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Dear RAB Member:

Onbehalf of the Moffett FederalAirfield (MFA)Base ClosureTeam andthe Community _.
Co-Chair, you are invitedto ournext RestorationAdvisoryBoard (RAB) meeting. This meeting
will debutMr.RobertMoss' first meetingas ourCommunityCo-Chair. WelcomeMr. Moss.

Ourlast RAB meetingwas held on January11, 1996 at the City of MotmtainView Police/Fire
AdministrationBuildingin Mountain View, CA. Themeetingsummaryis providedas enclosure
(1). Our next RAB meetingwill againbe heldon the set,end Thursdayof the month,February 8,
1996, at theCity of Mountain View Police/FireAdministration Building. Themeetingwill begin
at 7:00 p.m. Theagenda for the meeting is as follows:

7:00-7:02 PM MeetingOverview
7:02-7:04 PM MinutesApproval
7:04-7:20 PM Remedial Project Managers Meeting Report

7:20-7:40 PM SubcommitteeReports
7:40-7:55 PM OU5 and OU1 Status
7:55-8:25 PM Post-RODPublicParticipationPresentation
8:25-8:55 PM Post-ROD Public ParticipationDiscussion
8:55-9:00 PM Agenda/Schedulefor March RAB Meeting

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (415) 244-2563, Mr. Hubert Chartof
this officeat (415) 244-2562, or Mr. Robert Moss, Moffett's Community Co-Chair, at (415) 852-
6018.

Sincerely,

STEPHENCHAO
BRACEnvironmentalCoordinator
MoffettFederalAirfield
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MOFFETT FEDERAL AIRFIELD
RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD MEETING

MEETING MINUTES

CITY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW POLICE/FIRE ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
1000 Villa Street

Mountain View, California

THURSDAY, JANUARY 11, 1996

I. INTRODUCTIONSAND MEETINGOVERVIEW

The Restoration Advisory Board(RAB) for Moffctt FederalAirfield(Moffett Field) met at 7:15 p.m. on

January 11, 1996, in the City of Mountain View Police and FireAdministration Building. The Navy.RAB

Co-Chair, Mr. Stephen Chao, began the meeting by introducinghimself and reviewedthe followingagenda

items for the meeting:

Meeting Overview

Minutes Approval
Remedial Project Manager's (RPM) MeetingReport
Subcommittee Reports
Elections of Community Co-Chair/Vice Co-Chair
Ecological Assessment
Agenda/Schedule for February. 8 RAB Meeting

Mr. Chao announcedthat the public meeting regarding Operable Unit (OL0 1 Sites 1 and 2 landfills is

scheduled to take place on Tuesday, January. 16, 1996 at the Mountain View City Council Chamber. He

encouraged all interested RAB members to attend the public meeting.

II. MEETING MINUTES APPROVAL

Mr. Chao announcedthat themeetingminutesforthe December13, 1995,weredistributedat the door. He

notedthat the RAB willapprovethesemeetingminutesat thenextRABmeeting,February 8, 1996.



III. ELECTIONSOFCOMMUNITYCO-CHAIR/VICECO-CHAIR
V

Mr.PaulLesti,Community.Co-Chair,askedfornominationsto fillthenewcommunityco-chairterm.Mr.

DavidGlickmoved,andMs. CynthiaSieverssecondeda motiontonominateMr.BobMossfor

communityco-chair. Mr. Mosswasapprovedbyunanimousacclamation.

Mr. Lesti asked for nominationsto flu the community vie. co-chairposition. Ms. Sievers moved and Ms."

Mary Vrable seconded a motionto nominateMr. David Glick for the communityvice co-chair position.

Mr. Glick was approved by unanimous acclamation.

Mr.Lestithankedthe RABmembersfortheirsupport.AllthosepresentapplaudedMr. Lestiforhis

serviceas communityco-chair.

IV. REMEDIAL PROJECT MANAGER'S MEETING REPORT

Mr. MichaelBessette,RegionalWater QualityControlBoard (RWQCB),summarizedtheMoffettField

RPMmeetingheldon January. 10, 1996. _lr

A. Site 2 - Landfill

Mr. Bessetteannouncedthat a securityfencewillbe builtto protectthearea surroundingSite 2, to keep

outsideparties fromdisposingof wasteat the landfill. Thefenceis expectedto be constructedin the next

twomonths.

B. Record Of Decision (ROD)

Mr.BessettereportedthattheRPMsdiscussedthe languageto includeintheproposedRODforOU 1.

Threekey concernsrelatedtothewordingwithinthe RODwerediscussed. First,the RPMsdiscussedthe

requirementsfor continuedpumpingoperationsat building191. Thesecondconcerndiscussedwas the

assuranceof publicparticipationaltertheROD is signed. The third concerndiscussedwas thatof

financialassurancefor long-termimplementationofthe remedy. At this time,Mr. Chaucautionedthat all



thattheNavycandoistorequestthefundsnecessaryfromCongress.TheNavy'sabilityto performfuture

workwilldependonthemoneyallocatedfromtheCongressannually.

Mr. PeterStraussaskedMr. Bessettewhetherit is feasibleto developa contingencyplan withinthe ROD

that includestherequirementfor communityinput. Mr. MichaelGill,UnitedStatesEnvironmental

ProtectionAgency(EPA),statedthat the FederalFacilitiesAgreement(FFA)mandatesmanyrequirements

forthe Navyduringpost-RODwork,includingpublicparticipation. -o

Mr. LermySeigel noted that the Navy has committed to cleaning up to a standard based on the anticipated

land use. But, he cautioned, the Navy has not committed to cleaning up the area to a different standard if

the land use changes. For that reason, Mr. Seigel stressed,,the community,may recommend to clean up to a

higher standard.

Ms. Sievers suggested that the RAB contact Congresswoman Anna Eschoo to discuss the status of the

cleanup at Moffett. Ms. Sievers also recommended that the RAB consider meeting with the

congresswoman to require the Department of Defense (DoD) to submit an annual public report detailing the

status of the cleanup at Moiler Field. Mr. Seigel noted that DoD publishes an annual report describingthe

cleanup activities at various bases. However, he stated that he supported contacting Congresswoman

Eshoo and arranging a meeting for interested RAB members.

Mr. ThomasHameyaskedthat theNavy providespecificdocumentationshowingwhythe Navycannot

providethe fundsrequiredby Californialawfor financialassuranceof closure. Mr. Chaosuggestedthat

this issuemaybe placedonthenextagenda. He also requestedthat Ms. Susan

Jun,DepartmentofToxic SubstancesControl(DTSC)makea presentationonpublic participationduring

thepost-RODperiodat theFebruarymeeting.

C. Field Work Update

Mr. Bessette updated the RAB on fieldwork activities. He stated that the secondtracer test will be

conducted in the area of the Iron Curtain. Mr. Bessette announced that there will be an upcoming field trip

in late February.or early March at the Iron Curtain area.



Mr.Bessettereportedthattherearecontinuingoperationsatthe Site9 sourcecontrolmeasures.Issues

regardingthe overflowoftbe systemsintostormdrainswerealsodiscussed.

Mr. Bessettenoted that some contaminantshave beendetectedin theNationalAeronauticsand Space

AdministrationArea of Investigation(AOD6, the storm drainchannelwhichparallelsLindberghAvenue.

Metals, petroleumhydrocarbons(oil andgrease)were detectedat AOI6. Mr. Bessette closedby noting

that the next RPM meetingwill take place on February8, 1996.

V. SUBCOMMITTEE REPORTS

Mr.Chaoaskedthesubcommitteechairsto delivertheirreports.

A. Technical, Historical, and Educational (THE) Subcommittee

Dr.JamesMcClure,HardingLawsonAssociates(consultanttotheMEWcompanies)andTHE

subcommitteechair,beganhisreportbynotingthatthenextmeetingfortheTHESubcommitteehasbeen

scheduledforWednesday,February7,at 7:00p.m.,at theMountainViewSeniorCenter.

Dr.McClurenotedthattheTHESubcommitteeexpressedconcernoverthe revisedfactsheetregardingthe

proposedplanforOUI. Hestatedthatthe THESubcommitteemembersdiscussedtheir concernswiththe

Navy'sconsultants.Dr.McClurestressedtherewere severalconcernsincludingtheperceivedneedto

improvethedefinitionof theedgesof the landfill,theneedfora morerobustmonitoringnetwork,andthe

requirementsforcontinuedpublicparticipation.

Mr.Strausssuggestedthatthe NavyconsiderpresentingtheRODasan interimROD,dueto the

uncertainty,of the data. Mr.ChaorespondedthattheNavywouldreviewthisissue,butthatit washis

beliefthat the RODwillprovidea strongframeworkto addressfuturecontingencies.

Mr. Strauss recommended that the Navy comider structuring a more specificROD. He expressed concern

that the ROD be comprehensiveand to includeany findingsfrom the upcoming field work, in particular

any leachate migration detected. Mr. Chao explainedthat the ROD will includebroad language and

general terms so that it may be more inclusive.



Mr.MossstxcsseddefiningissuesandpotentialproblemsattheROD stage.Henotedthatthe

contaminantsofconcernshouldbeknownatthetimeoftheROD approval.

B. Communications, Media, and Outreach Subcommittee

Ms. LeslieByster,chair,Communications,Media,and OutreachSubcommittee,reportedthat the --

subcommitteecompletedits draftof the MoffettFieldRAB brochure. Ms. SusanJunstatedthat DTSC

had not reviewedthe text of the brochure. Mr. Chaoofferedto sendviafax thebrochureto Ms. lun. Ms.

Jun agreedto expeditiouslyreviewthe brochure. Mr. Chaonotedthat whenhe receivedMs. Jun's

comments,thathe wouldprint copiesin time for distributionat the publicmeetingscheduledfor Tuesday,

January 16, 1996•

Mr. Glick announced that he completeda fact sheet that discusses the RAB's concerns with OU1. This fact

sheet will be available at the January 16public meeting.

C. Cost Subcommittee_,,

Ms. Christina Scott, chair, Cost Subcommittee stated that the subcommittee didnot have any new reports

since the last RAB.

VI. ECOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT REPORT

Mr. Chao introducedMs. KimWalsk,MontgomeryWatson,to briefthe RAB on theecologicalassessment

conductedat MoffettField. Ms. Walshdiscussedthe Site-WideEcologicalAssessment(SWEA)

conductedfor MoffettField. Shestatedthat she woulddiscusshowtheSWEAfits intotheoverallcleanup

processfor MoffettField,and wouldprovidetheRAB withan updatefor SWEAPhaseI and PhaseII.



A. Moffett Field SWEA

Ms. Walsh explained that the objective of the SWEA is to evaluate whether chemicals present atthe site

will cause harmto ecological receptors. Shenotedthat both humanhealthrisk assessments (HHRAs)and

ecological assessments (EAs) assess potentialharmdueto chemicalexposure. She also explainedthatboth

HHRAs and EAs requirethat therisk assessor developa conceptualsite modelto look at the relationships

between chemicalsources, exposurepathways,andreceptors. " '

B. Phase I SWEA

Ms. Walshstatedthat theobjectivesof thePhaseI SWEAincludedthe identificationof chemicalsources,

chemicalsof concern,exposurepathways,habitats,and receptors. Theresultsincludediden".ufying26

chemicalsof concernand variouschemicalsrequiringfurtherevaluationincludingPCBs,pesticides,

metals,and petroleumand petroleumassociatedcompounds.

Ms. Walsh noted that the Phase I SWEA identifiedareas of greatestchemicalconcerns such as the

northeast corner of the easterndiked marsh. Ms. Byster asked what were the highest levels of the

chemicals of concern found in this site. Ms. Walsh replied that she did not have the dam available, but

would respond at a later date.

Mr. Strauss asked what the SWEA determinedabout a specie of concern,the clapper rail which had been

potentially identified at the site. Phase I Site-Wide Qualitative Habitat and Receptor Characterization

Report (October 1993) noted that one pair of clapper rail was observedin Stevens Creek near the pump

station and the Cargill Salt Evaporation Ponds.

Ms. Scott asked whetherthe scientists considered incorporating the red fox and feral cats into the list of

identified receptors and food chains. Ms. Walsh noted that the list of identifiedreceptors and food chains

was determineda_r receivinginput from the regulatory agencies. It is important to note that ecological

risk assessments generally focus on the most sensitive or ecologically significant species. Species such as

the Americankestrel and the burrowingowl arethreatenedor endangeredspecies, therefore warrantspecial

attentionand protection. The redfox and feralcats are not as sensitiveas the identifiedreceptors. Further,

cleanupgoals based on the protectionof sensitivespecies should be protectiveof all otherreceptors.



C. Phase II SWEA

Ms. Walsh explainedthatthe overall objectives of the Phase II SWEA areto quantifythe potentialfor

harm, completeriskcharacterization,anddescribethe uncertaintyassociated with the risk characterization.

Ms. Walsh reported that the preliminary bioassay results in the Phase II SWEA indicatedthat axnphipod

survival in sediment ranged from 44 to 92 percent. Mr. Straussasked about the methodologyused to

determinethe survival rate. Ms. Walsh explainedthat theanimals are placedin a test sediment,andare

exposed to the contaminants. The percentageis calculatedby identifyingthe totalnumberof amphipods

thatdiedversus the total numberof amphipods exposedto thesample.

Mr.Moss asked whethercomparisonscouldbe made betweenthe benthiccommunityfoundat Moffett

Fieldandthebenthiccommunityat similar habitattypes such as those found in Palo Alto. Ms. Walsh

noted thattheNavy is tryingto determinewhetherthereis a point of comparison. It is importantto note

thatthere are numerousdifficulties in makingsuch comparisons. Benthiccommunity structurecan vary

accordingto a number of differentparameters,and not just accordingto contaminantlevels. Forexample,

slight changes in pH, salinity, temperature,and grain size can have dramaticeffects on the benthic

communitystructure.

Mr. Strauss asked whethermigratingspecies were studiedin either SWEA. Ms. Walsh responded that

migratingspecies were addressedin the Phase I SWEA. It is importantto note thatthe protectionof

migratory birdsis also addressed in the feasibilitystudy to be prepared concurrentwith the conclusionof

the remedial investigation. The protection of migratory birds will be consideredin the selectionof the final

cleanupremedy.
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VII. AGENDA/SCHEDULE FOR FEBRUARY RAB MEETING

Mr. Chao announcedthat thenext RAB meetingwill be heldon Thursday,February8, 1996. Ms. Junwill

deliver a presentationon post-ROD pubfi¢participation. The agenda will also includea discussion on

financial assurance.

VIII. ADDITIONAL ISSUES, MOTIONS -°

Dr. McCluremovedandMs. Sieverssecondeda motionto commendMr.Lestifor hisserviceas the 1995

communityco-chair. Themotionof appreciationwas unanimouslyapproved.Ms. Sieversannouncedthat

sheprepareda presentationforMr. Lesti. In addition,shenotedthatrefreshmentswereprovidedto show

the RAB's appreciationfor Mr. Lesti'sworkandleadership.

IX. ADJOURNMENT

Mr. Chao closed the meetingat 9:10 p.m.
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