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DearRAB Member;

OnbehalfoftheMoffettFederalAirfield(MFA)BaseClosureTeamandthe Community
Co-Chair,youare invitedto our nextRestorationAdvisoryBoard(gAB) meeting.

Our last RAB meetingwasheldon January9, 1997at the CityofMountainViewPoliceand Fire
Auditoriumin MountainView,California.Themeetingsummaryisprovidedas enclosure(1).

OurnextRABmeetingwillagainbe heldon thesecondThursdayof themonth,February 13,
1997. It willbe heldat theusualmeetinglocation,the MountainViewPoliceand Fire
Auditorium in MountainView,California.Themeetingwillbeginat 7:00p.m. Theagendafor the
meetingis as follows:

7:00-7:05PM MeetingOverview
7:05-7:10PM MinutesApproval
7:10-7:30PM RemedialProjectManagersMeetingReport
7:30-7:45PM SubcommitteesReport

7:45-8:00PM StationwideFeasibilityStudy(FS) Discussion8:00-8:30PM WestsideAquifersTreatmentSystem(WATS)Presentation
8:30-8:50PM WestsideAquifersTreatmentSystem(WATS)Discussion
8:50-9:00PM Agenda/Schedulefor theNextRAB Meeting

If youhaveany questionsor comments,pleasecontactmeat (415)244-2563,Mr. HubertChanof
my staffat (415)244-2562,or Mr. RobertMoss,Moffett'sCommunityCo-Chair,at (415)852-
6018.

Sincerely,

ORIGINALSIGNEDBY:
STEPHENCHAO
BKACt:nwronmentaiCoordinator
MoffettFederalAirfield
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Distribution:
Moffett Federal Airfield RAB Members
Karen Huggins, ARC Ecology/ARMS Control Research Center
Eric Ortega, Onizuka Air Station
Maudce Bundy, Po{tentialRAB Member

Blindcopyto:
184, 1843,1843.1,1843.2,1843.3,09CMN,60.x
PRC EnvironmentalManagementInc. (Attn: MichaelYoung)
MontgomeryWatson(Attn: ChrisPeterson)
NFESC (Attn: MaureenLittle)
InformationRepository(2 Copies)
Chron,green
File: Moffett
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MoffettRABMembers:

Elizabeth Adams Jack Walker
Bernie Album John Young
Maurice Anqher
John Beck
Charles Berrey
Anne Blakeslee
Dena Bormell
Jim Burgard
Steve Chin
Diane Cho
Joseph Chou
Bob Climo
Ann Coombs
Robert Davis
Russ Frazer
Michael Gill
David Glick
John Gurley

r _ Jim Haas. /

Thomas Harney
Bob Holston
Thomas Iwamura
Susan Jun

Byron Leigh
Paul Lesti
Michael Martin
James McClure
Stewart McGee
Bob Moss
Sandra Olliges
Edwin Pabst
Michael Rochette
Richard Schuster
Lenny Siegel
Cynthia Sievers
Ted Smith
Steve Sprugasci
Peter Strauss
Robert Strena

(_) Mary Vrable



MOFFETTFEDERALAIRFIELD

, _ RESTORATIONADVISORYBOARDMEETING
\ //

MEETINGMINUTES

CITYOFMOUNTAINVIEW POLICEANDFIREAUDITORIUM
Thursday,January9, 1997

I. INTRODUCTIONSANDMEETINGOVERVIEW

Mr.DonChuck,Navy,openedthemeetingof theMoffettFederalAirfield (MoffettField)restoration

advisoryboard(RAB) at 7:10p.m. Mr. Chuckreviewedthefollowingagendaitemsfor this meeting:

• Minutesapproval

• Remedialprojectmanager'smeeting(RPM)report

• Committeereports

• Presentation:"WetlandsIssues"

• Discussionof presentation

• Agendaand schedulefor nextRAB meeting

J
II. MINUTES APPROVAL

Mr.TimMowerof PRCEnvironmentalManagement,Inc. (PRC)requestedcommentsontheminutesof

theNovember14, 1996RABmeeting.Ms. PattyValezof theCaliforniaDepartmentoffish and Game

hadtwocorrectionsonthe previousminutes:

• Page6, 2ndParagraph:Ms. Valezrequestedthat the last sentencebe changedto indicatethat

commentshavebeenrequestedfromthe DepartmentofFish and Game,but the commentshave

not beenprovidedto theNavyyet.

• Page 8, 1stParagraph: Ms. Valezstatedthat theDepartmentofFish andGamehad inspected

thehabitatand was impressedwiththe overallquality. TheDepartmentoffish and Gamehas

notmadea recommendationonwhethermodificationofthehabitat is necessaryandrequested

that theminutesbe changedaccordingly.

Theminuteswerethenapprovedas corrected.
\



, / III. RPM MEETING REPORT

Mr.Joseph Chou,Departmentof Toxic SubstancesControl(DTSC) provided a report of the January8,

1997 RPM meetingheld at the U.S. Navy EngineeringField ActivityWest (EFAWest) offices in San

Bruno. _

Mr. Choureviewedthe recentfieldwork and documentssubmitted. Mr. Chou stated thattheNavy's Site 9

sourcecontrol measure treatment systemswere operating continuously during the past month. The systems

did however experience overflows because of the heavy rains. Mr. Chou explained that the Building 45

treatment system treats water that is collectedfrom a subsurface tunnel and an electrical vault. The system

routinely treats some storm water runoff, but occasionally is overrun during periods of high rain. Mr.

Lenny Siegel of the Pacific Studies Center, asked if the Navy has investigated the possibility of stopping

infiltration of contaminated groundwater into the conduits rather then treating it after it has infiltrated. Mr.

Chuck replied that the Navy did in fact investigate this, but has not been able to implementthis type of

solution because of the cost. Mr. Michael Rochette of the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality

" _ Control Board (KWQCB), stated that hewill look into this possibility with the Navy and the National
,. J

Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA).

Mr.Chouthendiscussedtherecentfieldworkat the ironcurtainsite includingthe installationof wellsand

peizometersto bringthe totalnumberofmonitoringpointsin thevicinityto 62. He also statedthat the

thirdroundof samplingwasbeingconductedthis week. Mr. Choudiscussedthe abandonmentof a former

189footdeep,agriculturalwellnext to therunwaysthat wascompletedin December1996. He statedthat

theNavy completeda videosurveyand abandonedthewellin accordancewith SantaClaraValleyWater

District(SCVWD)regulations. Mr. Chouindicatedthat a sampleofthe waterwithinthe wellwas taken

andthe resultsindicatedthatno volatileorganiccompoundsweredetected. Mr. LennySiegelaskedhow

thiswellwas discovered.Mr. Chuckrepliedthat it wasobviousbecauseofthe wetarea surroundingthe

wellwaswet andhad a differenttypeofvegetationthanthe rest ofthe runwayarea. He also statedthat the

Navywillsummarizethe actionin a letter report.

©



Mr. Choualso discussedthesubmissionoftheAugust1996QuarterlyReport. He indicatedthat in
" ")

1 additionto the normalsummaryof analyticaland waterleveldatathis report includesa summaryof the

reportswhichwere submittedduringthe quarter.

Mr.Chouthendiscussedrecentfieldactivitiesat OperableUnit(OU) 1. Hestatedthat twoA1 wellsand

twoA2 peizometerswereinstalledin December.Mr. Choustatedthat theDrat_FinalTechnical

Memorandumwillbe submittedfollowingreceiptofthe laboratoryresults. Mr. Choualso statedthat the

Navyhas agreedto pursueconsolidationof Site2 intoSite 1. Mr. Siegelaskedhowthis wouldbe

documented.Mr. ChourepliedthattheNavywouldproducean alternativesanalysistechnical

memorandumto compareconsolidationandcapping. Followingthis technicalmemorandumtheNavy

wouldthenproceedwitha proposedplanandpubliccommentpriorto producinga recordof decision. Mr.

PeterStrauss,MHBAssociatesconsultantto the SiliconValleyToxiesCoalition(SVTC),askedwhat was

foundat Site2 thatpromptedthereevaluationofthe remedy.Mr. Chourepliedthat duringexcavationsto

verifythe locationofthegas main,theNavyfoundthatthe landfillwas in fact primarilyconstruction

debris. He statedthat theNavy's planfor consolidationwas to beginexcavationat the twolocationswhere

refuseis knownto existandexcavateradiallyuntilthe endof refuseis found. Ms. CynthiaSieversnoted
/ "_

/ that thereis significantinfrastructurewithinthe landfilland that extremecareshouldbe usedduringthe

excavationactivities. Mr. Chouacknowledgedthat workersafetywillbe closelymonitoredduringthe

action. Mr. Chuckaddedthat mostof therefuseis locatednorth ofthe majorgaspipelinethat bisectsthe

siteandlimitedexcavationnearthegas linewillbe required.

Mr. Straussaskedhowthe limitedsizeofthe landfillrelatesto the initialreportsof thewastesoriginally

thoughtto be disposedof at Site2. He alsostatedthat theoriginalinvestigationsat Sites 1 and 2 were

limitedbecauseof dangerin investigationsand heterogeneityof wastes. Heaskedif becauseof the

informationwhichwas determinedat Site2 isthe investigationmethodologyforother landfillsat the

facilitybeingreexamined.Mr. MichaelGill,U.S. EnvironmentalProtectionAgency(EPA),statedthat all

ofthe landfillsat thefacilityhad beeninvestigatedin accordancewiththegeneralguidanceonthe

presumptiveremediesfor landfillsites. He statedthat no changein thegeneralmethodologyseemed

warranted. Mr. Straussaskedif Site 1couldbe characterizedmorethoroughly.Mr. Gill respondedthat he

didnot thinkthat morecharacterizationwouldeffecttheremediationdecisionto capthe landfill. Mr.

Straussagreedthat theremedyfor Site2 shouldchange,but that perhapsthe approachfor GolfCourse

() Landfill#2 shouldbe reevaluated.
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, _, Mr.ChoucontinuedwiththeRPMmeetingreportbystatingthat commentsonthe draft finalStation-wide

FS reportand theresponsesto commentsonthedraft finalStation-wideEcologicalAssessmentReportare

anticipatedto be issuedbythe regulatorsby January31, 1997. Healso statedthat theNavywill submit

theWestsideAquifers100%Designon January13, 1997and thePreliminaryOU5DesignReporton

February24, 1997. i

Mr. ChousummarizedactivitiesconductedbytheNationalAeronauticsand SpaceAdministration

(NASA). NASAhas takena secondroundof samplesat area of interest(AO1)1. At AOI 4,NASAis

awaitingcommentsfrom DTSContheremovalactionfact sheet. NASAhas alsoissueda report

describingsamplingresultsfromAOI 5. Thereportsummarizingworkat theformerLindberghAvenue

stormchannel(AOI6) is inprogressand additionalmonitoringwellswillbe installedin Januaryor

February.

IV. COMMITTEE REPORTS

Dr. JimMcClure,HardingLawsonAssociatesand consultantto the Middlefield-Ellis-Whismancompanies,\ J

reportedthatthe technical,historical,and educational(THE)committeemetonJanuary8, 1997. Hestated

that theprimaryarea of discussionat themeetingwasontheecologicalriskassessment.Hestatedthat the

committeewasconcernedthat therewasan apparentlackof a processto gatherall ofthe informationbeing

collectedat varioussitesaroundSanFranciscoBay intoa coherentforum. As a result it seemsthat

remediationdecisionsare beingmadewithouttheknowledgeof thewholesituation. Ms. JennyDecker,

CaliforniaDepartmentoffish and Game,statedthat oneofthe advantagesof actionscompletedunderthe

ComprehensiveEnvironmentalResponse,Compensation,andLiabilityAct (CERCLA)is thatis doesallow

forthe evaluationof eachfacilitywithouttheeffectsof surrounding areas. Dr. McClureacknowledgedthis

advantage,but reiteratedthat currentinvestigationswillnot adequatelycontributeto the baseof knowledge

thatwillbe usedto makefuturedecisions.Ms. Deckerstatedthatthenatural resourcestrusteessuchas the

Departmentoffish and Gameareattemptingto developthebase ofknowledge,but aregenerallyhampered

becauseofa lack offunding.

Dr.McClurestatedthatthe THE committeewasalso concernedthat theremediationdecisionsat Moffett

,_ wereto bebasedona limitednumberof actionsandthat thetypes of actionswerecontroversial.Het



suggestedthat perhapsmoreofthe limitedresourcesbe directednottowardsremediation,but towardsa

/ moreefficientevaluationof the area. Ms. Deckerstatedthatthroughthe synergismofthe trusteesand

agencies,the bestactionforthe goodof thesitemay betaken. Shealsonotedthatthereare legal

limitationsonthemannerfor fundsto be expended.

Ms. Sieversstatedthat the SouthSanFranciscoBay regionis a uniquearea. Sheaskedwhatbody is

evaluatingthearea andreportingon its generalhealth. Ms. Deckerrepliedthat RWQCBwas responsible

forthis typeof evaluation.Mr.Rochettestatedthat RWQCBwascurrentlyevaluatingthegeneralhealth

ofthe estuaryandwill reorganizeto assistinthe effortsto addresswatershedmanagementareas.

V. WETLANDS ISSUES PRESENTATION AND DISCUSSION

Mr. ChouintroducedMs. Deckerand Ms. Valezfromthe CaliforniaDepartmentofFish andGame. Ms.

Deckeris an attorneywiththedepartmentand Ms. Valez is the technicalleadfor MFA. Ms. Deckerthen

beganthepresentationby explainingthat forthe approximately146facilitiesin Californiain theBase

Realignmentand Closure(BRAC)and InstallationRestoration(IR)programstheDepartmentoffish and

_ Gameis thestatenaturalresourcestrusteefor fish, wildlife,and biota. Shestatedthat in thepastthe

primaryfocusofthedepamnenthas beenonhuntingand fishing,however,recentlythe trusteedutieshave

becomemoreimportant.

Ms. Deckeralso explainedthat thedepartmentis ofteninvolvedin disputeresolutionactivities. Mr. Tom

Haneyaskedwhowasusedfordisputeresolution.Ms. Deckerrepliedthatthe departmentuses its own

resourcesand expertise. Shestatedthat itwas foundthat outsideagenciesdonot tendto makegood

decisions.Mr.Haneyaskedif an independentmediatorwasused. Ms. Deckerrepliedthat noindependent

mediatoris generallyused. Shealsostatedthat mostof the timeagreementcanbe reachedonthe technical

aspectsof thedisputewiththe othernaturalresourcetrustees.

Ms. Deckercontinuedthepresentationbystatingthat theDepartmentofFish and Gameis primarily

concernedwiththe remedialinvestigationandecologicalriskassessmentsconductedat the sites. Shestated

thatdepartmentinvolvementis criticalbecauseof thedifferentcriteriausedto evaluatethe sitesby eachof

thenatural resourcetrustees. Mr. Straussaskedwhat are theEPA's criteriaandwhosetsthem. Ms.

/" '_ Deckerstatedthat theevaluationcriteriaarenot agreeduponby allthe trusteesand that a sitespecific
\. J



consensus is made. Mr. Strauss asked what are the exit criteria used at the sites. Mr. Chuckreplied that in
..,-- -,

J some instances the detectionlimit is usedas the exit criteria. Ms. Decker stated that some of the detection

limits stated in the contract laboratory program may not represent the results that can be seen using other

analytical methods. She stated that if the resources cannotbe used to cleanup sites to the desired levels, the

risk managers are responsible for making decisions onhow to best protect human health and the

environment at the site. _J_s.Decker stated that at most sites the cleanup goals are derivedthrough

consensus of the natural resource trustees and the risk managers.

Ms. Decker also explainedthe Department ofFish and Game's responsibility during natural resource

damage assessments (NRDA). She stated that followingthe remediation at a site; the NRDA is an

evaluation that is conducted by the resource trustees to value the loss of the natural resources. The

resource trustees can sue the responsible party to compensatefor the loss of resources. Mr. Paul Lesti

asked what is the statute of limitation onNRDA actions. Ms. Decker replied that the statute of limitation

is three years following completion of the remedial action. Mr. Hamey asked what is the standard of proof

used during NRDA actions. Ms. Decker stated that the standard of proof is that the chemical of concern is

the sole or substantial reason for a damage to the resources. Mr. Harney stated that it is generally difficult

" _, for the state to sue the federal government successfully. Ms. Decker replied that the overriding concernof
\ /

the department is that the remediation be completed.

Ms. Decker continuedby stating that when evaluatingNRDA actions, the state considers many items

including the damage to the resources during the remediationprocess. She stated that ira cleanup is

required and the resources are continued to be lost during the remediation process, the responsible party

would still be potentially liable for the resource loss. Ms. Decker reiterated that the general concern of the

Department offish and Game is more that the area be restored as quickly as possible and not that potential

NRDA actions be evaluated at the sites. Mr. Siegel asked how a potential change in ownership of MFA

from the federal government would be handledby the department. Ms. Decker stated that if the ownership

transferred from the federal government, the federal trust lands could be forced to be restored to their

original state.

Mr. Chuck then closed the meetingby informingthe audience that the next meetingwould be held on

February 13, 1997. Mr. Chuck then solicited for potential agenda items for the next meeting. Mr. Strauss

/ ) asked if the THE committee was planningon commentingon the draft final Station-wide Feasibility Study
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report. Dr. McClurestatedthat therewasno plan to commentat thistime. Mr. Siegelaskedif theNavy

, / wasplanningonpresentingan analysisofthe costto consolidateSite2 intoSite1 at thenextmeeting.Mr.

Chuckrepliedthatthis informationwillbepresentedin theAlternativeAnalysisTechnicalMemorandum.
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