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I have had an opportunity to review workplan portion of the subject document.

I noted a few typos and questionable items which you might want to consider
for cleanup at your workshop on August 26. They are as follows:

Page 1 - Do we know for sure at this point in time that the POLA construction

plans call for a 5-foot deep excavation. POLA has yet to take any

geotechnical samples. Also, the workplan does not mention the fact that POLA
will be taking geotechnical samples once it has a license from the Navy to do

so. Of course, they would have to have their own workplan and health and

safety plan approved by DTSC.

Page 1 - In 1.2.1, second line, the reference should be to the "Cities of Los

Angeles and Long Beach." Port of Los Angeles and Long Beach property lines do
not extend into the Naval Station.

Page 1 - Where did the reference to 1938 come from? I was under the

9ression that the Navy first acquired property in 1940.

Page 3 - The reference to "Long Beach Harbor West Basin" is incorrect. Also,
it seems to me that San Pedro Bay extends to the breakwater and that the

Pacific Ocean designation is probably incorrect.

Page 4 - In the first line there is a reference to a commissary. Is this a
reference to the old commissary which has been replaced by the facility on the
south side of Seaside Avenue?

Page 4 - Typo "gology."

Page 6 - Typo "in in"

Page 15 - "Under current conditions, the access to the site is controlled by a
fence." This is inconsistent with the statement at 1.2.1 on page 1 which

states that the site is accessible to the general public.
\

/_On another subject, I sent you an E-Mail on August 19 regarding a Coast Guardh
request to use a site at the end of the mole at Naval Station Long Beach. I /

spoke to the Coast Guard again today and their plans call for a very small |
radar. It won't require a tower or equipment hut, only a 20-foot pole and

very minor equipment requirements on the ground. Perhaps, the whole operation/

could be accomodated within a 4-6 radius. Please let me know as soon as

possible if this will pose a problem for the Navy's cleanup so that I can get I
ck to LTCR Snyder.

Thanks


