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Dear RAB Member:

On behalf of the Moffett Federal Airfield (MFA) Base Closure Team and the Community
Co-Chair,you are invited to our next RestorationAdvisory Board (RAB) meeting. Your
attendance is again strongly urged for this meeting. The RAB will be electing our next
Community Co-Chair at this meeting.

Our last RAB meeting was held on March 13, 1997 atthe City of Mountain View Police and Fire
Auditoriumin Mountain View, California. The meetingsummary is provided as enclosure (1). As
enclosures (2) and (3), the resumes of our two current nominees are attached.

Our next RAB meeting will again be held on the second Thursday of the month, April 10, 1997. It
will be heldat the usual meeting location,the Mountain View Police and Fire Auditorium in
MountainView, California. The meetingwill begin at 7:00 p.m. The agenda for the meeting is as
follows:

7:00-7:05 PM Meeting Overview
7:05-7:10 PM Minutes Approval
7:10-7:30 PM RemedialProject Managers Meeting Report
7:30-7:45 PM SubcommitteesReport
7:45-8:15 PM Budget Presentation
8:15-8:30 PM Community Co-Chair Election
8:30-8:45 PM Break (Ballot Count)
8:45-8:50 PM Election Results
8:50-9:00 PM Agenda/Schedule for the Next RAB Meeting

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

Sincerely,

ORIGINALSIGNEDBY:
STEPHENCHAO
BKAC tmvaronmental Coordinator
Moffett Federal Airfield
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Distribution:
Moffett FederalAirfieldRAB Members
Karen Huggins, ARC Ecology/ARMS ControlResearch Center
Eric Ortega, OnizukaAir Station
Maurice Bundy, Potential RAB Member

Blindcopy to:
184, 1843, 1843.1, 1843.2, 1843.3, 09CMN, 60.x
PRC EnvironmentalManagementInc. (Attn: TimMower)
MontgomeryWatson(Attn: ChrisPeterson)
NFESC (Attn: MaureenLittle)
Information Repository (2 Copies)
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Moffett RAB Members:

Elizabeth Adams
Maurice Ancher
John Beck
Dena Bonnell
Steve Chin
Joseph Chou
Ann Coombs
Robert Davis
Russ Frazer
Michael Gill
David Glick
John Gurley
Jim Haas
Thomas Hamey
Bob Holston
Thomas Iwamura
Susan Jun
Paul Lesti

/-

1) Michael Martin
James McClure
Stewart McGee
Bob Moss
Sandra Olliges
Edwin Pabst
Michael Kochette
Richard Schuster

Lenny Siegel
Cynthia Sievers
Ted Smith

Steve Sprugasci
Peter Strauss
Robert Strena
Mary Vrable
Jack Walker



MOFFETr FEDERAL

_ORATION ADVISORY BOARD MEETING Q_

MEETING MINIfFES

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

Mountain View, California 94041

THURSDAY, MARCH 13, 1997

I. INTRODUCTIONS AND MEETING OVERVIEW

Mr. Don Chuck, Navy, opened the meetingof the Moffett Federal Airfield (Moffett Field) restoration

advisory board (RAB) at 7:I0 p.m. Mr. Chuck reviewed the following agenda items for this meeting:

• Minutes approval

• Remedial project managers(RPM)meeting report

• Committee reports

• Nominations for Co-Chair iF')
• Presentation: "Site 2 Landfill Consolidation"

• Discussion: "Site 2 Landfill Consolidation"

• Agenda and schedule for next RAB meeting

H. MINIYr_ APPROVAL

Mr. Chucksolicitedcommentsontheminutesof theFebruary13, 1997RABmeeting.Therewereno

commentsandtheminuteswereapprovedwithoutcorrection.

HI. RPM MEETING REPORT

Mr. Michael Rochette, California EnvironmentalProtection Agency (Cal/EPA), San Francisco Bay

Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), provided a report of the March 12, 1997 RPM

meetingheld at the Cal/EPA Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) offices in Berkeley.
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Mr.RochettementionedthatmembersfromtheBayAreaDefenseConversionActionTeam

(BADCAT) attended the first partof the RPMmeeting to discuss cleanupactivities at Moffett Field.

BADCAT is a private-publicpartnershipof regulators, technical experts, andthe Navy that evaluates

needs at the bay area'sclosing militarybases to highlight andexplore the use of innovative

technologies. The programwas formedby a partnership betweencities, counties, and businesses to

assist local businesses in becoming involvedin cleaning up closing bases. The programwas

implementedin two phases. Phase I includedsurveying bases to identifycleanupneeds. Survey

results revealedthat metals andpetroleumcontaminationwere common at most bases. Phase I was

completedwith soil washing technology demonstrationat HuntersPoint Naval Shipyard. Phase 2

includes looking at the types of concerns at each base andfinishing the surveys to match technologies

andbases. BADCAT was interested if soil washing would work at other facilities. The groupnoted

that it would be a challenge to implement it at Moffett Field becauseof the difficulties in cleaningfree-

grainedsoils that are commonthere. Mr. Bob Moss, community co-chair, concurredon the difficulty

of washing fine-grainedsoil.

Mr. Rochette summarizedaction items from the previous RPMmeeting. He reportedthat the Navy is

:.._ sendingMs. Lynne Trulio, San Jose StateUniversity, a letterto document that the burrowingowl

populationdoes not appearaffectedby contaminantsat Moffett Field. The agencies and the Navy

signed the OperableUnit (OU) 5 consensus letter for effluent levels for extractedgroundwaterand the

types of discharge methods. Mr. MichaelGill, U.S. EnvironmentalProtection Agency (EPA), added

that the consensus letter was a clarificationto the OU5 recordof decision (ROD) that noted the

differencesbetween groundwaterlevels and discharge levels.

Mr. Rochette provided an update of field work andrecent documents. He stated that the Navy's Site 9

source control measuretreatmentsystems were operatingcontinuously at 21.2 gallons per minute

duringthe past month. He reportedthat last monththerewere concerns of overflows to the storm

drainsystems which the Navy addressedby reroutingthe discharge. He mentioned that the Navy

conductedslug testing at groundwaterwells at the iron curtainto help evaluate groundwaterflow

patterns. Eighteen tests were conducted, 6 within the iron reactioncell and 12 outside. Mr. Rochette

noted that this was one of the few sites in the U.S. that specific informationwas being developed about

the flow path of groundwaterthrough the iron curtain. He reportedthat the Navy would also be

._ conducting bromidetracertests to learn more aboutthe flow path. Ms. Mary Vrabel, League of
- J
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WomenVoters,askedwhethertracertestinghadbeenpreviouslyperformed.Mr.TimothyMower,
PRCEnvironmentalManagement,Inc. (PRC),reportedthat onetracertest was performedbefore the

ironcurtainwasconstructed,but the bromidewas not detected.

Mr. Rochettediscussedmiscellaneousfieldactivitiesat MoffettField. He stated soil from thePale

Alto harbor projectis beingdeliveredto MoffettField in trucksat a maximumrate of 200truckloads

per day andan averageof 100truckloadsper day. This materialwillbe used for the work at theSites

1 and 2 landfills. He reportedthat the soil was beingplacedadjacentto Site 2 in anvacantarea chosen

by the NavyandNASA. Pale Alto is trying to completehaulingthe soil by April 15, 1997becauseof

ecologicalconcernsat the harbor. Mr. Chucknotedthat the projectmaybe completedduring the

weekof March 17, 1997dependingon weatherconditions. Mr. Rochettesummarizedthe statusof

OU1 by notingthat a publicmeetingwill be heldnextThursday,March20, 1997, at theCity of

MountainViewCityCouncilchambersat 7:00 p.m. The publicmeetinghighlights theOU1 proposed

plan.

Mr. Rochettereportedonthe station-wideactivitiesat MoffettField. Discussionswere beingheldon

the site-wideecologicalassessment(SWEA). Thereaxeseveraloutstanding ('-)DTSC's comments on

issuesthat maytaketime to resolveand the Navy is workingwith the state to resolve them. Mr. Paul

Lesti, MountainViewresident,asked for a summaryof the stateissues. Mr. Joseph Chou, DTSC,

statedthat issuesincludedhowthe Navy used transfercoefficients,which are used to estimatehow

chemicalsbioaccumulateand affect the foodchain. Otherissuesinclude evaluatingindividual

polychlorinatedbiphenyls(PCBs)or total PCBs, usingthe upperor lower boundhazardquotientrange

as the best estimateof ecologicalrisk, and clarifyingwhetherthere are any affects to the burrowing

owlswith Ms. Trulio. Hereportedthat the Navyand statewouldbe meetingover the nextfew weeks

to discussthe issues. Ms. Leslie Byster, SiliconValleyToxicsCoalition,asked whether theresultsof

the discussionscouldbe presentedto the RAB next month. Mr. Chounotedthe issueswouldmost

likely not be resolvedby thensince the stateneedstime to considerthe Navy's responses. Mr. Chart

sta.tedthat the Navycouldprovidea progress reportat the nextmeeting. Mr. Moss notedhis concern

aboutthe resolutionprocess. Mr. Chou respondedby summarizingthe disputeresolutionprocessthat

involveselevatingthe issueto a committeeof seniorregulatoryagencyand Navy staff for resolution.

Mr. Chartreportedthathe didnot believe the Navyandthestatewere that fax apartandthe issueswill

be resolvedin time. Mr. Moss statedhis concernthat thedisagreementsdo not result in limiteduses ©



forthe facility. Mr. Rochetteaddedthat it is anongoingissueand that resolutionof theSWEAissues
)

is importantfor completingthe station-widefeasibilitystudy.

Mr. Rochettereportedon the statusof the west-sideaquiferstreatment system. Henotedthatthe Navy

had reconsideredreuse of the treatedwater. It willcost approximately$250,000to $300,000for the

federalgovernment(Navy)to supplythe treatedwater to the MoffettField golf coursefor irrigation.

It will takethe governmentapproximately12to 15years to recoverthis amountbasedon the low cost

the'golfcoursecurrently pays for irrigationwater. Reuseoptions for the treatedwaterarenot ascost-

effectiveas previouslyhoped. The mostcost-effectivesolutionmaybe dischargingthe treatedwaterto

the stormdrainsystemunder existingpermits. Mr. Rochettereportedthat the preliminarydesignfor

the east-sideaquifers (OU5) wascompletedand theNavywas interestedin expeditingthe finaldesign

to accommodatean earlyconstructionperiod. Hereportedthat the agenciesand the Navywere

discussingthe level of designthat wouldappearin the finaldesign package.

Mr. Rochettereportedon activitiesperformedbythe NationalAeronauticsand SpaceAdministration

(NASA)at MoffettField. No new activitieshavebeenperformedat areasof interest (AOIs)2, 5, 7,

_, _ 9, 10, 11, and 12. A draft reportondelineationof petroleumcontaminationat AOI I, theformexjet

fuel farm,wascompletedandunder internalreviewandcanopieswere installedover the fuelingpits.

A reportis beingprepared summarizingfieldinvestigationsin January1997at two groupsof tanksat

AOI3. DTSCcommentedon a removalactionworkplan for AOI 4 and Mr. Rochetteaddedthat

RW.QCBdoesnotcommenton NASA activitiesbecauseof an agreementbetweenDTSCandNASA.

Mr. DavidGlick,MountainViewresident,askedif SantaClara County reviewedthe tankworkand

Mr. Rochetteconfirmedthat theydid. NASA installedtwo new wells at AOI 6, neartheformer

LindberghAvenuestorm drain channelandwere awaitingcommentsfrom DTSC regarding

contaminationareasat AOI 8, the NASAbiotreatmentarea. Mr. Lesti askedwhat AOI 8 wasusedfor

andMs. TinaPelley, NASA, respondedthatthe areawaspreviously farmlandthat is nowused for the

biotreatmentpad and disaster relief training.

Mr. Rochettenoted someadditionalitemsthat werediscussedduringthe RPM meeting. RWQCBwas

workingwiththe Navy to createa listof petroleum-relateddocumentsand a plan to addresslow-risk

petroleumsitesunder the new stateregulations. The Navyproposed a plan to expediteSite22, Golf

(-_ CourseLandfill2, by removingit fromthe station-widesites and preparinga separatefeasibilitystudy,
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proposed plan, and ROD. A plan was considered to consolidate the Golf Course Landfill 2 with Site

1, but Site 1 does not have adequamcapacity. Ms. Vrabel asked aboutthecontents of Golf Course (._

Landfill 2, if it was characterized,and if contaminationhas leached out. Mr. Mower responded that

the contents were similar to Site l, the landfill was characterized to the extentrecommendedby EPA,

and no leachinghas been observedin groundwaterdata. Mr. Chuck addedthat removing the landfill

from the station-wide sites will speed up the design and constructionwhile issues with the SWEA were

being resolved. Mr. Lesti asked aboutthe contents of golf course fill area 3. Mr. Chuck responded

that this site was not a landfill, but ratheran old water hazardthat the golf course used to place tree

branches, brush, and grass clippings.

Mr. Rochettereportedthattheremaybe a 30percentfundingreductionundertheDepartmentof

Defense(DoD) StateMemorandumof Agreement(DSMOA),the vehiclethe DoD usesto fund the

statefor oversightat federalmilitaryfacilities. Somesupportpositions,suchas communityrelations,

maybecut as a result. Ms. Bysteraskedaboutthe statusof Ms. ElizabethAdams,EPARPMfor the

Middlefield-Ellis-Whisman(MEW)companies.Mr. Gill respondedthatshewouldbe workingon

anothersite inthe CentralValleyandthat Mr. LorenHenningwouldbe thereplacement;his telephone

numberis (415)744-2243. Mr.Henninghasa Master's Degreein geologyand5 yearsexperienceat ('-)

EPA. Mr. Moss expressedhisconcernthat workat sitesmaybe droppedorthings will notbe

carefullyreviewedas a resultof the fundingcuts. Mr. Rochetterepliedthatsites withoutsignificant

contaminationmay be dropped,butsites likeMoffettFieldwillcontinueto be a focusof agency

review. Mr. Mossquestionedhowto decidewhichsites to dropand Mr. Rochetmrepliedthatsites

will remainwithinst,amprogramsuntilregulatoryrequirementshavebeenmet.

IV. COMMrFrEE REPORTS

Mr. Chuck asked the committee chairs to deliver their reports. Dr. James McClure, consultant to the

MEW companies, reported that the technical, historical, and educational (THE) committee met on

March 12, 1997. He noted that Mr. Stephen Chao, Navy RAB co-chair, attended the meeting. The

meeting focused on how data collected for ecological evaluations around the South Bay area are

distributed. He reported that Ms. Cynthia Severs, League of Women Voters, arranged a meeting with

operators from the Palo Alto and Sunnyvale publicly owned treatment works (POTW) to discuss
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: _ coordinationbetweenagenciescollectingecologicalinformation.Twoconclusionswerenotedfrom
- j

the discussion: (1) althoughpublic agencies are collecting ecological data, no efficient mechanism

exists to distributethe informationto other partiesconductingecological assessments, and(2)

distributionof ecological datais not on the critical pathfor activitiesat Moffett Field. The League of

Women Votersor someother groupmay follow up on this issue separately. The focus of the RAB

should returnto the MoffettField ecological assessment andwherethe feasibility study is heading.

Dr. McClurestated thata numberof people in the RAB are concerned that the amount of money spent

on the ecological assessmentmay not have been productivesince theresults can not be realistically

evaluated. Thereis a good basis for conducting ecological assessmentsbut it is not clear if the

assessments are productivefor makingcleanupdecisions. Mr. Gill addedthat although the ecological

assessments are costly, it is a new process that needs to sta__somewhere. There are manymore things

to consider in an ecologicalassessment, comparedto human health risk assessments which only

consider one receptor. MoffettField is one of the first bases to go throughan ecological assessment

and the agencies want to takethe time to do it right. Mr. Bob Davis, MountainView resident, stated

that if the purposeof the ecological assessment was to develop assessment methodologies, then it

should be defined thatway and not used for cleanupdecisions. Mr. Gill responded that the ecological

• ,: assessmentatMoffettFieldwasnotaresearchproject,buttohelpcleanupthefacility.

Mr. Davis noted that the state of cleanup is not clear: are conditionsthe same, better, or worse? Can

the results of theecological assessment even be appliedto MoffettField7 Mr. Gill replied that affected

areas can be identified,but how to apply the results is not yet known. Dr. McClure added that there is

not muchthe Navy can do except spend more resourcesor identifypossible risks and make a risk

managementdecision. Dr. McClureadded that EPA shouldreconsiderthe role of ecological

assessments in the Superfundprocess. EPA could address the need for data collection, butalso

acknowledge that the currentstate of the field of ecological assessment does not yet allow reliable

decision making. The Pale Alto POTW has been studying effectsfrom specific metals to one species

of clam near its out-fallforover 20 years and has only begunto understandthe results. It is very

difficult to investigatemost sites which are muchmore complex and expect to answer questions

regarding effects to the ecological community.

Mr. Lesti addedthatthe problem is timing since Moffett Field is more advanced in the cleanupprocess

and ecological assessmentmethodologies are only beginning to be workedout. Results of the Moffett

_- ") Field ecological assessmentshould be qualified as preliminarysince this is so unclear. Mr. Gill
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respondedthat the differencesbetweenthe Navyand the stateon severalissues are a goodexampleof (-)
the'differencesin methodologies.Superfundactionsmay notbe the best place to performecological --

assessments,however, EPAdecidedimpactsto ecologicalcommunitiescouldnolonger be ignored.

Dr. MeClurenoted that this is not reallya MoffettField issue,but rathera Superfundand

congressionalissue. Mr. Mossnoted thatthe communitythinksthat the Navy is cleaningup sites for

the communityto use, but theobjectivesof the cleanupappearto havechangedmidwaythroughthe

process. Mr. Chounotedthat the goal is to clean up MoffettFieldwith the addedbenefitof

generatingnew ecologicaldata. Mr. Davisagainasked whetherthe base is actuallybeingcleanedup.

Mr. Gill respondedthat conditionsare improvingbased on baselineconditionsand a changein

operationalpractices.

There were no reportsfrom thecost, organizational,or communications,media, and outreach

• committees.

V. NOMINATIONS FOR COMMUNITY CO-CHAIR

Mr. Chuckasked for nominationsfor the communityco-chairposition. Henotedthat a nominationfor (_)
Mr. David Gliek,MountainViewresident,had alreadybeenreceived. Mr. Glick's nominationwas

seconded. A nominationfor Mr. Mosswasprovidedby Ms. Vrabeland was also seconded. There

were no other nominationsand Mr. Chuckannouncedthat votingwouldbe conductedat the next RAB

meeting. Mr. Chanagreeto distributeany informationprovidedby the candidatesin the next meeting

announcement.

VI. SITE 2 LANDFILL CONSOLIDATIONP_ATION AND DISCUSSION

Mr. ChuckintroducedMr. BrianWerle,PRC,who gavea presentationon the Site2 landfill

consolidation. Mr. Werlesummarizedthe chronologyof eventsthat beganwith the June 1995original

proposal to cap Sites 1 and2 withsinglelayercovers. Basedon regulatoryagencyand public

con;tmentson the proposal,the Navy revisedthe proposal in December1995to includemultilayered

coversat both Sites 1 and2 andgroundwaterand landfillgas collectiontrenchesat Site 1 as

contingencymeasures. Duringfall 1996,theNavy conductedexploratorytrenchingto gather design
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information. The trenching resultsrevealed a smaller area andthicknessof waste at Site 2 than
lJ

originally anticipated.

The Navy conductedan alternativesanalysis to evaluate whether Site 2 should be cappedas originally

plannedor if the Site 2 waste shouldbe excavatedand consolidated at Site 1. The analysis considered

the nine screening criteriaused by EPA to evaluate cleanupalternatives. The analysis indicatedthat

both alternatives are protectiveof humanhealth and the environmentand thatboth satisfy applicable

laws. Over the long term, consolidationwould eliminateoperationandmaintenanceneeds at Site 2,

would remove the waste at Site 2 from below the water table and place it abovethe water table at Site

1, and would allow a greaterrange of futureland uses at Site 2. Over the shortterm, capping Site 2

would requireincreasedtrucktraffic to bring in materialsand would requiremoretime to complete.

There also may be short-term exposuresto workers if Site 2 were excavatedand consolidated, but

healthand safety procedurescan minimizethese risks. Costs for cappingSite 2 are approximately

$1,372,700, while costs for consolidationare about $1,091,700. Additionally,state andfederal

regulatoryagencies support the consolidationof Site 2.

, Based on the analysis, the Navy revised the proposal to include capping Site 1 as originally planned-. o:,

(there were no changes to Site 1), excavationof waste at Site 2 andplacement at Site l, backfill and

restorationof the land surfaceat Site2, and groundwatermonitoring at Site 2. Futureactivities

include review of the proposedplan by the public during the public commentperiod (March7 to April

1I, 1997), a public meeting on March 20, 1997, addressingpublic comments, and preparing a ROD.

The design for the Site 2 consolidationis currentlybeing prepared and shouldbe completed in summer

1997 and consolidationconstructionactivitiesshould begin in late summer 1997. The design for Site 1

shouldbe completed in late 1997and the Site 1 cover is expected to be constructedduring summer

1998.

Mr. Steve Sprugasci, community member, asked how the original waste volume estimate of 169,000

cubic yards was obtained. Mr. Werlereplied that the estimate was made during the remedial

investigationand feasibility study (RI/FS) and assumed the maximum observed waste thickness (20

feet) was present throughoutthe maximumextent of the site (5 acres). Ms. Vrabel askedwhy Golf

CourseLandfill 2 (Site 22) was not includedin OU1. Mr. Werlerespondedthat Site 22 was not

identifiedwhen the OUs where delineated. Mr. Thomas Harney, San Jose resident, asked whether the
7" _
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8



landsurfaceelevation of Site 1 wouldbe higherafterthe consolidation andcap construction. Mr.

Werlerepliedthat the areawould be higher on the eastern side of Site 1, and thatairfieldflight \_

restrictionslimited the permissibleelevationsat Site 1.

Ms. Byster asked for more informationaboutthe groundwater monitoringplannedfor Site2 ai_r

wasteshave been removed. Mr. Rochetterespondedthat groundwatersamples will be collected

quarterlyfor the first year following consolidationandthen semiannually for 2 moreyears. The data

will then be evaluated to assess whether groundwatermonitoring should be continued. Ms. Byster

askedwhether the THE committee believedthis was an adequate plan. Dr. McClureaskedwhether the

plannedmonitoring schedule was similar to that which would be requiredfor a closing Class I

(hazardouswaste) landfill. Mr. Rochette repliedthat comparison to a landfill was not appropriate

becauseno waste will remainat Site 2. Mr. Lesti asked whether the operation of Building 191 would

be included in the OU 1 ROD. Mr. Gill respondedthat this was correct although the OU5 ROD

alreadyaddressedthis issue. Mr. Lesti askedwhether the Pale Alto soils were tested for their

suitabilityfor use at the Moffett Field landfills. Mr. Werle replied that the regulatoryagencies had

approvedthe use of the Pale Alto soils for all caplayers and for backfill at Site 2. He addedthat the

samesoils had been used for the Pale Alto landfill. Mr. Lesti asked whether any contaminantshad _._

been deleted in the soils. Mr. Werlerespondedthat only metals had been detected. Mr. Glick asked

whetherthe installation of additionalwells at Site l remaimxia separatetask from the consolidation

activities. Mr. Mower replied that this was correct. Mr. Rochette addedthat the publiccan still

providecomments beyond the April 11, 1997 deadlineby attendingthe May 21, 1997 RWQCBboard

meeting. Mr. Rochette will presentthe OU1 RODto the board at this meeting andpubliccomments

will be accepted.

VI. AGENDAAND SCHEDULEFORNEXTRABMEETING

Mr.ChuckaskedthatmemberssubmitanycompletedBADCATsurveyforms.Mr. Chanannounced

that Navy headquarterswas consideringreducingthe 1997 budget for Moffett Field from $3.2 million

to $1.3 million. The reason is that the Navy expectedto have more cost savings at closing bases than

have been realized to date. The Navy is working to secure funding necessary to complete planned

work at Moffett Field and overall activities should not be seriously affected. Funding for the west-side

aquifers treatment system, OU5 treatment system, and Site 2 consolidation is in place and will not be



. . affected. Somefutureoperationandmaintenanceactivitiesandconstructionoversightactivitiesmaybe

J eliminatedbut primaryconstructionfundingis notaffected. Dr. McClureaskedwhentheNavy's

budgetexercisewas to be completed. Mr. Chartindicatedthat his inputwas requiredin thenextday

or two. Dr. McClurestatedthat the communityresponse,therefore, wouldbe necessaryimmediately.

Mr. Chartrespondedthat he had notedin his preparationsthat the communitywouldbe veryconcerned

aboutany reductionsin funding. Mr. Mossstatedthat he wasappalled that "bookkeepers"couldrun

thecleanupprocessand that the RABshouldgoon the record as being outragedat this potential

action. Thegovernmentmust be responsibleto cleanup its contamination,he said. Mr. Lesti added

thatthe reductionin fundingrepresentsa breachin the community'sfaith in the Navy's abilityto clean

up MoffettFieldand that a budget-drivencleanupapproachwas not acceptable. He notedthat

CongresswomanAnna Eshoo wasscheduledto speak at a communitymeetingin Sunnyvaleduringthe

weekof March17, 1997and wouldnot be pleasedto hear of these Navy plans. Mr. Lestiaddedthat

thecurrentperiod at MoffettField is a criticalone as NASAalso facesbudget reductionsand the

likelihoodof NASAoperatingthe airfieldin the futureis more in doubt thanever. Mr. Mossstated

that forcingthe communitiesto addressthe Navy'scontaminationproblemsis not goodpolicy.

'. /,' Mr. Chuckreiteratedthat the nextRABmeetingwouldbe heldon April 10, 1997. Mr. Mossstated

that he wouldreport on an analysisof samplingfrequencyconductedat the Page Mill site in Pale Alto

at the nextRAB meeting. RABmembersgenerallyproposedthat Navy budgetsbe the topicof the

nextRABpresentation. Mr. Chanrespondedthatthe Navywould providea reportor preparea

presentationof the budget issuesfor MoffettField. Ms. Byster announcedthe availabilityof a

symposiumregardingapproachesto preventingpollutionin the SouthBayto be heldMarch21, 1997

in SanJose. Mr. Chuckclosedthe meetingat 9:15p.m.

t
- __ J
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March 27, 1997

r--_ StephenChao
" ; EngineeringField Activity - West

NavalFacilities EngineeringCommand
900Commodore Dr. - Building i 01
SanBruno, Ca 94066-2402

DearMr. Chao;

I wouldlike to be re-elected as the communitvco-chair for the
MoffettField RAB. Iserved as communityco-chair since February
1996and believe that I havebeen of serviceto the community, the
Navy, NASA, and the RAB.

As co-chair of the RAB I raised the issueof inadequate funding to
completethe site remediation andreceivedfavorableresponses from
severalgovernment officials, includingConm'esswomanEschoo. I also
questionedthe reduction in well samplingand monitoring frequency.
Mycontacts with the responsiblepartiesat H-P.Varian, EPA and
RWQCBregarding monitoring and samplingprotocols allowed a
comparisonof sampling and monitoringprogramsat Moffett and at
othernearby sites. The results suggestthat more frequent well

, samplingcan be justified technically.
,_ i/

I havemore than 8 years experiencein oversightand remediation
activitiesfor 2 superfimdsites in Palo Alto. I ama member of the
Boardand Treasurerof the Bah'on parkAssociationFoundation which
has2 Technical Assistance Grants from EPAfor community
representationand oversightof the 1501and 640 Page Mill Road
Superfimdssites in Palo Alto. Activitiesat the 1501 site are in the
finalcleanup stage of routine operationof the treatment system.
The grant for the 1501Page Mill site expiredDec. 31, 1995. The 640
PageMill site will move to routineremediationand monitoring in
1997. Our grant for the 640 Page Mill siteexpires in July 1998.

I aman engineer at SpaceSystems/Loralwith more than 30 years
experiencedesigning and buildingspacecraft. My prime expertise is
in materials,processes, and contaminationprevention and control. I
ama Registered Professional MetallurgicalEngineer in California. I
ampart chair, and a presentmember of the executive committee of
AmericanSociety for Testingand Materials(ASM) Committee E-21,
Applicationsof SpaceTechnology,and have beenchair of subcommittee
E21.05,Contamination, for almost 20 years. I received the ASTM
Award of Meritand am a Fellow ofASTM. Previously I was on the

-" editorialBoard of MicroContaminationJournal.and was assistant
\. J

editorof the Society of AdvancedMaterials& Processes Engineering
(SAMPE)Journal.



Other current activitiesincludeBoard of Directors of Cable ___J
CommunicationsCo-operativeof Palo Alto, vice-president of the Palo
Alto Civic Leagueand past presidentof the Civic League, Board of
the Barron Park Association,member of the Terman AdvisoryCommittee.
and secretary of PA-COMNET(Palo Alto Community Network).

In 1983the Palo Alto Civic League named me Citizen of the Year. I
am on the Technical Advisory Committee for the 1998 Space Simulation
Conference, and was on the Technical Advisory Committee for the 1994
and 1996 Space SimulationConferences.

Previously I was Presidentof La Comida de California, the senior
nutrition programfor Palo Alto and adjacent areas, treasurer of
Council for the Arts. Palo Alto and Midpeninsula Area (CAPA),
Chairman of Pal0 Alto School for Jewish Education, a member of the
Jordan-GarlandSchool Site DispositionCommittee, and as member of the
Terman WorkingGroup,which established new uses for a closedschool.

My experiencewith the2 superfundsites, plus my other very broad
community and professionalexperienceprovides an excellent
background in contamination,test and evaluation, and analytically r--'_
evaluating informationand promptly reaching valid conclusions. As a .,_)
community membermy main interest is assuring the toxic sites at
Moffett are cleanedto the greatest and most cost-effective level
possible, and will presentno futurehealth risks or inhabit future
reuse of the site.

I enjoyed the past 15monthsof serviceas community co-chair. I
believe that I havecontributedto the past success and lack of
acrimony among RAB members, if the RAB members wish to have me
continue serve as chairor co-chair for Moffett I will be honored
and will do my best to assistin moving cleanup forward as quickly
and effectively as possible.

Yours very truly,

Bob Moss
4010 Orme
Palo Alto, Ca, 94306

t r--_-
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DAVID C. GLICK

_ REGISTRATION/

Registered Geologist: California Certified EngineeringGeolomst: California
Certified Hydrogeologist: California Registered Environmental Assessor: Califbmia

EDUCATION

B.S., GeoloH, , San Diego State University

PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATIONS

Association of Engineenng Geologists Earthquake Engineering Research Institute.
Seismological Society of America National Water Well Association

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE AND BACKGROUND

Mr. Glick is the Director of Geologic and Environmental Services for Geo Plexus and has over 19 years of
experience in management and business development, engineering geology, environmental management, ground
water hydroloH', geotechnical engineering, earthquake engineering, value engineering, and construction
technology in private industD.,and the federal government. During his association with the Western Division.
Naval Facilities Engineering Command. Mr. Glick was responsible for road and airfield construction designs,
performing hydroloH, studies for design of surface water control structures; design and construction of shoreline
and channel slope protection: design and installation of hillside dewatermgidrainage structures; and for prw,iding
construction support in all aspects of geotechnical engineering and engineering geology.

_ )_ Mr. Glick is currently responsible for the management and execution of preliminary, and detailed (Phase L 1I
and I]1")environmental site assessments, geologic studies, and hydrogeologic investigations throughout the
Western United States for the assessment of leaking surface and underground storage tanks, electroplating
surface impoundment closures, and landfill investigations. Specificprojects have included: professional
oversight during tank closures, subsurface characterization investigations, ground water characterization studies,
determining soil and hydraulic characteristics of aquifer materials, contaminant migration assessments, and
remedial feasibility studies. He has been responsible for the selection, negotiations, and direct management of
consultants and contractors for site investigations and remedial action, preparation of remedial action
construction contracts, and implementation of remedial actn,ities.

Mr. Glick has been responsible for preparation of remedial action designs, preparation of bidding packages, and
for management of remedial earthwork projects including contractor selection and management, coordination of
equipment, transportation, and disposal of contaminated soil. ,X,lr. Glick has also been responsible for design,
installation, and maintenance of in-situ remedial _,sterns including: ground water extraction, vapor extraction,
co-extraction, air-sparging, passive bioventmg, and oxygen releasing compounds (for low riskcase remediation).

Mr. Glick has provided independent consultation and professional oversight to various construction firms for
installation of gas extraction and gas monitoring systems for City of Mountain View landfill closure projects.

As Production Director for Huerfano Productions (a division of Geo Plexus) Mr. Glick is responsible for
productions of construction documentation and training videos, oral histories and personal documentaries v_ith
responsibilities including: lighting staging,,video/audio mixing,,video recording (Hi-8, VHS, SVHS, and Beta
formats), audio recording,,and editing. M.r. Glick is the Bay Area's independent technical set, ice manager for
Foto Fantasy for installation and maintenance of video, audio, and printing equipment.

)
- - Mr. Glick is also supports Geo Plexus Commercial Services Divisionfor direct marketing and sales and

development of independent dealers for Alpine Industries Air Purification products.


