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side for promising new products. ¢
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tle’The company was also dogged
-by reports it had been overaggres-
sive in marketing its drugs between
1985 and 1994, particularly Protro-
pin, the genetically engineered ver-
sion of human growth hormone.
The drug was approved for use in
hormone-deficient children, but
federal authorities contended the
company was promoting its use in
children who were just small for
their age and for other uses not ap-
proved by the Food and Drug Ad-
ministration.

In 1999, Genentech pleaded
guilty to a felony and agreed to pay
the government $50 million to set-
tle the matter.

The same year, the company
aid the University of California
200 million to settle a long-run-

ning patent dispute over genetical-
ly engineered human growth hor-
mone. An earlier trial, in which ju-
rors failed to reach a verdict on
patent infringement, revealed that
a Genentech scientist had snatched
copies of the growth-hormone gene
from his old university laboratory.
However, company scientists said
the material was not used to devel-
op Protropin.

Levinson said the cases were set-
tled to remove the financial uncer-
tainties facing the company. “I like
rolling the dice in science,” he said.
“I don't like rolling the dice in busi-
ness.”
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i MOFFETT FIELD

SSIC NO. 5090.3
The Public is Invited to Review and Comment on the
Proposed Plan for Installation Restoration Program

Site 22 Golf Course Landfill

The U.S. Department of the Navy, the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, and the San Francisco Regional Water Quality Control Board invite the
public to comment on the Proposed Plan for the Installation Restoration Program
Site 22, a Golf Course Landfill at Moffett Federal Airfield. The Golf Course
Landfill was used primarily for disposal of municipal waste from about 1950 to
1967. Environmental investigations have revealed that there is no waste exposed
to the surface of Site 22, however, the potential risk to human health exists if
buried landfill refuse is brought to the surface by burrowing animals. The purpose
of the Proposed Plan is to present the altematives evaluated for their
effectiveness in protecting human heaith and the environment.

The Proposed Plan for Site 22 was developed pursuant with the
requirements of the Comprehensive Environmentat Response, Compensation
and Liability Act, also known as “Superfund,” and evaluates four potential
remedial (cleanup) altematives against the nine criteria for Superfund remedial
actions in the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency
Plan. The following four remedial alternatives were evaluated: (1) No Action; (2)
Biotic Barrier; (3) Multi-fayer Landfill Cap; (4) Excavation and Off-Site Disposal.

The Navy’s preferred aitemative is Altemative 2, installation of a biotic
barrier, which is made up of layers of soil, gravel, cement, and cobblestone to
prevent animals from burrowing into the landfill and minimize the potential for
human exposure to the refuse. Alternative 2 includes long-term monitoring of
groundwater and landfill gas that may be created as organic materials
decompose. Altemative 2 also includes imposing institutional controls for the site
that will restrict future land uses. Alternative 2 meets eight of the nine criteria for
evaluating remedial alternatives as required by federal regulations. The ninth
criterion, Public Acceptance, will be determined after the public comment period
ends and public comments have been evaluated. The preferred altemative can
change in response to public comments or new information.

The Navy and regulatory agencies are making the Proposed Plan for
Site 22 available for public review and comment. After careful review and
consideration of public input, a decision will be made on the alternative to be
chosen as the remedial action.

Public Comment Period - The 30-day public comment period for the
Proposed Plan for Site 22 is from April 2, 2001 to May 9, 2001. Comments may
be mailed to Ms. Andrea Muckerman, Moffett Field BRAC Environmental
Coordinator, at Southwest Division Naval Facilities Engineering Command, 1220
Pacific Highway, Code 06CH.AM, San Diego, Califomia, 92132-5190, faxed to
(619) 532-0995, or e-mailed to muckermanam@efdsw.navfac.navy.mil. She may
also be reached by calling (619) 532-0911.

Public Meeting - The Navy and the U.S. EPA will hold a public meeting
to present the contents of the Proposed Plan and the preferred alternative, and to
solicit public comments. Written and oral comments will be accepted at the
meeting. The meeting will be held on April 26, 2001 from 7 - 9 p.m. at the
Location: Mountain View City Council Chambers, 500 Castro Street,
Mountain View, CA 94041.

Public Documents - To review more documents about Site 22, the
Navy’s Installation Restoration Program, or other project reports, you may visit the
information repository at the Mountain View Public Library, 585 Franklin Street,
Mountain View, CA 94041, (650) 903-6337. You may also request to review
documents in the Administrative Record file for Moffett Federal Airfield maintained
at Southwest Division Naval Facilities Engineering Command, 1220 Pacific
Highway, San Diego, CA 92132-5190. Please contact Ms. Muckerman for more
information.

Public comments play an important role in the outcome of
environmental cleanup projects. You are encouraged to attend the public
meeting and voice your opinion about the analysis of alternatives presented in the
Proposed Plan for Site 22, or to mail in your written comments.

THE NAVY WELCOMES YOUR INPUT!

P

wai

The

Boar

Pub
inclu
utilify
future
supp
|mpr |
requi
requi
not ¢
zone
wate
recol
for a
d" Wi
or zc

9:40

Heac
570(¢
SanJ
Bloss:

All o
the Di
activi
watel

the of

At the
of a

an
they f
of tﬁe
appet
ot sai
the w
basec
hearii
detert
shoult
if the
roun
shall |
law, ¢
faciliti
ensuir
begin

Dated
Signer
Deput

Sant
The F

Reasona
wishin

of the



PROOF OF PUBLICATION

San Jose Mercury News

750 RIDDER PARK

DRIVE

SAN JOSE, CALIFORNIA 95190

IN THE

City of San Jose
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA

Katz and Associates, Inc.
Attn: Rashee Rohatgi
4250 Executive Square, Suite 670
La Jolla, CA 92037
Legal ad No. 8024-L

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

) SS.

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA)

The undersigned, being first duly sworn, deposes :
at all times hereinafter mem::lied ‘:l’lmt wa.n‘a;nd"{sﬂnTil::‘
citizen of the United States, over the age of eighteen years, and
not a party to nor interested in the above entitled
and was at and during all said times and still is the principal
clerk of the printer and publisher of the Sam Jose Mercary News
anewspaper of general circulation printed and published daily
in the city of San Jose in said County of Santa Clara, State of
California, that said San Jose Mercury News is and was at all
times herein mentioned a newspaper of general circulation a:
that term is defined by Sections 6000 and following, of the
Government Code of the State of California, and, as provided by
said sections, is published for the dissemination of local or tele-[
graphic news and intelligence of a general character, having a
bona fide subscription list of paying subscribers,and is not devoted
to the interests or published for the entertainment or instruction
of a particular class, professional, trade, calling, race or denomi-

The Public Is Invited to Review and Comment on the
Proposed Plan for Installation Restoration Program

Site 22 Golf Course Landfili

The U.S. Department of the Navy, the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, and the San Francisco Reglonal Water Quality Control Board invite the
public to comment on the Proposed Plan for the Installation Restoration Program
Site 22, a Golf Course Landfill at Moffett Federal Airfield. The Golf Course
Landfill was used primarily for disposal of municipal waste from about 1950 to
1967. Environmental investigations have revealed that there is no waste exposed
to the surface of Site 22, however, the potential risk to human health exists if
buried {andfill refuse is brought to the surface by burrowing animals. The purpose
of the Proposed Plan Is to present the altematives evaluated for their
effectiveness in protecting human health and the environment.

The Proposed Plan for Site 22 was developed pursuant with the
requirements of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation
and Liability Act, also known as “Superfund,” and evaluates four potential
remedial (cleanup) alternatives against the nine criteria for Superfund remedial
actions in the National Ol and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency
Plan. The following four remedial altematives were evaluated: (1) No Action; (2)
Biotic Barrier; (3) Multi-layer Landfill Cap; (4) Excavation and Off-Site Disposal.

The Navy’s preferred altemative is Alternative 2, installation of a biotic
barrier, which is made up of layers of soll, gravel, cement, and cobblestone to
prevent animals from burrowing into the landfiti and minimize the potential for
human exposure to the refuse. Altemative 2 includes long-term monitoring of
groundwater and landfill gas that may be created as organic materials
decompose. Alternative 2 also includes imposing institutional controls for the site
that will restrict future land uses. Altemative 2 meets eight of the nine criteria for
evaluating remedial alternatives as required by federal regulations. The ninth
criterion, Public Acceptance, will be determined after the public comment period
ends and public comments have been evaluated. The preferred altemnative can
change in response to public comments or new information.

The Navy and regulatory agencies are making the Proposed Plan for
‘Site 22 avallable for public review and comment. After careful review and
consideration of public input, a decision will be made on the altemative to be
chosen as the remedial action.

Public Comment Period - The 30-day public comment period for the

nation, or for the entertainment and instruction of any number of
such classes, professionals, trades, callings, races or demomina-
tions; that at all times said newspaper has been established,
printed and published in the said city of San Jose in said County
and State at regular intervals for more than one year preceding
the first publication of the notice herein mentioned; that said
notice was set in type not smaller than nonpareil and was pre-
ceded with words printed in black-face type not smaller than non-
pareil, describing and expressing in general terms, the purport
and character of the notice intended to be given; that the clipping
of which is annexed is a true printed copy, was published and
printed in said newspaper on the following dates, to-wit:

April 1,2001

Dated at San Jose, California
this 2™ day of April,2001

I declarﬁ under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is tru :

Signed...x/x
Principal clerk

Proposed Plan for Site 22 is from April 2, 2001 to May 9, 2001. Comments may
be mailed to Ms. Andrea Muckerman, Moffett Field BRAC Environmental
Coordinator, at Southwest Division Naval Facilities Engineering Command, 1220
Pacific Highway, Code 06CH.AM, San Diego, California, 82132-5190, faxed to
(619) 532-0995, or e-mailed to muckermanam@efdsw.navfac.navy.mil. She may
also be reached by calling (619) 532-0911.
Public Meeting - The Navy and the U.S. EPA will hold a public meeting
to present the contents of the Proposed Pian and the preferred alterative, and to
solicit public comments. Written and oral comments will be accepted at the
meeting. The meeting will be held on April 26, 2001 from 7 -9 p.m. at the
Location: Mountain View City Council Chambers, 500 Castro Street,
Mountain View, CA 84041.
Public Documents - To review more documents about Site 22, the
Navy’s Installation Restoration Program, or other project reports, you may visit the
information at the Mountain View Pubiic Library, 585 Franklin Street,
Mountain View, CA 94041, (650) 903-6337. You may also request to review
i documents in the Administrative Record file for Moffett Federal Alrfield maintained

at Southwest Division Naval Facilities Engineering Command, 1220 Pacific
Highway, San Diego, CA 92132-5180. Ptease contact Ms. Muckerman for more
nformation.

F;ubﬂcmhplayanhwbntwbhmeouand
environmental cleanup projects. You are encouraged to attend the public

M&&/x. meeting and volce your opinion about the analyais of altematives presented In the
of the printeland publisher of the San Jose| Proposed Pian for Site 22, or to mall In your written )

THE NAVY WELCOMES YOUR INPUT!
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DESCRIPTION: Proof of Publication of Site 22 Golf Course Landfill Proposed Plan
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Community Relations Katz & Assodates, Inc.
Public Affairs Consulting 4250 Exccutive Square, Suite 670
Marketing Communications La Jolla, CA 92037

Tel (838) 452-003)

Fan (838) 532-8437

infokat Zundassodiates com

wiwiw katzandassociates.com

April 6, 2001

Luis Rivero

Foster Wheeler Environmental Corporation
1230 Columbia Street, Suite 640

San Diego, CA 92101

RE:  Community Relations Support for Moffett Federal Airfield
: Transmittal: Site 22 Proposed Plan Public Notice

Dear Mr. Rivero:

I am pleased to submit the proof of publication of the Site 22 Golf Course Landfill
Proposed Plan Public Notice. The notice was published in the San Jose Mercury News
on 01 April 2001. Enclosed are several copies to be distributed by the Foster Wheeler

document control specialist as indicated in the table below. If you have any questions
about this notice or other Community Relations tasks, please do not hesitate to call me at

858-452-0031 x390.

Very truly yours,

e

Karen Linehan
Community Relations
Moffett Federal Airfield

Attachment: 1 copy Publit Notice



