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Meeting Subject: Meeting Date: May 12, 1994

MONTHLY STATUS MEETING Meeting Time: 0930
CTO-015, 016, 026 (RI/FS) & 043 (SI)

Attendees: (*Part Time)
Navy Bechtel Other
Alan Lee Krish Kapur John Christopher,DTSC
Chris Leadon John Kluesener Betsy Foley, POLA *
Tom Flare, ROICC Aklile Gessesse* Alvaro Gutierrez, DTSC
Duane Rollefson Ed Morelan Sheryl Lauth, USEPA
David Pease Walter Remsen* Hugh Marley, RWQCB
Randy Holman(BRAC) Dan McNary* Sophia Serda, USEPA
Joseph Joyce Omer Kadaster (Kleinfelder)

Alan Chartrand (Kleinfelder)*
Jacqueline Heskett
Eric Randall *

Additional Distribution (In Addition to Attendees)

Allen Winans, DTSC

Description of Discussion/Action Items: (Next Page)

Background:

This was the monthly progress review meeting for CTOs 015, 016, and 026 regarding the
RI/FSactivities currently being performed at the NavalStation Long Beach (NAVSTA),as well
as the Facilitywide Investigation being performed at the Long Beach Naval Complex. The
progress review meeting for the Site 6B (CTO 043) Site Investigation (SI) was also held at
this time.
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MEETING MINUTES

Item Description of Discussion/ Responsible Due
No ActionsItems _ Individual Date

0T0-043

1. Alan Lee opened the meeting and asked for introductions and reviewed
agenda.

2. Aklilereviewed schedule of CTO-043, Reviewedfield samplingscope. Field
investigationis essentiallycomplete(4/4 to 5/3). A total of 34 soil samples
were collected (17 surface, 9 shallow,and 8 subsurfacesamples).

10 groundwatersampleswere collected(6 @ 10' & 4 @ 17' bgs) using
hydropunchsampling method.

Site geology end hydrogeologywas discussed - depth to groundwaterat the
sRe is approximately7' bgs (similarto Site 6A)
3 groundwatermonitoringwellswere installed- screened5' to 20' bgs. Tidal
influencemonitoringwas performedfor 5 days.

3. .Hugh Marley: Whywere Hydropunchsamplescollected4' belowthe
groundwatertable?

Aklile: DTSC askedfor 5' below the watersurface; however,becauseof the
lack of flow intothe sampler at thisdepth, sampleswere successfully
obtained at 3 to 4' below thewater table.

4. Chris Leadon: Did you find much tidal influence?

Aklile: No, minimal.

5, Aklile: Reviewed planned activitiesfor May. Allen Winans had asked raw
data to be submittedwhen we receive it. Aklile confirmedwe will send it to

DTSC and RWQCB mid-Maywhen all raw data are in. Complete batch not in
until6/6.

6. AIvaro Gutierrez requested that no raw data be submitted until the data
package is complete - send in one batch (electroniccopy is preferable),

Aklile: Agreed.

CTO-015/016

7. Ed Morelan: Summarized field work to date. 18 wells slug tested at Sites 1
through 6A and facility wide.

Data evaluation is in process.

Contingency sampling planned (to be presented in workshop this afternoon).

Initial raw data package sent out to agencies last week.

Pointedout there were some inconsistenciesin electronic/hardcopy data.

8. J. Christopher: Stated that pickingup minor errorsindata is good - shows
QA/QC processis up and running.

9. Sheryl Lauth: Is it a CLP lab?

Ed Morelan: Yes.
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10. Ed Morelan: Tidal influenceis significanton the Mole. On-land groundwater
flow is NE to NW (inland- not towardsthe harbor).

11. Ed Morelan:Inquiredas to the status of ARARsdetermination,(especially
actionspecific)by DTSC.

Alvaro Gutierrez: ARARs compilation is not complete yet, may be ready by
6/94 progressmeeting.

12. Ed Morelan: Mentionedthat some riskassessmentareashave been

identifiedthat needto be streamlined. Askedfor regulatorycontactsfor
David Liu to discussthese issues.

13. John Christopher: Explainedthat David Liu is the seniorcontact/ overseer
for numerousriskassessments. Asked for regularlyscheduledRisk
AssessmentreviewmeetingsbetweenD. Liu (Bechtel),J. Christopher(DTSC),
Jan Corbett (DON), Sophia Serda (USEPA)and Dan Stralka (USEPA). For
EcologicalRisk- John is not sure whothe point personwould be (possibly
Clarence Callahan).

All participantsexceptJan Corbett are in NorthernCalifornia- suggested
face-to-facemeetings. Lookingfor roster.

14. John Christopher:Compilation of ARARs- should be very similarto El Toro,
which is alreadydone (Camp Pendletonalso alreadydone).

15. Alan Lee: Who is the contactfor sediments?

Sophia/Sheryl:Try Clarence - his specializationis ecotoxicology(USEPA
RegionIX in San Francisco).

16. ChrisLeadon: We are using Camp Pendletonas a guide - they are further
alongthan any othersite.

17. Ed Moralan: Data evaluationis continuing. Contingencysamplingto start on
5/23 if all concurtoday - he has alreadytalkedto AllenWinans and we'll send
a packagew/J. Christopherfor Allen to review.

Ed Morelan: Upcomingvery aggressivefield schedule.
AdditionalHydropunchsampling proposedwith monitoringwells to be
installedfor lateraland verticaldefinition. Additionalsurfacesoil sampleswill
also be collected. Ed introducedDan McNary asa lead contactregarding
thefield investigation.

CTO-026

18. Walter Remsen: Schedule of CTO-015/016 still holds. CTO 26 has been
decoupled,and is on its owntrack, as follows:

ReviewedTech Memo #4: Increasedecologicalriskreview. RevisedTech
Memo #4 was issued4/29, agency commentsare due back 5/13.

19. Sheryl Lauth: Needs untilMay 18th for commentson Tech Memo #4.

AlvaroGutierrez: NeedsuntilMay 20th for commentson Tech Memo #4.

20. Alan Lee: O.K., as long as the final approvaldate of 6/10 can still be met.

All agreed commentsby 5/18, final by 6/10.
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21. Walter Remsen: Stressedthat the 6_20mobilizationdate mustbe met, since
MEC subcontractorwill not be available in July. Their nextavailable date is
August (possibly).

We will be revisingthe Fish SamplingPlan to includecollectionof fish for
ecological riskassessment,notjust human health.

RiskAssessmentWork Planwill be revisedto accommodateTech Memo #4

(6/3 to 6/17).

22. Aklile Gessesse: What is the date set for issueof Final Tech Memo #4?

Walter Remsen: 2 weeks afterreceived (May 18th + 14 days -_6th of June),

23. Walter Remsen: Ownerof diving companyto be issueda subcontractwas
killed5/10 - we'll need to give companya week to regroup beforeawarding
contract.

24. Sheryl Lauth: How manyspecies to be collected in fish sampling?

WatterRemsen: We aren't sureyet.

25. John Christopher: Decisionon fishspecies can wait until July.

Allen Chartrand: Agreed,

Sheryl Lauth: Agencieswon't approve Fish SAP until species areselected.

26. John Christopher: Wantsto watch sedimentsampling.

Allen Chartrand: O.K., no problem.

27. Walter Remsen: Estimatesthe overall scheduleto be delayed by
approximately3 months,

Ed Morelan: What isthe impacton CTO-015/016 schedule?

Walter Remsen: Diverswitl inspectthe rip-rap on the Mole first. Sediment
sampleswill alsobe collectedadjacentto the Mole early inthe CTO 26
sampling process.

CTO-O15/016
GEOPHYSICALPRESENTATION

28, Dr. Brian Quinn: Sites1 & 2 - stressed importanceof surfacephysical
features,such as playgroundequipment,which affectgeophysicalsignals.

Indicatedthere is evidenceof metals (perhaps disposal pitsor trenches)in
the vicinity of the playgroundarea on the eastern portionof the sites.

Burn pit area was identifiedin the area where expected - exceptthat a similar
expressionwas also identifiedfurther east underthe ball park.
Concentrationsof metals6' to 12' deep identifiedalong SE edge -
rectangulardistribution.
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29. Hugh Marley: How deep is disposal area? Do we need more than one
boring?

Brian Quinn: 3 to 4' depth for rectangulararea. P!syground- unknown,not
yet sampled; one boringmay suffice.

Sophia Serda: Historicalrecords? DisposalIo_s?

Brian Quinn: Aerial photographshave been examinedpreviously,but were
not usefulfor determinationof depth.

Duane Rollefson: Confirmed Brian'sanswer. The disposalsite is from the
1940s & 50s, no disposallogs exist.

KrishKapur: Pointedout the metalsbeing discussedhave not been
identifiedyet - although it is possiblethere are metalsof concernhere, we
don't knowyet, we'll find out from intrusivework to be performedduring the
second-r0undof field investigations.

Chris Leadon: Can we get 3D picturewith geophysicaltechniques?

BrianQuinn: We attemptedground radar (GPR) profilesin limited areas.
Basedon this information,concentrationsappearto be in upper3' only. Cost
also restrictsthe usage of GPR. High conductivitysoilsdon't lend
themselveswell to GPR. Goodonly for selectedareaswhere soil is
undisturbed.

Brian Quinn: Site 6A - 3 areasof landfillingidentified. Proposedrailroad
spur goes throughan area of fairly clean fill - has higherfractionsof debris,
including metal-containingdebris.

30. Have you comparedthis informationto Aklile'ssubsurfaceinformation?

Ed Morelan: Yes, this confirms samplingwas and is correct.

Betsy Foley: Where arethe Site 6A monitoringwells?

Dan McNary: On the exteriorof the site only;we can provide informationto
you this afternoon.
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