003 - Mancn 2003 Acnvmes

o Continue HHRA work in support of the RMR process and the draft Parcel C revised FS.

o Complete post-injection sampling for Ferox injection technology demonstation at Building
272.

o Continue evaluation of performance data for Phase tr SVE treatability study at VOC areas.

o Continue radiation screening $rveys.

o Prepare and submit the final closeout report for Dry Dock 4 removal action with RTCs.

o Prepare and submit report for Phase III GDGI activities at Parcel C.

o Continue waste consolidation work.

Hunters Point Shipyard Monthly Progress Report, January 2003 Page 2 of6
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PnRcel D Jnruurny 2003 Acnvrnes

o Continued HHRA work in support of the RMR process and the draft frnal Parcel D revised
FS.

e Continued radiation removal action activities near Building 364.

. Continued waste consolidation work.

Plncel D FeenulRv 2003 - Mrncn 2003 Acnvlnes

Prepare responses to comments on draft Parcel D revised FS.

Continue HHRA work in support of the RMR process and the draft final Parcel D revised
FS.

o Continue radiation removal action activities at Building 364.

o Complete waste consolidation work. Prepare and submit draft Parcel D waste
consolidation summary report.

o Prepare and submit revised Phase III GDGI report with RTCs (pending receipVresolution
of agency comments).

Pnncel E JanuRRy 2003 Acnvrres

Continued field work for norrstandard data gaps investigatioq and continued monitoring of
the landfill gas extaction systerr

Prepared and submitted draft storm water discharge management plan and draft operation
and maintenance plan for industrial landfill.

Continued Phase II field work for the standard data gaps investigation. Submitted data
package for Phase I of the standard data gaps investigation.

Continued evaluation of SVE performance data for Phase tr SVE treatability study at
Building 406 (limited field activities in Parcel E).

Continued radiation screening surveys.

Continued operation of groundwater extaction systern at industial landfill.

Hunlers Point Shipyard Monthly Progress Report, January 2003

Februarv 26. 200i
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Pnnc* E Feenulny20O3 - MRRcn 2003 AclvtnEs

Continue field work for the norrstandard data gaps investigation, and continue operation
and monitoring ofthe hndfill gas extaction system.

Complete Phase tr field work for the standard data gaps investigation.

Continue evaluation ofperformance data for Phase tr SVE fteatability study at Building
406.

. Continue radiation removal action activities.

o Continue radiation screening surveys.

o Continue operation of groundwater extraction system at indusfial landfill.

o Prepme and submit final landfill fire removal action closeout report.

o Prepare report for Phase III GDGI activities at Parcel E (including radiological data).

Prncel F Jmrulny 2003 AcnvtnEs

o Continued prepar:ation ofresponses to remainder of agency comments on draft validation
study (VS) report.

PaRcer F Feenunny 2003 - MRRcx 2003 AcnvtnEs

. Continue preparation of resporses to remainder of agency cornments on draft VS report.
Prepare draft final VS report.

. Meet with regulatory agencies to scope supplemental VS field work

2.0 SCHEDULE

This section presents meetings, deliverables, and field activities conducted and planned during this
reporting period.

Activities Gonducted

a

a

Submitted draft storm water discharge management plan and draft operation
and maintenance plan for Parcel E industrial landfill

Submifted final Parcel B July - September 2003 quarterly monitoring report with
RTCs.

January 7,2OO3

January 7,2003

Hunters Point Shipyard Monthly Progress Report, January 2003

February 26, 2003
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Activities Gonducted

BGT monthly meeting

Submitted draft basewide monitoring well repair summary report

Submifted responses to comments for final Ferox injection technology
demonstration work plan

.-RAB meeting

Submifted data package for Phase 1 of the Parcel E standard data gaps
investigation

January 14,2003

January 16,2003

January 17,2003

January 23,2003

January 31, 2003

Activities Planned Date

Submit final Parcel E landfill fire removal action closeout report

Parcel B RMR meetings

Submit final Dry Dock 4 removal action closeout report and RTCs

BCT monthly meeting (Navy team participates via conference call from San
Diego)

Submit final Parcel B shoreline SAP (addendum to the field sampling plan for
Parcel B remedial action confirmation SAP) and RTCs

Parcel F meeting

RAB meeting

Submit draft annual reporVOctober - December 2002 quarterly monitoring report

Submit final Parcel B technical memorandum for Installation Restoration Site
07/18

Submit draft BRAC business plan

BCT monthly meeting

Submit final Parcel B waste consolidation summary report with RTCs*

Submit draft performance summary report for Building 123 soil vapor extraction
treatability study

Submit ParcelC Phase lll GDGI report

RAB meeting

Submit revised Parcel D Phase lll GDGI report with RTCs*

Submit responses to comments on draft Parcel B groundwater evaluation
technical memorandum*

Submit draft Parcel B total petroleum hydrocarbon (TPH) corrective action plan
(CAP) closure report*

Submit revised final Parcels C, D, and E TPH CAP*

February 4,2003

February 4-6,2003

February 20,2003

February 20,2OO3

February 24,2003

February 25,2003

February 27,2003

February 28,2003

March 2003

March 7,2003

March 11, 2003

March 14,2003

March 14,2003'

March 19,2003

March 27,2003

March 31, 2003

TBD

TBD

TBD

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

Hunters Point Shipyard Monthly Progress Report, January 2003

February 26, 200j
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3.0 OTHER

The Navy prepared and submitted a basewide summary of consfruction details and current
condition of monitoring wells at FIPS.

The Navy is preparing RTCs on the draft historic radiological assessment (IIRA), Volume
II. RTCs are planned for submittal by March 7,2003. The Navy is conducting additional
research and performing interviews with former workers in support of the draft final HRA.

The Navy is preparing a draft base realignment and closure (BRAC) business plan
scheduled for submittal on March 7 . 2003.

The Navy is conducting intewiews and performing the background preparation for the
relations plan (CRP) update. An interview summary report is planned for

submittal in March 2003, and the draft CRP is planned for submittal in late April 2003.

Hunters Point Shipyard Monthly Progress Report, January 2003

Februarv 27. 2003
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Innovative Gleanup of
Trichloroethene in Groundwater

Using lron Injection

Pre*nted b:
Hunters Point Reltoraton Advlsory Boad

Fabruary ?,2003

. Locatlon

. Background

. PrimaryObfectiws

. Ghemistry

. Iniection Methodology

. Exlstlng Gon{ltlons

. lnitial Results

. Preliminary Goncluslons

. Oneof two prorecb selected In 2001 by
Nany's Altemative Restoradon Technology
Team for Fleld lrnplementation

. TCE ls primary contamlnant at the site

. ProiectTeam
- Itlrt: lCFoil|.n,D.D.I-!,P.Btoota

t'r.D.B.Chrl
- T.lrrT.drEI,hc.: J.IcCd;G.*.t[otuH.Clnn,

D.Ch.ng
- ARsT6hnobgb.: S.Chn

. Determinewhether iron injection can be used
to clean up tricfiloroethene in groundwater

. Evaluate whether contaminatbn is moved by
injecting iron

. Evaluate size of treatmentzone
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. lnrgularshape
Provlder Hlgh Surface
Arc

. {0um p.rtcles

. Hlgh Purlty lron
(95%+) wl0r trace
carbon w!filn tho
partcla stn cfure

:

. Injoc{ nbogon ga for l0 - 15 :cconds io fll goro
spaces {and open now poro 3pacoa}

. Folbwlng Inldal nlbogen lnleclfon, lron u,alar
slurry lB Inlrioduc€d io lhe gar:lnoam

. Ntbogon act3 I carlorf,uld to atom lzo and
dlsperte sluny anto tho formadon

. LlquH alombed InJec{on of lron rlurry lncleasec
contact wlth contam lmnts

. Each Infecdon borehole ws expecied io have a
2o-foot radlus of hrf uonce
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. lron injection caused a large reduction in TCE
ontamination

. Contaminanb show lit{e movement due to the
injeclbn

. Radius of infiuence rarges fiom about 15 b 20
feet

. This innovative tecfinology may be apdled to
other Hunters Point contaminatbn areas
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Current Radiological Issues
Hunters Point Shipyard

RAB Meeting
February 2712003

Current Radiological

WM
Issues

o Preparation of Draft Final HRA
o Ongoing Radiological Site Work
o New Areas of Investigation

Introduction

Gommander Lino Fragoso, USN
Offrcer ln Gharge'

Naval Sea Systems Command Detachment

Radiologlcal Affalrc Support Office (RASO)

Yorlrtown, Virglnia

@
,Why a Draft Final IIRA

o Navy has a commitment to produce an
a@urate and comPrehensive HRA

o Navy effoits for Draft Final HRA

- Addrea3 comments recelved on Draft HRA

- Incorporata newly dlscovered historlcal
lnformadon

- lnterview form€r workers

@
RAComments on Draft H

o Gomments received from:
- Regulatory agencies
- City of San Francisco and Developer
- Concerned citizens

o Navy responses to comments will be
distributed by March 7,2003

IIRA Historical
@

Research

o Additional information at 7 different
locations

o Navy received personal files of fonner
NRDL department head (now deceased)
who uvas writing a book about NRDL

I
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Interviews

o 138 responses to advertisement to
date

o Telephone interviews started
February 19,2003

o Respondents to call 1-800.443F7164
or e+nail DarylD@newworld.org

Current Field Surveys

o Current HPS field surveys being
performed at same tlme as HRA research

o Surveys have identified new issues at
areas of concern

. Survey results being used with archive
information to resolve issues

Building 253

t

MH
terviewsAdvertised for In

o Published in 4 San Francisco
newspapers and 1 Sacramento
newspaper

o Sought personnelwith knowledge of
radiological operations at HPS

Building 253

. NRDL Calibration
Facility (6s Floor)

. Small instrument
repair shop
(56 Floor)

. Initial surveys
complete

. Cs-137 and
Ra-226

. Gleanup underway

I
2
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Building 366 in Parcel D

Building 366

. Former Boat and Plastics Shop

. Currently being used by artists

. Initial sunrey complete- no issues
identffied

. Historical records indicate previous
storage of radioluminescent paint

. Navy to confirm initlal findlngs in
follow-up surveys

Building 366

Whatts Next?

o Gontinue HRA research and
interviews

o Gontinue on-site radiological surveys
and cleanup

o Keep HPS tenants, communi$l and
regulatorc informed

dtaylor
, . . I
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HunEers Point Shipyard Restsoration Advisory Board

Radiological Subcoutsui t'tee
Meeting Surtmary

L / 2 2 / 0 3

Attendees: Lynne Brown, Lea Loizos, Clifton Smith, Daryl Delong, Bil l Haney,

Jim Ansbro, MarLin Offenhauer, Joel Cehn, Laurie Lowman, Dick Lowman, Kewlm

Lut ton,  Francisco Dacosta,  Andrew Bozeman, Mary Ratc l i f f ,  Wi11ie Ratc l i f f ,

Ahimsa Sumchai

Introductions were made. Laurie Lowman of the Radiological Affairs

Support Office began with a report on the status of the Draft Final

gil iorical Radiological Assessment. Lowman, who began working with RASO in

j-97g reviewing data from HPS surveys, announced RASO has secured funding to

augment the HRA making it a "more accurate and comprehensive documentrr- BRAC

Environmental Coordinator Keith Forman stated the funding will expand

staffing dedicated to investigation and completion of the document'

Specifically, more research attention wil l be directed towards the history

oi Op.r"tion Crossroads and radiological operations at HPS. Forman announced

that beginning 1,/26/03 ads wil l- be run in five major newspapers solicit ing

information from former shipyard employees and other parties privy to
,'knowledge of shipyard base radiological operations." Dick I 'owman reported

that a former NRDL scientist, Dr. C. Sharp Cook died and his daughter found

6 boxes of records relating to operations on the base that are currently

being reviewed for inclusion in the Draft Final HRA'

RAB Community co-chair Llmne Brown asked for the anticipated date of

release of the HRA. Mr. Forman responded that RASO is not pressured to

quick ly  complete the document  and that  I 'speed k i l l -s  qua1i ty . .  - the qual i ty  of

fn. ao.n*ent suffers when information is hasti ly compiled".

Radiological chair Ahimsa Sumchai and Mary Ratcliff offered information

about the whereabouts of Tom Olsen, a former Tripte A Machine Shop employee

who has reported to tshe media and numerous governmenE agencies his work

act iv i t ies at  HpS. He carr ied large barre ls  of  hazardous maUer ia ls  against

his body and has contracted a very unusual radiation induced tumor calIed a

fympnanliosarcoma. Olsen has reported having numerous records pertaining to

HPS radiological oPerations-
Independent investigations confirm that the Naval Radiologieal Defense

Laboratory was established in 1947 to study contamination problems posed by

the atomic bomb. At  the t ime of  i ts  "d isestabl ishment"  in  1969,  i ts  l ibrary

of research reports were evidently dispersed, and basic records were

destroyed.  DOE was unable to locate the pre-19?0's f i les of  i ts  In te l l igence

Oivision, which could have provided crit ical data on intentional releases'

and word done for others. In response to Committee request, a DOE

investigation revealed that these fi les were substantially purged during the

L 9 7 O ' s  a n d  a s  l a t e  a s  1 9 8 9 -
Lowman referred to the HRA methodology as a "picture in timelr,

clarifying that the draft f inal IIRA wiLl represent a finite period of study

from tggg through 2002 and that subsequent documents wil l incorporate

information uncovered after thaL date. She emphasized that the l lRA is not a

"l iving document" and wil l not incorporate the resul-ts of ongoing surveys.

Lowman went on to report that 650 feets of nevt records recently

decLassified by the Department of Energ"y pertaining to HPS radiological

operations have been found. at San Bruno Archives. This information wil l also

tr! incorporated into the draft f inal IIRA and the generation of new data,

interprelatj-on, writ ing staff and independent verif ication wil l call for

added funding and staff at RASo.
Following an indepth discussion in which Lowman emphasized thaE HPS's
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closure for 3o years prior to remediation has factored in the complexit, ies
of HRA completion, she staEed, "The HRA will not be the same document put
out  before. t t  Speci f ica l ly ,  NWT surveys wi l l  not  be inc luded in the HRA.
Lowman reports that the inclusion of Appendix B reports in the original HRA
vol"ume rr generated crit icism from reguJ.ators who had not reviewed the
contents of  Uhe mater iaL pr ior  to  i ts  publ icat ion and.  d is t r ibut ion.

Lowman reported that SF Weekly writer Lisa Davis has been petit ioned by
RAso to provide the identif ication of individuals she interviewed for the
Fa l l ou t  se r i es .

The discussion shifted to the st.atus of current radioLogical
investigations at HPs. Mr. Forman announced that Building g21 on parcel A
had received DHS clearance- He addressed the controversy stemming from the
finding of cesium in drains in building 821. The concentration was
interpreted as being high by a regulator and member of the BCT. Forman
explained that the vol-ume of the sample was smal] and. the final result was
sent to an independent lab for confirmation.

rToeL Cehn representing the Mayor's office asked for the exact amount of
cesium in the dra in samples.  DaryI  Delong repor ted i t  as 0.L4 above the
detect ion leve1 of  0.8 but  beLow remediat ion 1eve1.

Jim Ansbro noted that Building 821 does not appear nor is not numbered
on HPS maps. Sumchai replied that other observers had reported this.

Francisco DaCosta, environmental activist and represent,ative of the
Muwakme ohlone rndian tribe was introduced and he gave a brief but
enlightening discussion about the 2oo year old archeologicaL history of the
tribe on federal lands at HPS and the concern about the existence of Indian
burial- grounds caLl-ed shel-lmounts on Bayview hil ls surrounding the shipyard.
Dacosta emphasized the need for a comprete archeological 

"nr.rey 
prior lo

further developmenL at HPS. Mr. Forman stated that there is a NEpA
reguirement for such surveys and that he believed a document might be in
exis tence.

The finaL discussion centered on the status of radiological surveys at
Parcel- c and Parcel D. The substance of this discussion is summarized in the
meeting minutes of the January RAB and in Mrs. Lowmanrs power point
presenEat ion,  current  Radio logical  rssues rTanuary 23,  2oo3.parcel  E
radiological operations were not discussed in either the subcommittee or
fu1l  RAB.

The Draft IIRA issued March 29, 2002 identif ies parcel E to harbor
numerous buildings and sites undergoing radiological survey. The most
s igni f icant  of  which is  the parcel  E ]andf i l l .  ( IFcOL/21) .  The 1991 phase I
radio logicaL invest igat ion ident i f ied 7 radioact ive sources bel ieved to be
emanating from radium in soil, radon gas and radium containing devices. An
interim RcFtA cap was placed that covers l itt le more than gzt of the
1andfil1. The ATSDR reports that landfi l l  soil covering d.isposed materials
is both shallow and inconsistent in depth.

Additional survey sites on Parcel E includ.e building 405, believed to
have been a storehouse for  radiat ion sources or  devices.  Bui ld ing 4L4,
beLieved to have been a storehouse for radioactive waste. suilding 506 was
the former NRDI' headquarters. Building 502 was the NRDL bioLogicar
laboratory.  Bui ld ing 508 was the NRDL heaLth physics lab.  eui ia ing so9,^ras
an animal irradiation faciLity. BuiJ.ding 707 was used to store drums of
radioactive waste. Building ?08 was an NRDL biomedical- facil i ty. Building
820 housed the NRDL cyclotron and Buildings 830 and 831 were used. as animal
kennels and breeding facil i t ies for animals irradiated in NRDrJ experimengs.

MEETTNG ANNOT'NCEMEMT
The March meeting of the Radiological subcommittee of the Hps

Restorat ion.A.dvisory Board wi l l  be held on Wednesday evening,  March 26,  2oo3
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f rom 6-8pm at  the of f ice of  L i teracy for  Envi ronmental  Just ice located at

6220  Th i rd  S t ree t  a t  Pau l .  P lease  RSVP to  (415 )835 -4763
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HPS Membership & Bylaws Subcommittee Meeting Notes
Meeting Minutes for 1l February 2003,6-8pm
San Francisco Public Library, Anna E. Waden Branch

The subcommittee meeting was called to order by Keith Tisdell, RAB member and Subcommittee Leader,
at 6:00pm. In attendance at the meeting were Melita Rines, RAB member, Charles Dacus, RAB member,

and Lea Loizos, Community member. Topic on the agenda: (1) reviewing the RAB membership
application.

Lea Loizos, from ARC Ecology had submitted her RAB membership application for review. She is a staff
scientist at ARC Ecology. The previous ARC Ecology member, Chris Shirley has stepped down from the

RAB and based on this information, Lea's application was unanimously accepted for approval.

. Motion to the RAB - Accept the membership applicationfor Lea Loizos, ARC Ecologt
under the Environmental Organix,ations category. This category total will remain at 5.

The meeting adjoumed at6:25pm.

Community Based
Non-profit

Environmental Organizations Local Businesses
Resident
"at largett

Barbara Bushnell
(R.O.S.E.S.)

Lynne Brown
(Communities First Coalition)

Lani Asher
(Artist on the Shipyard)

Marie Franklin

Charles Dacus
(R.O.S.E.S.)

Karen Pierce
(HEAP)

Maurice Campbell
(New Calif. Media, SF Bayview)

Kevyn Lutton

Helen Jaclson
(All Hallows Gardens)

Lea Loizos (pending RAB approval)
(ARC Ecology)

Marie Harrison
(Green Action)

Keith Tisdell

Jesse Mason

@ayview Advocates)
Ahimsa Sumchai
(Health & Env Resource Center)

Mitsuyo Hasegawa
(JRM & Assoc.)

Sulu Palega
(HP Boys and Girls Club)

Ray Tompkins
(BVHP Coalition on the Env.)

J.R. Manuel
(JRM & Assoc.)

Dorothy Peterson
(Shoreview Residents Assoc.)

Leilani Wright
(JRM & Assoc.)

Melita Rines
(krdia Basin Neighborhood Assoc.)

Georgia Oliva
(Artist on the Shipyard)

Caroline Washington
(Network for Elders)

Category Total Category Total Category Total Category Total

8 (Full) 7 3
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UCSF CLINICAL LABS E ooz02 !25 !2003  08 :43  FA I  415  353  180 {

This public summaty summarizos information presented in 'tle documcnt rcfcncd to bclow.
Neilher the document nor the public summery hes been reu.iewcd hy lhc rcgulatory ogcncics.

Public Sumrnaryz Draft Addendum to the Fie,rl $ompling Plan for Confirmation
Sampling and Analysis Plan Parcel B Remedial Action
Hunters Point Shipyard, San Francisco, Galifornia

This drcument summarizes the "l-inal Sampling and Analysis Plan ISAPJ lor the Parcel E
Shoreline lnvestigation at Hunters Point Shipyard fl lPSl, 9an Fmncisa, Califontia." Ihe U-S.
Department ot the Navy (NaW inilialed the Parcel E shorelire rayestrgafion SAP to ohtain
additional soil data to suppori emedial activitiu at Paryel Et.

Background; The Navy conducted excavation astivities ac iacent tro the Farcel B sl'rorElirre al
lnslallation Restoration (lR) Sites 07 (1R47) and lR-26lo r€move contaminants from the soil
without thraalening the integritv of nearby strqctures arrrl slroreling ptalsr:tiun, Several
cxcavalionc were halted before all conlenrinate6 nlgtgrial rrruftJ bn rBrrruvcd rluc tu potential
intrusion olwater hom eon l-rancisso Bay and l:'ss of stabilil;y irr thu lrriulirrg riprap- As a tesull.
several ercavation sidewalls adpcent to the shore contaan r;r)flagflffitisos of analytes that
excaed current cleanup goals for Pareel B suil. Analytes of potetllial r:orrurslrr rurrrairrilg a[ l.lre
shoreline interior include metals, Desticides, and golychlorinilted biphenyls (PCB). Petroleum
hydrocarbon compounds alsg werg dgtected. Data rjullculrrJ dulirrg llre ilrvesUgaUult will be
used to determine whetrer anal\rtes afe gfesent in the shonilline area at concentrations
exceeding Parcel B cleanup qoals.

Parcel B Shoreline Investigation: The Parcel B sl'lurelirre irrvestigation will be uinduclcd irr
Fall 2002 and will consist of collmtion and analysis of soil somples from Sre shoreline area of
Parcrl E.

Nert Stttrs. Tltrz Navy will use suil rJata ubtairretl during tlr',r shqreline investigation to
determine whether analytes are present in the shoreline arefl at concentrations exceeding
Faruel B r:lealrul.r guals. l[ culuelrtru]iurrs crf lnetals. pesUgirlps. PGgs. rrr TPH-extractables
crcgeu ulealup guals. tlrcrr lJrut;e atralytes will be idetrtilied iis analytes of coltcern and
adtiitiorgl sanrplilrg atrd arralysis rruy be lrroposerJ to deterrrirre furlher autiort.

lnformation Repositories: A corrrplete copy of ilre SAP fi: Ure Parr.el B shurclirrc investigaliurr
is available to members of the community at:

f.,+
n -L... 

-7
i:.rL;,h t\(

I

Sarr Frcnciscu Mairr Liblafy
100 Larttirr Sh'eBt
Govel rl llrenl I t r lol l rratiur r Ccr lter . 5U r Fkrul
San Francisco. CA 94102
Teleplrorre. (415) 557*+500

Arrna [i, Warjett Ubraty
5075 Tlrirrl Shcet
Surr Frurrcisstt, CA 94124
Telephone: (41 5) 715-41 00

The SAP is also availablc to cornmunity members uPon regllt?st to the Navy- For more inbrnration
about environmental investigation and deanup at HPS, conlfrct Mr. Keith Forman of he Navy at
(019) 532-0913 (telephone), (G19) 532-0995 (fax), or formarrlcs@efdsw.navfac.navy.mil (e'tnail).

Raceivad Fab-25-?003 09:36an Frorl lS 353 1801 Io-BECHTEL llATl0l|AL Pue 002
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Arc Ecology
833 Market Street I San Francisco, California 94103

phone: 415 4951786 o fax: 415 495 1781 t e-mail: lealoizos@mindspring.com

February 27,2003

Subject: An Open Letter to the Hunters Point Shipyard RAB

On February 25,2003 Ms. Ahimsa Sumchai distributed a letter regarding Arc Ecology to
a number of officials and individuals involved in the cleanup of the Hunters Point
Shipyard and Restoration Advisory Board. While Arc Ecology rarely responds to letters
of this sort, out of respect for the RAB, the hard work of the individuals involved in the
cleanup process, and in the general interest of public transparency we are providing a
formal response to the confused and confusing allegations and misrepresentations
presented in Ms. Sumchai's letter.

1. Status of Ms. Loizos' membership on the RAB.

Ms. Sumchai makes the comment that Ms. Loizos assumed the leadership of the MB's
TRC without having been approved by the full RAB as a member. On both points we
would disagree with Ms. Sumchai. First Ms. Sumchai seems to be confused as to the
status of Arc Ecology's involvement in the RAB. Since the RAB was founded at Arc
Ecology's request in 1993, we have held an organizational seat on this body to which
we were recommended by Congresswoman Nancy Pelosi, then Mayor Frank Jordan,
and the Chair of the San Francisco Board of Supervisor's Base Closure Committee
Kevin Shelly. Since that time four Arc staff members have represented us to this body:
myself, Dr. Donald Meyers, Ms. Christine Shirley, and now Ms. Loizos. Arc Ecology's
organizational involvement as a member of the RAB is consistent with both general
DOD RAB Guidance as well as Navy implementing guidelines, and constitutes one of
the categories of membership for the RAB. Thus, the change experienced by the RAB
was not in our status as members of this body, but rather with the individual
representing Arc to the RAB. Furthermore, Arc's attendance has been unflagging,
participating in some 1 10 RAB meetings over the last decade.

As to the issue of the leadership of the Technical Review Committee, Arc has made no
assumption that we would continue to chair this committee; although we are willing to
continue to serve in that capacity. lt is our belief that the most important attribute for this
position is competence and we have every faith in Ms. Loizos. Since Ms. Sumchai
mentioned Parcel E, I would like to point out that in December, Ms. Loizos completed
the vwiting of a summary report on the status of information and procedural review
regarding the landfill. The report was compiled under Ms. Shirley's supervision and has
been looked over by the City, Regulators and the Navy. As far as I understand, the
Report has been well received and is considered a fair and technically accurate
representation of the facts at hand. Having represented Arc Ecology on the Mare lsland
and Alameda RABs for over ayear, Ms. Loizos has demonstrated her competency to
our satisfaction as well as the satisfaction of the regulators overseeing those cleanups.

I We would be happy to provide references for Ms. Loizos.
U

2. Stability of the Position of TRC chairpersonship
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Ms. Sumchai makes the point of the importance of stability within this position and we
could not agree more. Aside from the Navy, the EPA, the DTSC, no other entity has
been more consistently involved in the cleanup of the Shipyard - not even the City. For
the past twenty years Arc Ecology has helped the BVHP community understand and
participate in the decisions affecting their health and well being regarding the Shipyard.
For the last eight years, Chris Shirley has represented Arc Ecology on the RAB, for the
last seven she has chaired the RAB's TRC; from Arc Ecology's point view we believe
that attending monthly RAB meetings for a decade and BCT meetings for eight years
constitutes reliable stable service. Indeed, Arc Ecology's presence on the RAB
represents one of the longest consistent community technical assistance programs
addressing base closures in the nation and we are the only entity to have served on the
RAB consistently since its inception.

3. Chris Shirley's unannounced departure from the RAB was conducted in a
manner that was unprofessional and undiplomatic

I agree that it was unfortunate that Chris was not able to notify the RAB about her
departure in person. But while that would have been preferable from our point of view
and Arc would have certainly been happier with more time to close out Chris' work, the
fact of the matter is that she has the right to pursue her own career. Chris found another
job at twice the wages we were able to pay her, with better working hours, but
unfortunately was given only two weeks to conclude her responsibilities to us. These
are the simple circumstances of the marketplace. To be held responsible for changes
people make to meet their objectives in life is akin to being held responsible for the
weather.

We also object to the characterization that Ms. Shirley's departure was handled in an
unprofessional manner. During the two weeks prior to Chris' absence, she moved
rapidly to orient Lea and get her ready for the tasks she was to be responsible for. As
luck would have it, we were already in the process of training Lea to undertake the job
of Community Technical Services coordinator for the Windows project, so in actual fact
the transition has been rather seamless.

Once again I must state that thus far I have gotten nothing but good reports about Lea's
work. As a result I must reject the notion that anything unusual or irresponsible occurred
as a result of Chris' new opportunity. We at Arc are grateful for the time she spent with
us contributing her substantial skills at the tremendously discounted salary this
organization was able to afford during her stay.

4. The expectation that an ARC representative will continue as leader of the TRC
is totally outside of sound judgment and is fully motivated by the organizations
political and conflict of interest financial gain.

This comment is just plain silly. Arc receives no financial benefit from serving as TRC
committee chair. The status has not helped our fundraising nor has it resulted in an
increase in any other source of income. lt is important to keep in mind that Arc Ecology
chairs RAB TRC's at both Mare lsland and Alameda as well. At one point we
additionally chaired the technical committee of the Treasure lsland RAB. All these
chairpersonships have afforded us is the ability to demonstrate the faith and support
that RABs and communities around the Bay have in our technical staff, and anyone
individually would be sufficient demonstration for our funders. Nevertheless our
technical prowess stands on its own. Our staff enjoys the confidence of our peers and
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the regulatory agencies. This confidence is neither enhanced nor diminished by our
status on the committee. As to our nefarious political agenda and conflict of interest: Arc
Ecology's sole agenda with regard to the RAB and the cleanup is that the community
have a voice in the decisions affecting their health and environment, and that the
remedial response be Proposition P compliant.

5. I would like the membership and bylaws committee and the TRC committee to
force fullfinancial disclosure from ARC with regard to it's conflict of interest city
funding and political bounty it is reaping from the Mayo/s Office of the City and
County of San Francisco.

As a nonprofit corporation, Arc Ecology's financial reporting is open to the public as a
matter of course. Individuals wishing to look at these statements are welcome to make
an appointment. We expect our latest federal tax filing to be available on-line shortly on
Guidestar.com.

However we have no problem with transparency. In so far as the bounty we have been
reaping from the City and State, these funds are also a matter of public record:

SFDoE: Arc Ecology has a three-year contract with the San Francisco Department of
the Environment to develop, staff and maintain a public information clearinghouse and
an educational program in the Bayview on the Shipyard's cleanup. A portion of this
contract thus far has been subcontracted out to the Bayview Community Advocates for
the use of their offices on Third Street and project support. In return for SFDoE's
funding, Arc Ecology has commented on every cleanup document available for our
review, attended over 40 public meetings providing insight and expertise on the cleanup
of the shipyard, and has provided an environmental scientist to focus on the Shipyard.
We have outfitted a public information library on the cleanup, provided a computer for
public access, a W linked to the computer to play environmental cleanup training
video's (and to use for larger presentations) and we have assigned one of our staff
scientist to staff the Window site two days a week. Working together with the
Community First Coalition we helped change the strategy for methane treatment on
Parcel E; with funding from the DoE we have put together a community briefing paper
on the landfill, which is being distributed in the community, the report is the first
comprehensive approach to educating the public on the very complex landfill issue. And
this is only a portion of what we've done and the impact we have had. lf we were a DoD
contractor, the bills would be five times what we are charging for half the amount of
product.

CALFED: Arc Ecology is the Fiscal Agent of a six organization,2 year contract to
develop a wetlands rehabilitation strategy for Yosemite Slough. Through our partners
and subcontractors Literacy for Environmental Justice, the Golden Gate Audubon
Society, and the University of San Francisco we are employing 20 neighborhood high
school students conducting wildlife and plant surveys and water quality sampling from
Yosemite Slough. Through our partners and subcontractors the Bayview Community
Advocates and Clean Water Fund we are attempting to compile a cultural history of the
Yosemite Watershed including how the community used the resource documenting
what was lost through the development of the Navy base and Candlestick Point to
provide the basis for restoring Yosemite Slough. Finally together with our partner and
subcontractor The Alliance for a Clean Water Front, we are attempting to address the
sewage outfall and overflow problems impacting the slough and the neighborhood. Two
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of the six project partners are BVHP based organizations, setting our neighborhood
partnership rate at33% - a much higher local contacting rate than the Navy and most
City projects.

MOED: Finally, over the course of the Spring and Summer, Arc Ecology was under
contract with the Mayo/s Office of Economic Development to chair a focus group on the
Shipyard conveyance package. This focus group was charged with helping the City
ensure that the contents of the agreement came as close to the desires of BVHP
residents regarding cleanup as could be obtained in a negotiation with the Navy. This
contract involved chairing two-two hour meetings a week for six months, administering
and distributing information, and compiling reports. Furthermore, this contract was the
only such focus group in our memory to actually provide its BVHP residents with a
stipend.

As a result of the projects, our partnerships, overhead and other costs, Arc currently
realizes annually somew'hat less income then the combined earnings of two legislative
aids to members of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors. Furthermore, because
each of these contracts are reimbursement based, we must first loan the money to the
respective agencies in the form of carrying out our programmatic obligations, and have
the results approved by them, before we are refunded for our expenses. The additional
costs of having to raise enough money sufficient to undenanite these projects for our
contracting agencies is not included in either the DoE or MOED agreements.

None of these activities however constitute a violation of any actuat or common ethical
or conflict of interest practice. The Window project disseminates information about the
cleanup, which is obtainable by Arc independently from the RAB. The Yosemite Slough
project is a state grant and the Shipyard poses only one of a number of factors
impacting the health and quality of the South Basin. The contract bypasses all of the
City agencies involved in the Shipyard, so our involvement in this issue was of no
consequence to the award. The State awarded us the contract because of the strength,
credibility, and prestige of the organizations collaborating in the project.

6. Arc Ecology Executive Director Saul Bloom is an appointee of Mayor Willie L.
Brown to the Citizens Committee on the Hunters Point Shipyard, a body that
advises the Redevelopment Agency on the shipyard development.

I would appreciate seeing the information upon which Ms. Sumchai bases her claim that
lwas appointed to the Hunters Point CAC by Mayor Brown: Because lwas an
appointee of Mayor Jordan. My tenure on the CAC began three years before Mayor
Brown took office, and I am concerned that inaccurate information may be circulating. I
am however pleased that Mayor Brown has valued my participation enough to continue
my membership on that Committee. The primary difference between our participation on
the two committees is that I was appointed as myself to the CAC, wtrereas Arc Ecology
was originally appointed to the RAB. To my knowledge being a member of the CAC
does not pose a conflict of interest.

7. Bloom has actively advocated the transfer of Parcel A, despite his prior
allegiance to Proposition P, and has worked with Brown, Supervisor Maxwell
and Jesse Blout of the MOED to advance the transfer.

The above is also a matter of public record. I have long been an advocate for the
transfer of ParcelA provided that it meets Proposition P criteria. I have also stated on
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From: "ahimsa sumchai" <asumchai@hotmail.com>
>>To; formanks@efdsw. navfac. navy. m i I
>>Subject: lnterim Leadership - Technical Review Committee HPS RAB
>>Date: Mon,24 Feb2003 01.26:42 +0000

Dear Mr. Forman.
I want to express my concern that their be stable leadership for the Technical Review

Committee of the RAB during the vacumn left by the abrupt departure of Christine
Shirley from the RAB Board. Historically and in many jurisdictions, RAB'S evolved from
Technical Review Committees and the HPS TRC has played a central role in monitoring
the Parcel E landfill and the extent of toxic cleanup at HPS.
I am aware that efforts are underfoot to seat an individual representing ARC Ecology as

the chair of the TRC despite the fact that she has not been voted onto the RAB. This
individual attended the meeting of the Radiological subcommittee held in January and
announced herself to be a RAB member although I had never met her.
I have specific concerns that I will pressure the RAB to seek full disclosure on. I feel

that Christine Shirleys unannounced departure from the RAB was conducted in a
manner that was unprofessional and undiplomatic. The expectation that an ARC
representative will continue as leader of the TRC is totally outside of sound judgement
and is fully motivated by the organizations political and conflict of interest financial gain.

Should ARC Ecology's representative seek to the chair the TRC I would like the
membership and bylaws committee and the TRC committee to force full financial
disclosure from ARC with regard to it's conflict of interest city funding and political
bounty it is reaping from the Mayor's Office of the City and County of San Francisco.
Namely, I am prepared to show the following facts:

1. Arc Ecology Executive Director Saul Bloom is an appointee of Mayor Willie L. Brown
to the Citizens Committee on the Hunters Point Shipyard, a body that advises the
Redevelopment Agency on the Shipyard development. Bloom has actively advocated
the transfer of Parcel A, despite his prior allegiance to Proposition P, and has worked
with Brown, Supervisor
Maxwell and Jesse Blout of the MOED to advance the transfer.

2. Arc Ecology currently receives grant funding from several city sources including the
Department of the Environment for a State funded, city affocated project to monitor the
Parcel E landfill. Additionally, Arc received grant funding for a window on the Hunters
Point shipyard and is rumored to have received funding from the Mayors Office of
Economic Development.

The TRC leadership needs to be directed by an individual without financial conffld 6
interest and verifiable political and monetary gain from HPS cleanup activities. I believe
this is nost in keeping with the spirit of the RAB.

Ahimsa
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O Dear Ms. Rooney:

JLA.4sh

Enclosure

CLEAN 3 Program
Bechtel Job No. 23818
Contract No. N-687 ll -9 5 -D-7 526
File Code: 0216
IN REPLY REFERENCE: CTO-007/0363

April3,2003

Contracting Officer
Naval Facilities Engineering Command
Southwest Division
Ms. Karen Rooney, Code 02Rl
1220Pacific Highway
San Diego, CA 92132-5190

Subject: Public Information Materials/Restoration AdvisoryBoard (RAB) Meeting for
27 February 2003 for the Hunters Point Shipyard

Enclosed for your files, please find copies of the Public Information Material Packet for the
Hunters Point Shipyard, Restoration Advisory Board meeting held on 27 February 2003. This
Public Information Material Packet contains the final Reporter's Transcript from that meeting.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (415) 768-9917 or Angela Williams, at
(619) 7M-3007.

Verytrulyyours,

#^(,fu&"Janet L. Argyres
Project Manager

4/3/2003,I 1:13 AM, r l:\clean3\cto\hunters point\cto 0O7\rab\public info materials\feb transmittal;tublic info packet.doc

1230 Columbia Sreet, Suite 400

San Diego, CA 92 | 0 | -8502 USABECHTEL EI{YIROIIMENTAL, I  I {C.
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BECHTEL EI{VIRONMENTAL, INC.

CLEAN 3 TRAIISMITTAL/DELIYERABLE RECEIPT
Contract No. N-6871 I -95-D-7 526 Document Control No. CTO-007/0363

File Code: 0216

TO Contracting Offrcer
Naval Facilities Engineering Command
Southwest Division
Ms. Karen Rooney, 02Rl
1220Paciftc Highway
San Diego, CA 92132-5190

DATE:
CTO #:
LOCATION:

April 3,2003
007
Hunters Point Shipyard

FROM:

DESCRIPTION: Public Information Materials/Restoration Advisory Board (\$|tv[egting

for27 Februarv 2003

TYPE:

VERSION:

Contract Deliverable
(Cost)

CTO Deliverable Other: X

0N/A

(Technical)

REVISION NO:
(e.g., Draft, Draft Final, Final, etc.)

ADMIN RECORD: Yes lT] No n U.S. EPA Category Confidential

(PM to Identify)

SC}IEDULEDDELIVERYDATE: N/A ACTUALDELIVERYDATE: 4/3/03

NUMBEROFCOPIES SUBMITTED: O/4C/58

COPIES TO (Include Name, Navy Mail Code, and No. of Copies):

SWDIV:

Basic ContracJ File, 02Rl (lC)

BECHTEL:

J. Areres (lC)

OTHER @isnibution done by Bechtel):

C. Trombadore, U.S. EPA (0C/lE)

L. Chapman,06B2.LC (O) R. Keichline (1C) J. Jorgensen-Risk, ITSI (OC/IE)

D. Silva- 4MG.DS (lCl3E) PDCC (lcllE)

D. DeMars. 06CH.DD (lcltE)
K. Forman, 06CC.KF (lcllE)

Date/Time Received

O = Original Transmittal Sheet
C = Copy Transmittal Sheet
E = Enclosure

4t3l2OO3,l l:13 AM, r l:\clean3\cto\hunters point\cto o07\rab\public info materials\feb transmittaliublic info packet.doc
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