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PROCEEDI NGS

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Wwe'll call the neeting
to order.

I could go into the purpose why we're here, but |
think we all have been to it so many tinmes, | won't go
over it again. And | see only famliar faces here.

So we usually start with introductions, basically
for the record. And ny nane is Marcus O Connell, the
Community Co-Chair.

And 1'Il go around to ny left. And if we'll
i ntroduce ourselves around, then out to the audience and
back again.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLI E:  Thank you. Good
evening. My name is David Baillie. |'mthe Environmental
Manager of the Naval Wapons Station Seal Beach.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Did you say to
the left or this left?

Evel yn Freitas, Concord resident.

ADVI SCRY BOARD MEMBER W LLI AMS:  Mary Lou
Wl lianms, Concord resident.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER McGEE: Ed McGee, Martinez
resident.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER GRI FFI TH:  David Giffith,
Cty of Concord.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RYAN: Patricia Ryan,
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California State Departnment of Toxic Substances Control.
MR. COOPER: David Cooper, the U.S. Environnental
Prot ecti on Agency.
M5. FLEMM NG  Cynthia Fl emm ng, Navy.
FREI TAS: Tom Freitas, Concord resident.
ANDAL: Amado Andal, Weston.

ALTAM RANG. O audette Altam rano, Weston.

» » D D

BAUMGARTNER:  Hel en Baungartner, Concord
resident.

MR. BYRNE: Harry Byrne, Concord resident.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TACTAY: |'m Tony Tact ay,
envi ronment al engi neer for EFA West.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RIVERA: G| Rivera, the
Navy Renedi al Project Manager, Daly City.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY: (Good evening. |I'm
Phil Ranmsey with the United States Environnental
Protection Agency. |'m a project nanager.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER MEI LLI ER: Good eveni ng.
I"mLaurent Meillier with the Regional Water Quality
Control Board.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU. Gay Tanasescu,
a Bay Point resident.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Theresa Mrl ey, Navy
Co-Chair.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Ckay. Wth that,
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we'll move on to public comrent, which is -- Mario.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER MENESINI:  Good to be with
you.

["m Mario Menesini. |'ma Wil nut Creek resident,
as well as President of the Sanitation Board.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: This is Mario's first
meeting. He's a new nenber. We won't put himon the
spot, but we'll do that later

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Second hal f of the RAB.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: So we'll start off the
public coment. This public comment is basically for
anything that's not on tonight's agenda, for comments of a
general nature.

I's there any?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS:  Yes.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Ckay. Evelyn.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: | have two
t hi ngs.

One, | would like to see -- |'ve already tal ked
to Geg Smith today, but 1'd Iike a formal request, and
could nmake a formal letter, that on the properties that
Concord is asking to | ease, that we have an overlay nmap
that shows not only what the plain shows, but also --
have an ol der map that shows sonme of the buildings. It

| ooks li ke quite a few buildings along the edge and
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different -- 1'd like to have all of the archives, all the
buil dings, all the canals, all the drains, everything, the
streets, everything labeled in so that when we | ook at it,
we're actually looking at a map and not just a blank piece
of paper, so that we have a better idea.

| know that we're not supposed to be really
comrenting on the land use. But | think if we're going to
work as a RAB and we're responsible for nmaking comments to
make sure that things are clean to the highest possible
| evel, then I think we should be putting our input into
this. And, you know, people are going to be trusting us
to make sonme of these comments also. And | don't think
this has gotten out to the public enough and we've had
public comment. And | don't think we have had a chance to

really | ook at sone of the buildings and things in that

ar ea.
And ny second comment is: | thought Theresa had
said that "22" was going to be on here, because | invited
sone of the Dana Estates. |Is that --
CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: It's going to be in Gl's
RPM updat e.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Okay, but 1'd
also like to request on the record having a tour for the
Dana Estates, some new nenbers, for Site 22. And if the

date for the remedial investigation does not neet within
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30 or 60 days, I'd like to have an extension so that the
Dana Estates groups and the groups around the surroundi ng
area, you have enough tine to contact themand letters go
out to those people.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: | contacted EFA West, and
we are going to take noney from another contract to make
sure that you guys can have that separate neeting on Site
22 and a site tour for the new nmenbers. So if you would
like to -- | think Joe and | are going to head that up,
right? Maybe get together with everybody and see what
dates there are available. Mybe a Saturday, | think you
guys sai d before was best.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: kay. Thank you.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: (Gkay. And | need
clarification on your first commrent. You want a base map
that has all the buildings and roads to show t he proposed
joint use or the IR sites?

ADVI SCRY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Al the IR sites.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  All the IR sites, but
havi ng the roads and buildings on it?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Not only the
bui | di ngs, but the underground storage tanks, having
little squares and what tanks they were. Because |I'm
trying to do this on ny own now, and the -- | have the

under ground storage tanks and | have the stormwater
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managenent plan. And I'mtrying to overlay these, and
it'sreally a job. And | would think the Navy woul d have
something nore sinplified that they could give us to
overlay and work on one map

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: It probably won't be all

on one map because if it was in that |evel of detail, we
woul dn't be able to read it, so it'll probably be
sections.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREITAS: But if you could
make it so that it actually fits. Overlay it on to
something it actually fits over the overl ay.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Right. But what I'm
saying is |ike maybe there will be, you know, six
different sections. And this section will be the west end
of the inland area. And it will have the roads and the
bui | di ngs and --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Yeah, that's
fine.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE: A couple coments
| need to -- one is a question, | think, and the other one
is a conment.

You're interested in, Evelyn, the entire IR
program the entire base, not just -- you' re not just
tal ki ng about joint use.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Right.
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ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE: And certainly we
can share that information. | just -- technically it may
be difficult to get all that overlaid and on to one, you
know, map or even if you did it in sections. So we need
to |l ook at what's possible. Probably on a site-by-site
basis, | would inmagine, that we've got that consolidated.
But the basis -- ny point is, the bases are not
consolidated like -- GS map systemhas all this in one
pl ace that you can go to informally. But we'll put
together what is avail able and do the best job possible.

The second thing, however, is that -- and | know
alot of this information is already rel eased in docunents
and so on. But the post-911 environnent we have been
directed by security and public affairs that whatever we

rel ease needs to be, you know, cleared with them So

we'l|l also check on that and to nake sure there's no
issues with sonme of the information. Wat's -- in a
sense -- like location nagazines and stuff, you know.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: | think you can rel ease

it to the public. You just can't put it on our web site.
ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAILLIE: Right. | nean
that's one of the rules, yeah. So just make people aware
of that. And we'll do everything we can.
MS. CANEPA: | just wanted to add the draft

renedi al investigation for Site 2 is due in m d-February.
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So | think there would be tine to do the site tour before

t hen.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Ckay.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY: Theresa, what |
was just going to suggest -- I'mnot sure if everyone --

if the RAB nenmbers want to spend the tine just focused on
Site 22. Because what | was going to suggest was with the

new RAB nenbers perhaps people would want to do a kind of

a base-wide tour again. |It's been sone tinme. So it takes
a lot of effort to go out and see one -- just one IR site.
CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: | think a grand tour

woul d be a good thing. The new nenbers need a grand tour
of the base.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Maybe we coul d
have a stop-off in case sone of the residents in -- and
I["mnot sure | can speak for everybody -- but if Dana
Estates or some of the others didn't want to go on an
entire tour, we could have a stop-off point, you know, a
break in between. And then they didn't have to continue
if they didn't feel -- maybe we could do it that way. W
could do an all-day tour. But | think that's a good idea.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Any other public
comrent .

| agree with you, Evelyn, that we need sone

i nformati on about this 154 acres that Concord is trying to
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get -- at least a significant nmake up

I think we need to recognize it certainly under
CERCLA under the federal regul ations and under the Federa
Facilities Agreenent the cover the base. They even sent
an E-mail out that said at the beginning that a directed
study comrttee is doing an environmental baseline survey
of the base currently. And we haven't interfaced with
themat all. And we've asked on nunerous occasions to
have a presentation or to contact them so that we can
interact. And it's --

M5. BAUMGARTNER:  Can you speak | ouder so that we
can hear?

CO CHAl RPERSON O CONNELL: Ckay. It is clearly
within our purviewto deal with a directed study comm ttee
on this environnental baseline survey.

So | guess perhaps on the agenda for the next
meeting, or maybe we can do this off line -- we need to
get themhere at the table, at |east for a discussion, or
we need to be at their table. They're having a neeting,
tentatively now, Decenber 4, in Martinez. And we can show
up of course there and, you know, introduce ourselves, if
necessary, or we can wait until they cone to us. But, you
know, however we want to work it.

Wth that | guess we nove on to the next item

That's your chair for that, | think
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CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Thanks a | ot.

| guess we won't be approving the October 7th
meeting transcripts since we just received themtonight.

My apol ogi es and al so his apologies. | guess you
had a | ot of things going on. You kind of explained that.
And we're sorry that we just got to themtonight. And
we'll table that till the next neeting.

And he promi sed two weeks next tinme.

kay. Wth that, G, did you want to start on
your renedi al project managers' report?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RIVERA: Yes. |'d like to
present the Navy renedi al project managers' report for the
nmont h of Cctober.

This is a summary report of the intercoordination
between the federal and state agencies and the Navy with
respect to sonme of the projects that we're working on the
site, and al so an update on the projects that we're
working on at the present tine at the Naval Wapons
Stati on Concord

I"d like to start out with the first bull et
there. If you look, it was part of your handout package.
There's, | believe, two or three pages. The handout is
entitled "Navy Renedi al Project Managers Report."

First itemis IRP Site 22 fieldwork. The Site 22

fieldwork -- it's kind of hard to look at the map. But if
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11
someone can point out Site 22, it's in the inland area
al ong the border of the facility there, if you can | ook at
the site map there.

The site work was slated for the 21st and 22nd
of Cctober. It went exceedingly well and was conpleted on
the 21st of Cctober.

Just as a recap for this site, the intent of the
suppl enental sanpling was an effort to take sanples to
reach a determination on whether the arsenic that is of
concern on the site was anthropogenic; that is, is it
there caused by the effects of nman, whatever the case may
be? O was it naturally occurring?

So we sanpled 14 different sites, sanpled at
three depths at each site. And when that data cones back
we'll be able to nmake a determination as to -- hopefully
make a determ nation as to whether the arsenic that's
present on the site is, as | stated, anthropogenic or
natural ly occurring.

One thing I1'd like to mention. The one high hit
of arsenic that we did previously find at this particul ar
site was at 10 feet below ground surface. So it's nore
than likely that it is an anthropogenic source. But we
need to confirmthat by acconplishing the sanpling.

Part of the sanpling, we also | ooked for iron,

magnesi um and antinony. W | ooked for those because if
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you find arsenic in the presence of those three particul ar
metal s, and others, there's a strong correlation with
natural ly occurring presence of arsenic.

So, as | stated, you know, once we get this data
back, we'll be able to have a better understandi ng of
what's going on in the site

And, in addition, we'll conbine this data with
previously acquired data. And we'll do a human health

ri sk assessnment and an ecol ogi cal risk assessnment on the

site.

Next bullet is the --

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Did you plan to check
groundwat er off site? W've talked -- it's come up here

before that people have wells that they are drinking water
from-- they get their drinking water fromcl ose to that
site. And has there been any attenpt to do any
groundwat er sampling there?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: | don't recal
presently.

Do you renenber?

M5. CANEPA: The previous groundwater sanpling at
the site was focused on organi c contam nants because the
building that the site is centered around was a
mssile-wing fin repair facility. So it's nore paints and

things like that. So the groundwater has been
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characterized for arsenic.

And arsenic that we're observing in soil, we've
seen it at the surface and at 10 feet. And groundwater
depths are 25 to 30 feet, so we don't expect that it would
be in groundwater.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREITAS: 1'd like to add
one thing too, GI, that |I've been -- | was sent a forma
letter because | want this in the record too, is that the
outfall for that area was deleted fromnonitoring in
around '94. And with sone of the material that |'ve read
on the first RI, | think it was, they decided not to check
the groundwater, | believe it was, up above or in the
hi gher ar ea.

But I think it needs to be -- and I won't take up
alot of time. | just think it needs to be -- there needs
to be nore of an open space area of where they're checking
for the groundwater and the soil. | don't think they're
doi ng a good enough job out in that area, especially since
t hey have Concord Hi gh School and Dana Estates residents.
And |'m not sure what the other area is on the other side,
what that's called, but I think that that nust go around
because nmy husband did take sone pictures fromthe
backsi de of -- and pass that around if anybody's
interested. But that's sonmething that's a concern of

m ne, that that stormwater was not being checked and
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there were contam nants being dunped into that.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAILLIE: |'msorry,
Evelyn. |Is your comment regarding that stormwater is no
| onger being monitored or is it your comment that some
sampl ing through the programwas - -

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Well, actually --

ADVI SORY BCARD MEMBER BAILLIE: | just want to be
cl ear on where the concern is.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: The storm water,

| guess when it -- I'mnot an expert on this, so | don't
know. | guess when it overflows or whatever, when it
doesn't -- when it overflows in the drain, then it

actual ly goes off into other areas and it's discharging --
actually sone of the areas it showed were di scharging off
like into the ground and into the canal, into the
sout hwest canal, | think it was, southwest of the
property. As | say -- southwest of Seal Creek. This does
not -- drainage area -- |I'll wite this up so that you
have this.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE: Yeah, give us
details on --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: But what it's
saying is that the overfl ow goes into the grassy area
pools or goes off into other areas.

And so | think we need to | ook at the whol e
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picture, especially since that's so closely fenced up into
the Dana Estates area.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA:  Yeah, sorry. |It's
not recordable, | acknow edge. The other conments nade by
Evelyn Freitas, we'll take that into consideration.

Next itemon the report is the Site Managenent
Plan or the SMP. The Navy and the agencies coord -- the
agencies, in particular, U S. EPA coordinated on three
di fferent occasions via conference call regarding the site
managenent plan as it pertains to the litigation area
sites. Mdre specifically, the renmedial action Subsites 1
and 3.

The Navy and EPA jointly agreed that this is a
hi gh val ue wetl and and that these particular sites are of
great or primary interest.

The Navy and U.S. EPA agreed to conduct data gap
sanpling on these sites as well as conduct a suppl enenta
feasibility study.

The schedul e was put together by Navy and
submtted to the agencies, initially thinking that we
woul d be able to conduct the data gap sanpling and
analysis in parallel with the feasibility study.

In retrospect, the Navy | ooked at that particul ar
schedul e and nade a determination that the data that woul d

be acquired in the data gap sanpling would feed into the
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feasibility study. So the data gap sanpling anal ysis
could not be conducted exactly parall el

So the Navy adjusted -- in discussion with U S
EPA, the Navy adjusted the schedule so there is an
overlap. They're not running exactly parallel to one --
the feasibility study does begin when we provide the draft
data gap sanpling report. In addition, there were other
nodi fications nmade to that particul ar schedul e.

The agenci es had requested that the Navy include
deci sion docunents in the RAF s 1 and 3 schedule. W did
in fact add the decision docunents, proposed plan, and
Record of Decision in particular, and we provided
schedul es for those.

At the third conference call the schedule was in
fact briefed to U.S. EPA, to Phillip Ransey, and we did in
fact reach a tentative agreenent on the Site Managenent
Pl an.

Part of your handout materials tonight include
the Site Managenment Plan. And if you don't have one,
pl ease pick one up at the table in the rear of the room
t here.

And we will place copies of the Site Managenent
Plan in the information repository -- or at the
i nformation repository for people wishing to pick up a

copy for their own use.
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The EPA will have to correspond with the Navy
officially, providing us with a formal letter stating that
t hey accept or approve of the Site Managenment Pl an, and
that will be forthcom ng once EPA has an opportunity to
take a closer ook at those schedul es.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: So this is a draft
essentially, or is it pretty nmuch a done deal ?

ADVI SORY BCARD MEMBER RAMBEY: We've had -- as
G| said, we're down to a couple issues regarding the
schedul e, Marcus. And the Navy conplied, we're in
agreenment. W gave thema prelimnary thunbs up to go
ahead and produce these, provide themto the RAB and to
the public. W will be witing a letter. And we just
want to make sure everything's all in order. But | don't
anticipate anything. So we want to let fol ks know we're
generally in acceptance wi th these schedul es, anticipating
to nove the letter forward.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA:  Any ot her
guestions on the Site Managenent Pl an?

Next itemwoul d be the Installation Restoration
Program Site 1 Record of Decision Resolution Meting.

This particular nmeeting has been schedul ed three
times due to the fact that all staff weren't available
both for the agencies and for Navy. W finally did arrive

at Novenber 6th for the nmeeting that will be held at the
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Tetra Tech offices in San Francisco.

The major itemof resolution here would be
| ooking at the applicable, relevant, and appropriate
requi rements for the Record of Decision. And, in fact,
these are the laws that the Navy has to conply with in the
design for the this particular site.

We have al so been asked to provide technica
support at this particular neeting, that we have our
geot echni cal engineers at the nmeeting, and Navy will have
their Navy engi neers, Navy geotechnical engineers at this
meeting, primarily to discuss how the design correlates to
the ARARs and the ROD as it currently exists. W're close
to resolving this issue, and hopefully we'll have
somet hing favorable to present to the Restoration Advisory
Board in the next couple of nonths.

Next itemis a Renmedial Project Managers Meeti ng.
I[f you'll turn to your handout to the agenda for the
Renedi al Project Managers Meeting. It should be page 2.

I'd like to call your attention to Roman Numera
2, that's a docunent tracking sheet.

Agai n, in your handout materials for this evening
we have provided a docunment tracking sheet that covers the
present nonth as long and al so the two foll owi ng nonths.
This is an aid for the Restoration Advisory Board to track

docunents or deliverables, as we refer to them for review
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and comment.

The schedul e has been revi ewed by the Renedia
Project Managers, U S. EPA, State of California, and the
Water Quality Control Board. And this is the product that
resulted fromthat neeting.

It's there for your use. |If you have conments,
we woul d appreciate your comments on it. If we can nake
it sinpler for you, we'd be glad to do that. O if you
want additional information, please |let us know.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: G|, didn't you just say
that right nowthat's currently in Wrd, but you re going
to be putting that in Excel, and that will be Ermiled to
RAB nenbers once a nonth?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: That's correct.
That particul ar handout that you have in your package is a
Wrd docunent. The table capabilities of Wrd, you can do
limted sorting. But if anyone wants an excel version
we're willing to work that into Excel so that you can do
sorts as you desire.

There is also a second schedul e handout in your
package that is an Excel spreadsheet. And we can send
that to anyone who woul d request that electronically, so
you can do sorting using Excel on your conputer if you'd
like.

Just let us know who wants it, and we'll gladly
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supply it. If you want us to distribute it to the entire
RAB, we will do so as well.

Anot her itemthat I'd like to call your attention
to on the agenda for the Renedial Project Managers Meeting
is under Roman Nuneral 6. It is the Area of Concern 1
suppl enental sanpling. And potential additional grid
sanmpl es and concrete pipe sanpling.

The suppl emental sampling that's going to be
conducted at Area of Concern 1 is to aid U S. EPA and the
state agencies in working with the Navy to formul ate the
scope of the investigation or the renedial investigation
that will be conducted at Area of Concern 1.

We did during the time-critical renoval action
excavate the area, as you know, and got rid of
contam nated soils on the site. And we did happen to
uncover two pieces of a tube, what we're calling concrete
pi pes. These are 24 and 36 inch dianeter pipes. They
appear to be laid on end. W don't know the | ength of
those particul ar pipes, but they do appear to be filled
with a consistent size of gravel. W suspect that they're
either sunps or dry wells or sonmething to that effect. W
t hought about sanpling i medi ately because we do have a
sampling effort that will be ongoing, but decided to wait
until we characterize the site during the installation

during the remedial investigation. And we'll go forth and
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do the appropriate sanpling for those two itens that we
uncovered during the time-critical renoval action

I'"d like to call your attention then to bullet
nunmber 3, the Site 13 and 17 ROD, schedul ed date for
agenci es' signature. The U S. EPA has provided coments
to the Navy. Navy has incorporated those comments. W
have updated the ROD and will be provided to the agencies
inits draft final formand to the Restorati on Advisory
Board for their review and comment.

If we could turn back to the Page 1, the Navy
Project Managers Report. 1'd like to cover the nmjor
bull et there, I RP Docunments Subnmittals & Review. As you
can see, there are four specific docunents that were
submtted for reviewin the nonth of Cctober. And these
are al so indicated on your schedul ed handouts that were
provided to you. And we will be |ooking for review
comrents fromthe Restoration Advisory Board

Last nonth we had quite a nunber of docunents for
reviewas well. And | would like to reconmend to the RAB
that they break up into small groups to reviewthe
particul ar docunents. It may nmake it easier to review
themif you break themup that way versus trying to review
all the documents in one group.

Again, that's ny personal recomrendation as a

renmedi al project nmanager. And however you would like to

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON  (916) 362- 2345



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

22
do it, please let us know -- or let me know.

The good news is, for the nonth of COctober no
docunents will be provided to the RAB for review. So your
entire nonth of Novenber is free to review the |ast two
nonths' worth of docunents.

The field work schedul ed for Novenber:
Reveget ati on of AOCC 1 excavations. W did backfill the
site and we have provided topsoil and we have conpl et ed
the revegetati on of Area of Concern 1 excavations. W
will be nonitoring the revegetation to ensure that
what ever native plants we placed back in the topsoil do in
fact do well, and we'll be | ooking at those until the
foll owi ng year.

Again we'll be doing the supplenental sanpling at
Area of Concern 1, and again to acquire data that we will
use in the scoping of the renmedial investigation.

That concl udes the Navy Renedi al Project Managers
Report for October 2002.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Thank you, G .

Phil li p.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMBEY: Thank you,

Ther esa.

"Il just add just a little bit. G actually
gave everyone -- M. Rivera gave everyone a good rundown
of what -- in a sense, what the Navy and what the agencies
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have been working on this nonth. So | don't need to add
very nmuch to that.

| did want to nention regarding the schedul es,
which we call the Site Managenent Plan, the SMP, this
docunment has been rel eased now to folks. W want to just
remind and reiterate to everyone of the public, these
schedul es are | ooked at every year and will be -- going to
be actually coming out pretty short now because this has
taken a few nmonths |onger to conplete this year's schedul e
updat es.

So June 17th, 2003, we'll be starting this
process again, reevaluating the schedul es, making
adjustnents if necessary, and goi ng through what hopefully
shoul d just be a couple of nonth process to update the
subsequent annual anendnents.

And that's the tinme that fol ks generally are
gi ven opportunities to comment on the schedul es and
provide any input. So we're just wapping up this
process, again for the new RAB nenbers that started in
June of this year.

So those schedul es are out.

Two other activities that | was involved with, in
addition to the | engthy discussions we had to wap up the
SWP, the Site Managenment Pl an, we've been having interna

di scussions, both with EPA internally and with the state,
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about this Site 1, the closure laws for the Site 1 Tida
Area Landfill. And as M. Rivera nentioned, we are going
to be neeting with the Navy. And we hope to have a
productive nmeeting to wap up this evaluation of the
closure laws that apply to the landfill site, and | ook
forward to presenting that information to the public
whenever you folks would Iike to hear that.

Two other things | was involved with this nonth
just so you fol ks know

On the 19th | was asked and attended the Dana
Est at es Nei ghborhood Fair, was with al so Navy
representatives. And sone of the RAB nenbers were al so
ki nd enough to spend the day at this nei ghborhood fair
And had a chance to talk to several dozen people in the
north Concord area about the environnental prograns that
are underway at the Wapons Station, and got a | ot of
positive, good feedback fromfolks. And we had a chance
to hand out RAB applications and talk to people and get
their input about things. So that was very positive and
rewar di ng

And then, in addition, on the 24th | went out to
see the sampling work. | didn't have enough tinme for ny
schedule to get out during the field sanpling, which we
try to do, and ended up going out there a couple days

afterwards where the sanplings |ocations, you know, were
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still marked, so | was able to wal k around the site and
see where the sanples were taken, nake sure they were
generally where we had -- where they were agreed to, where
the plans indicated the sanples were taken

So | had a little chance to visit the inland
ar ea.

And that's about it. Thank you.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Thank you, Phil.

Jim do you have anythi ng?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER PI NASCO  Not much to add.
One thing I was involved with and had been involved wth
is to try and contact and have a di al ogue with sonmebody
fromthe Berkeley office that are working on sites close
to Concord so we can exchange information, both for our
benefit and their benefit. And was able to transfer sone
information to them

I just want to point out, Pat Ryan, ny
counterpart, was also at the community fair that the RAB
hel ped put on.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: All right. Thank you,
Jim

Laurent.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER MEI LLIER:  |'m happy to
announce that the Navy has signed a cost recovery letter

for the UST sites that will basically provide funding for
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the Regional Water Quality Control Board staff to review
UST sites and provide closure or further investigations if
studies seemto find that rmay be required.

Following also UST sites | net with a genetl eman
fromAntioch, who is a contractor with the Navy that is
based out of San Di ego, and net with himtoday and
di scussed UST sites.

I also provided two letters of comments, one
letter pertaining to the Port of Chicago mainstream gas
station UST cluster, there are about -- | think about nine
UST sites and provided coments on this study. That was
provi ded to the Board.

And | al so provided comrents for tidal area UST
sites such as A3A, Al6, and E108.

Al so board staff recently conpleted a review with
the hel p of Regional Water Quality Control Board attorney
on the applicable, relevant, and appropriate requirenments
related to the Tidal Area 1 Landfill ROD. And we'll be
di scussing the outcome of this review with the Navy on
Wednesday.

And, finally, | have started reviewing the solid
wast e managenent units, Rl investigation reports for sites
2, 7, and -- 2, 5, 8, and 18.

And that's it.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Thank you, Laurent.
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Ckay. For the status of the IR and the AR update
we'll start with the good news first, and then nove to the
bad news.

The good news is that the administrative record
is up to date. And Bechtel finally cane up and did their
quarterly review. W did have a newindex. And it's the
one that's sorted by -- and correct me if I'mwong --
date, site and al phabeti cal

Unfortunately they gave it to us in
password-protected access. So we're trying to hook up
with themso that we get it in excess, and then downl oad
that to Excel and then send that out to you. And we'll be
sending that admn record every quarter

The bad news is that David and Carolyn and | went
to the information repository today, and there's a | ot of
things mssing. So | think -- we had a | ong discussion
when we got back to the base. | think we've finally
figured out where the problemis. And | think that we
solved it. | do bet we have solved it.

So we'll be working -- as soon as | amhere this
week, we're going to be working on getting the docunents.
There's nothing new in there. The index is old. It's
really kind of a ness. So we will be working to get that
where it needs to be. And | apologize that that hasn't

happened. And | thought -- you were told that it was up

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362- 2345



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

28
to date, and it wasn't.

So that's the status of the information
repository.

Gl.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA:  Yeah, one
additional comment. W have worked directly -- we,

Navy -- EFA West are working directly with Weston. They
have i ndeed hired a bonded copy service to cone to EFA
West to copy the |large volunme docunments that will be done
on the 7th, a couple days from now.

Tony Tactay and nyself will in fact make sure
that the smaller docunents, the neeting m nutes docunents,
are copied so that we can have all those holes filled in
the information repository. However, apparently things
keep, shall we say --

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Well, apparently the
docunents are being Fed-ex'd to the base. And we don't
know who signed for them because they're not going
anywhere. So we're going to go back and try to track
where those docunents m ght have gone. You know, there's
not that many people there. But fromnow on they're going
to be Fed-ex'd directly to the contractor Wston that's in
charge of the information repository. So we're just going
to cut the base out. Wston will put the docunent at the

i nformation repository and the base. But we still have to
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go back and figure out what happened to like the last few
mont hs and where everything was, but we will do that.

And you brought sonmething up and | just forgot
what it was. Never m nd.

So that was the status on that.

Mar cus.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Have we gone through
and actually gone through the adm nistrative record and
made sure that every docunent is there? That type of
audi t?

CO CHAI RPERSON MCORLEY: That's what Bechtel did.
And they will do that every quarter. And then now that --
and now that we have that index, now we can al so go and
find out what's mssing at the information repository,
because the index of the information repository,
everything that's on the index is there. But that index
is not up to date, and that was what one of the probl ens
was. So we're going to now take that newl y audited,
updat ed one to the Concord one. And then that's the one
that we'll finally -- once we have that in Excel form
that will be sent to you every nmonth for the information
repository.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU: Theresa, what
is the tinmetable for that?

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: We're going to work on

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON  (916) 362- 2345



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

30
that this week. But to tell you the truth right now I
don't know how many docunents are missing. So |I'msorry |
can't -- | would hope to have it by the next RAB, but I
don't want -- | feel stupid for having said that it was
taken care of, but it wasn't. So | don't want to give you
a date if that's okay. But it will be taken care of.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: 1s there anot her
area that we could -- you know, like the little office
there that -- | don't know what the security is |ike, but
the little office that you go inin Cyde to the right,
that little building, is that used all the tine where, we
coul d use that?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAILLIE: W did look into
that, the security building. And unfortunately there's
not adequate room available in that building for all the
information repository and for the support -- you know,
the security requirements that they need fromtheir staff.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: But is that what
is, a security, right there in that --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLI E:  Yes.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: But the library did nove
a lot of things around. Now the litigation sites and the
Concord index are on the sanme shelves. And they noved al
the ot her non-Concord stuff to the other side. So we

basi cally have that whole section. And there's a |ot of
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roomthere that we'll be able to put all these other
docunent s.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: They have it on
both sides now?

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: No, it's only on one side
now.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: On one side?

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Yes. So it actually
makes it easier

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Just a comment. This
mar ks the year -- a year since we've been asking. And
pray that this is conplete. W're just about to have
consul tants cone in and -- independent consultants to | ook
at some of this. They need this background information

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: And | know, Marcus. |
understand. But | do reiterate that if there is sonething
that's mssing, please call ne. W will Fed Ex you a
copy, we will send you a CD ROM  You know, anything that
you need, we'll nmake sure it's on the web site. Just |et
me know while we're doing this, okay, so --

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: We sent a letter to
the Navy on February 4th whi ch docunmented the docunents --
wel I, which list the docunents that were nmissing for -- in
the Tidal Area 1 bibliography -- in the bibliography of --

of the Record of Decision for Tidal 1. And there were
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many, many of them |In fact, nost of themwere either
m ssing or something was wong. So if you could check
that out that, that would certainly be one of the nost
i mportant ones. And the litigation area.

But | think that the Iisting we gave really needs
to be | ooked at, because there was -- | was told that it
was conmplete. And | went in a couple of nonths ago and
not hi ng had been done.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Right.

Ckay. Thank you.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Thank you

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: | f anybody doesn't have
any nore coments, we'll go ahead with our technica
presentati on.

kay. Joanna.

(Thereupon an overhead presentati on was

presented as follows.)

M5. CANEPA: Okay. | have a handout for the
Company's presentation. So if you guys follow along with
that handout, that would be great.

My nane is Joanna Canepa and | work with Tetra
Tech. We're a Navy contractor. And what |'mgoing to be
tal ki ng about tonight is the Draft Feasibility Study for
Site 27. The docunent that |ooks a lot like this. This

is a copy.
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A copy shoul d have been sent to all the RAB
menbers on Hal | oneen, Cctober 31st.
So I'll junmp right into the presentation
--000- -
M5. CANEPA: Ckay. So what |'mgoing to be
tal king about today -- can everybody see the screen okay?
I"mgoing to overview the site history of Site
27. 1'mgoing to touch on -- give an overview of what's
included in the Draft Feasibility Study. And I'll talk
about the schedule for the feasibility study and what the
next steps are after conpletion of that study, and then
open up for questions and answers, because we just have 20
m nutes schedul ed for this presentation. | have one that
follows mine. |If you can hold your questions to the end,
that woul d be appreci at ed.
Okay. Next slide.
--00o0- -
M5. CANEPA: So Site 27 is located in the inland
area, just on the south side of H ghway 4, here.
And the next slide.
--000- -
M5. CANEPA: And sone of the features of the site
is centered around two buil di ngs.
One is Building I A20, which is this building

here. And this was fornerly used as a chenical |aboratory
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and materials testing | aboratory.

And this is Building | A-36 here. This is a
former boiler house.

So these sites have always, since the Navy's been
on this property, been used for industrial purposes. And
currently they're sitting unused. They've been vacant for
several years.

--00o0- -

M5. CANEPA: So there have been severa
i nvestigations leading up to this feasibility study. Sone
of you might be famliar with this CERCLA process chart.
And we've handed it out at previous neetings. There's a
whol e CERCLA process. So for this study we're in the
feasibility study portion. So I'll talk little bit about
what happened in the renedial investigation

In the 1980s and early '90s there was an initial
assessnent study and site investigation.

In 1997 there was a renoval of an underground
storage tank that was | ocated right on the side of
building 1A~-36. And this is the spot where the UST was
renoved.

And in also 1997 there was a renedi a
i nvestigation conducted. So included in that
i nvestigation was a human health risk assessnent. And

because of the limted size of the area and the | ow
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quality habitat, there was not an ecol ogical risk

assessment conduct ed.

--00o0- -
M5. CANEPA: So I'll talk a little bit about the
chem stry of the site. This shot shows again -- this is

Buil ding | A~-36 and | A-20.

Soils were evaluated for the presence of
pestici des, PCBs, petroleum and volatile and
sem -vol atil e organi c conpounds

And the nmain chem cal of concern at the site is
pesticides. And the pesticide of nbst concern is
chl ordane, which is historically used for termte contro
and was generally used around the foundations and beneath
buil dings to control termte populations. And it was very
comon in the tinme of use and was legal at the tine.

--00o0- -

M5. CANEPA: | don't expect you to be able to
read this figure. But if you flip to the back of your
presentation, you should have a full-sized copy of it. It
folds out. It's 11 by 17. But what | wanted to show this
figure to indicate is that these are all the sanples where
we anal yzed for pesticides and PCBs. And we found that
the contamination is limted to the surface.

And what's highlighted in yellow here are

concentrations that exceed what's known as a prelimnary
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renedi ation goal. And that is the nunber the EPA
publ i shes based on scientific studies is protective of
human health. And these are residential prelimnary
renmedi ati on goals shown on this figure

So the bulk of the pesticide contam nation is
centered around the perinmeter of the building in these
samples. And | just wanted to point that out.

Ckay. If | could have the next slide.

--000- -

M5. CANEPA: Now, to tal k about the human heal th
ri sk assessment that was conducted as part of the renedia
i nvestigation, and it was updated in this feasibility
st udy.

We anal yzed two | and scenari os:

One for industrial use, which is how a public
site has always been used. And that is just analyzed as
day-tine use of the site.

And we al so anal yzed residential risks. And what
that is is if sonebody were to live -- a resident at the
site, would be there all the time for 30 years, what their
exposure woul d be.

So the nethods that we used to characterize the
ri sk, we compared site concentrations to EPA's prelimnary
renedi ati on goals for both industrial and residential

uses. And we | ooked at upper-bound site concentrations,
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site maxi muns to be conservative in the anal ysis.

And if we could go to the next slide.

--00o0- -

M5. CANEPA: There's also a fold-out map in the
back of your handout that corresponds with this map

But we evaluated three areas of this site
separately.

First, we |looked at all of the data collected
throughout the site, and did a risk characterization based
on all of the site data.

Second, we did a risk characterization based on
the data collected just around the perineter of the
building. And this is really the worst-case scenario
because that's where the pesticides were the highest.

And, third, we did an analysis of all of the data
across the site except everything around the perineter of
the building. So that excludes the highest
concentrati ons.

And the reason for breaking the analysis up that
way is it tells you what woul d happen -- or what the human
health risk mght be if there was no exposure here
anynore, if this were dug up or, you know, that there were
no exposures there.

--000- -

M5. CANEPA: Ckay. So now I'mgoing to talk
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about the conclusions for the human health risk
assessnent.

So our three scenarios -- our three areas are up
here. This is the entire site, this is the building
perineter, and this is the entire site excluding the
sanpl es just around that building perinmeter, for the
i ndustrial and residential risk scenari os.

So for all of the sites the industrial risk
scenari o showed that there's no risk. So if we continue
to use the site for industrial uses, we don't have a
probl em

The residential scenario showed no risk if you
| ook at the entire site; no risk if you look at the entire
site minus that area just around the buildings; but if you
| ook only at that area, there is risk. So if you lived in
that area just around that building, that would pose risk,
and you are a resident for 30 years.

--000- -

M5. CANEPA: So at the renedial investigation
stage we had several neetings with the regul atory
agencies. And it becane determ ned that we needed to go
into the feasibility study stage. And the purpose of the
feasibility study stage is to evaluate a range of options
for addressing contamination at the site. And the concern

is that residents can't be at the site or they will be
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exposed to risk.

We devel oped and eval uated this range of
alternatives. And they were developed to neet three
obj ecti ves:

One, to elinmnate or reduce the human health
risk;

Second, to protect the environnent;

And, third, to make sure that the alternatives
are feasible, inplenentable and cost effective.

--000- -

M5. CANEPA: kay. So the renedial alternatives
eval uated are these three presented here:

First one is no action. And that is required by
feasibility study gui dance to be included in every
feasibility study.

The second alternative eval uated includes | and
use controls. So these would be restrictions of the I and
use to prevent residential uses at the site. So ensuring
that they will always be used in the future for industrial
uses. And placenment of the warning signs.

The third alternative that was evaluated is
renoval of the contam nated soil around the perineter of
the building, with off-site disposal of that contani nated
material. So the components included in this alternative

are denolishing both buildings, IA-20 and | A-36
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excavating all the contam nated soil around the buil ding
perineters and underneath the building down to a depth of
two feet, because again the contam nants were limted to
surface soil; confirmation sanples to nmake sure we
actually got all the contam nation that was there, didn't
| eave anything in place; off-sight disposal of all the
waste in an appropriate landfill; and a survey for and
renoval of any | ead-based paint or asbestos-contai ning
materials, and that's required by | aw

--000- -

M5. CANEPA: Ckay. So those three alternatives
wer e eval uated against nine U. S. EPA required eval uation
criteria.

So the first two criteria, protection of human
heal th and the environnment and conpliance with | aws, the
selected alternative has to neet those two. Those are
considered threshold criteria.

The rest of these criteria are considered
bal ancing criteria. So each three alternatives are
eval uated conparatively against all of these, and then
they're conpared with each other as well.

The |l ast two evaluation criteria, state
acceptance and conmunity acceptance, are not incorporated
into this draft of the feasibility study, because the

purpose of this draft is to solicit comments fromthe
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state and to solicit community feedback. So once we
recei ve coments fromthe state and the community, we'll
i ncorporate those comments into the draft final report.

--000- -

M5. CANEPA: So each of these nine criteria were
ranked on a scale of 1 to 5, 1 being "the alternative
poorly neets the evaluation criteria,"” 5 being "the
alternative best neets the evaluation criteria.”

So this matrix is shown in your report, and you
can see that state and conmunity acceptance are still to
be determ ned.

So this sunmarizes the evaluation in the
feasibility study. And based on weighing all of these
evaluation criteria, Alternative 2 best fits the
evaluation criteria in this analysis.

So the schedul e and the next step was feasibility
study. We're asking for witten comments by Decenber
30th, 2002. That's 60 days fromwhen it was distributed.
And once the Navy receives witten comments, the witer
responds to coments and issues the Draft Fina
Feasibility Study by the end of February '03. Once this
feasibility study is finalized, that brings us then to the
proposed plan -- proposed plan under the CERCLA process.
And that's schedul ed for June 2003. And then the Record

of Decision follows that, which is schedul ed for January
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of 2004.
--000- -

M5. CANEPA: And that's all.

So if you guys have any questions about the FS or
the analysis, 1'd be happy to answer them

V5. BAUMGARTNER: ' m Hel en Baungartner from
Concord.

If it's not safe for a residential, people to
live -- 1 mean for residential use, how can you say it's
safe for industry? Because the people are still going to

be there eight hours a day breathi ng whatever they're
breat hing and m xi ng whatever is there. So how can you
say one is safe and one is not safe?

M5. CANEPA: Residential use assunes that you're
there all the tine for 30 years. And it assunes you m ght
pl ant a garden and you m ght be eating soil. It assunes a
ot of things. That in an industrial scenario, people
woul dn't be planting gardens; and they woul d be there
during the work hours, the 8 to 12 hour work days and not
on weekends. So it's the anpbunt of tinme people are
exposed and it's the type of activities they mght be
doing at the site versus -- at an industrial site versus a
residential site

M5. BAUMGARTNER: So basically you're saying a

residential, they'll get sick in 10 years, where
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industrial it mght take them 30 or 40 years to get sick
because they're still breathing the same stuff?

M5. CANEPA: No, not -- actually the residential
PRGs are protected of sonebody living there for 30 years.
So the industrial scenario -- is it also a 30 year, do you
know?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY: | think that may
be the sane frequency, right, but it's the hours per day.
And there is looking at children. They're |ooking for a
residential. |If there's children, they assume they're
eating so much dirt. And so there's a nunber of factors
that are adjusted in these calculations to come up with
t hese risk nunbers.

M5. CANEPA: Right. And children generally
woul dn't occur at an industrial site, so -- they may have
a different sensitivity to certain chem cals.

| can't see who's first.

ADVI SOCRY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: M gl asses are
broke. Wiwen | was checking on this, it shows that storm
water fromthese areas drained into culverts and surface
run off discharges into Seal Creek and into the C ayton
Canal. And on the building 1A-20, it's in Drainage Area
9, and it shows that the excess drains into Seal Creek.
And that's still another one of ny concerns is that -- are

we evaluating the runoff on this, the groundwater runoff
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in the water -- groundwater contam nants in these areas?
I nean are we really evaluating this?

M5. CANEPA:  Well, the contam nation observed was
limted just to the surface. W didn't find nuch bel ow
the top few feet of soil. So it's not expected -- and
application of the chlordane is generally on the surface.
And it's pretty immobile in soil. Once it gets in the
soil, it binds. So it's not likely -- it doesn't |each
down into the groundwater. So groundwater wasn't a
concern for the chl ordane.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: But if it's going
off into the canals and into the creeks, isn't this going
to cause probl ens?

M5. CANEPA: Well, this is -- you can see this
elevation is 110 and this is 90. So it's up to downhill
That's how things flow. And there's a drainage ditch
here, and there's a sewer right here that things go into.

Seal Creek is not shown on this map
unfortunately, but it certainly doesn't go up to the
canal .

So chlordane in general in soil isn't highly
mobile. It's possible there is -- in stormevents there's
sone novenent. But we haven't seen an indication of that.

W' ve col |l ected sanples along this drainage ditch

and around in the drainage wells. So things flow from
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here to here. And we haven't seen chl ordane here or here.
So there's been no indication that it's noving down here.

ADVI SORY BCARD MEMBER FREI TAS: That's where we
need nore of the mapping for the canal, where the cana
goes, where the waterways go. There's -- what do you cal
it? -- sewer lines -- sonetinmes in sone of these things
that |'ve been reading, the docunments show that they were
being, | guess, unlawfully put into the sewer lines and in
all things dunped. So this is why | think we need a
better idea of where all the drainage is and the lines are
and t he wat erways, because |ooking at that people get the
idea that it -- you know, it's better than it is. And
this isn't really great.

So | think we need even nore information put on
these maps so that we can, you know, assess it better.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  How much was the
renoval going to cost?

M5. CANEPA: |If we can go back to the -- kay.

So the cost for the three alternatives:

Alternative 1. Ooviously doing nothing doesn't
cost nuch. Zero.

Alternative 2, land use controls was estinmated at
about $20, 000, and that includes witing sonme plans to
make some follow-up nonitoring to make sure that the |and

use control is actually being inplenented 30 years down
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And Alternative 3 was estimated at $1.2 mllion.

And that's --
CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: 1 guess | need sone
explanation on that. | renenber -- distinctly renmenber

visiting the site. The buildings are very snall

M5. CANEPA: The buildings are very snall

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  So denol i shing the
bui | di ngs, when | look at it as a non-expert, |ooks I|ike
it should be a fairly inexpensive job. And even if they
were to excavate all the soil down to a |evel of 50 feet,
it wouldn't be that nmuch soil. Well 50 feet m ght. But
let's say 10 feet, would not be that much soil. I'm
wondering how could it get to that price so quickly on a
couple of really small outbuildings?

MS. CANEPA: Attachnent B of the feasibility
studi es has detail ed cost evaluations for each of the
three alternatives. And it doesn't -- | agree. You wll
get this, thinking, "Ch, my gosh. This is so nuch." But
a lot of the things that you have to do in order to
excavate the soil -- you have to send it to the dass 1
treatnment facility, and that's very expensive, because

chl ordane is a hazardous waste. You have to do a

46

| ead- based pai nt survey and asbestos survey. And then you

have to assune that there's sone of that nmaterial that
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you'll have to dispose of properly. Then you have to
nobi | i ze, denobilize, do work plans for the construction
There's quite a few steps, and they're all detailed in the
Appendi x B.

There's actual ly an engi neering manual called the
MEANS manual . And they have general costs for what
construction should cost. So that this anal ysis was based
on that.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  And if we |l ook at the
residential's decision factors, the PRGs, residential
uses, ny understanding is that -- that is that 1 in 10,000
people who lived there for -- if you were to live there
for 30 years, your risk of getting cancer --

M5. CANEPA: -- It's 1 inamllion

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: O 1 in -- that's the
other threshold, isn't it?

M5. CANEPA: Al the PRGs are based on 1 in a
mllion

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Ckay.

M5. CANEPA: So it's 1 times 10 to the minus 6
t hreshol ds.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Now, that's -- is that
that they die, or they just get cancer?

M5. CANEPA: That's cancer.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: What if you take it
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further? |Is that another -- | guess this is for training
will cone in hand. If we just knew, we had sone
specifics, but --

M5. CANEPA: Yeah, we had human health risk
evaluation training a few nonths -- it's been nonths and
nmont hs. But basically EPA has a target risk range that
ri sk managenent decisions need to be nmade if risk is
within 1 times 10 to the minus 4 to 1 tinmes 10 to the
m nus 6.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Wwell, that's where the
1in 10,000 cones in, is that 10 to the mnus 4, right?

MS. CANEPA: Right.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: So if the risk is
within the range, in other words if 1 in 10,000 people can
live there for 30 years and that one -- or let's say
10,000 people lived there for 30 years and one of them
gets cancer, that's okay?

M5. CANEPA: No, that's not what |'m saying.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Wwell, what's the range
then? You're saying it's up to 1 mllion

MS. CANEPA: The range -- if something is bel ow
the PRG you have less than 1 in a mllion chance of
cancer -- of getting exposed. So then --

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Where does 10 to the

4t h cone in?
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MS. CANEPA: That's the upper-bound range.
Basically 1 times 10 to the minus 6 and to 1 tines 10 to
the mnus 4 is known as EPA's threshold risk range. So in
that range there has to be a risk managenent deci sion
And if you're less than 1 tinmes 10 to the minus 4, you
have to make a risk nmanagement decision. So where we were
showi ng sone risk, for exanple, in the building perineter
area, where we showed sone risk, | think that it was in
the 3 tines 10 to the mnus 5. So it was just above the
risk range. So a risk managenent decision is being nade,
or will be nade.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Ckay.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: And according to
the study on Page 7, results of the conparison of the
al ternates, none of these reduce the toxicity, mobility,
or vol une of the contami nants at 27. So no matter what
you do, it's going to stay the way it is and it's going to
be a problem And the reason | have a problemw th this
is because this is right above |and that you' re going to
be |l easing to Concord for open space.

M5. CANEPA: Let nme clarify what this reduction

intoxicity, mobility, and vol ume neans.

Basically what that nmeans is -- that nmeans you're
actual ly taking the chlordane out of the soil, and that
means you' re maki ng the chlordane go away in the soil. So
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inthis alternative we are digging it up, we're renoving
it fromthe soil. W're noving it to a landfill where it
will get treated. But we're not renmoving it fromthe
soil.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAILLIE: If | may. |
think I understand where Evelyn's conming from | ooking at
Page 7, and quote, "None of the three alternatives reduce
the toxicity, nobility, or volume contam nants at Site
27." | think the way the sentence is witten is -- maybe
could be clarified a little bit nore. Because if you
renove the soil fromthe site, clearly the toxicity at the
site would be reduced. But the toxicity -- you know,
you're just basically moving it fromone place to another
pl ace, to a safer place. But you' re not renoving the
contam nant and putting the genie back in the bottle, so
to speak. You know, you're still left with dirty dirt
that you need suppl ementi ng.

Don't worry about it, because we tal ked about
this for about what, 15 m nutes this afternoon.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY: (Good cal |, because
we had a discussion and -- we'll ask the attorneys about
that. And we kind of have different opinions about that,
this reduction in toxicity or nobility if you dig it up
But we'll see what the attorneys --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Pl us you' ve
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got -- if you're going to be renoving it, then you're
going to be putting it into trucks probably, if not druns,

and then you' re going to be taking it probably down ny

street.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSBEY: Well, that's
right.

M5. CANEPA:  Well, that becomes a short-term
effectiveness. So this is -- you know, Alternative 1 was

not very short themeffective, nothing' s being done.
Alternative 2 is considered highly effective in the short
term because you're not -- you're making sure that
nobody's living there. You're elimnating that

residential risk. Alternative 3 was noderately effective

in the short termbecause you will be putting things in
trucks, you will be -- workers going to the site, digging
inthe soil. Waring protective equi pnent, but --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: But they'll be
ri ght above where you're going to be |leasing that property

for open space. And this is sonmething that I'mreally

concerned about. This is -- you know, children get out
and run when they're in soccer. | don't care how -- what
the proximty is on this. | nean it's not real clear when

you're | ooking at these maps, and that's one of the
problenms. But still if it's above site and sone of this

could drift down, this is a real problem when you' re going
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to be leasing it out for open space. | really think that
needs to be strongly addressed.

M5. CANEPA: Site 27 is not under any reuse plan.
But correct nme if I"'mwong --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAILLIE: | think that's
what Evelyn is saying, is there going to be -- what's the
potential or the likelihood of transport -- the
cont am nation that we've discovered on site, what's the
likelihood to transport off site? And off site to the
extent that it could be in an area where maybe there's a
residential use or some other nore sensitive receptors.
And you could explain it technically. But just ny sort of
| ayman understanding of this, that it's not very
transportabl e.

M5. CANEPA: It's not very transportable. W
haven't observed any chlordane that's mgrated down into
that drainage ditch or drainage swal e, concentration

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Al so, keep in mnd
t hough, under a TBD, you know, the agency amendnent, the
public have their say. And that figures into these
equations. If you say, you know, "I don't want |and use
control s" or whatever, and then that goes up, puts nore
points on the Alternative 3, whichever one you sel ect.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: kay.

M5. CANEPA: Any ot her questions?
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Thank you.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: | nean, now the points
we're looking at, the 4 and 5 are actually the points
you're going to assign -- will be assigned to those
particular criteria?

M5. CANEPA:  Yes.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: So there's a
potential --

M5. CANEPA: It's a draft docunment. You're free
to conment on it.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  You have 27 points
total. How many points do conmunity acceptance have?

M5. CANEPA: It's a scale of 1 to 5. So it would
depend on -- | can't predict what the community acceptance
will be. [If the community does want Alternative 3, for
exanpl e, and everybody is, you know, really adamant about
it, there would be a 5 here. |If everybody wants
Alternative 2, there will be a 5 here. | nean it just
depends on what the comments are.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Ckay.

M5. CANEPA: And if it's a mxed bag, if some
peopl e think, "Ckay, it's fine in industrial use" or sone
peopl e think, you know, it should definitely be renoved,
you know, then these m ght both be 3's.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER W LLI AVS:  Wio's the

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON  (916) 362- 2345



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

54
conmuni ty?

M5. CANEPA: The community is this body and the
rest of the larger comunity.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSBEY: Joanne, you may
el aborate or kind of describe the CERCLA process -- right
now, I nean this is the feasibility study, and the Navy's
giving you a rundown of the alternatives they're going to
be doing. Wat happens after there is this discussion
about the feasibility studies, then we nove to a proposed
plan that the Navy will propose. So we're listening to
some comrents right now, which is what the RAB i s doing,
provi di ng ki nd of ongoi ng di scussi ons about this
pre-formal public coment period that will happen

So after they go through this discussion, get

comments on this feasibility study, they'Il still -- there
will be a formal public neeting, that there will be
notices put in the paper and they'll have a proposed pl an

fact sheet saying, this is the Navy -- thinks this is what
we think we're going to do.

And then there's a another formal comment period
that people --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Wen's that going
to happen, the fact sheets and the --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY: The schedul es

woul d have that. I think --
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ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: The schedul e does
t hat have on --

M5. CANEPA: It doesn't have fact sheets. The
proposed plan | think was schedul ed for next year

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSBEY: Well, we'll have a
proposed plan fromthe neeting.

M5. CANEPA: O, no, it was June of this year
So that would be the drafts. |Is that right?

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Yeah, June of ' 03.

M5. CANEPA: June of next year.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Don't you think
it mght be a good idea to have fact sheets sent out to
Concord residents on this? | nean, isn't that part --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY: That's actually

what the proposed -- the proposed plan is a very short --
it is a fact sheet, essentially, saying -- it describes
what these -- all ternms are evaluated. The proposed plan

woul d be a really quick synopsis of "These are what the
alternatives will consider.”™ And this is what the Navy
was going to be selecting or proposing, one of these three
al ternatives.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: But you're not
going to send out a fact sheet that has the background
information with --

MS. CANEPA: That's what it includes.
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CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: It includes that.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSBEY: The proposed pl ans
are actually very short and they'll say, "These are the
docunents that were a part of the decision. And these
docunments are available to be reviewed at the various
repository" or repositories.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: And those are to
be mailed out?

CO CHAl RPERSON MORLEY: For the proposed pl an,
not for the feasibility study.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU:. And who are
they going to mail that to?

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Normally it's the
interested mailing list, that people -- anyone that has
signed up and said that they are -- and there is al so EPA
required and a DISC required mailing list that has
normal ly --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU: | was j ust
wondering what areas it was taking into consideration
because the open space -- it's not just going to be
Concord residents utilizing the area. |It's going to be
people fromPittsburg and people fromBay Point. So
there's a larger stakehol der body involved. How are you
going to outreach to those people to | et them know what's

goi ng on?
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M5. CANEPA: Well, certainly there are
communities that are inportant that we can --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY: Are we going -- |
was just hearing open space. And I'mnot sure -- this has
nothing to do with a | ease now, at |east ny understandi ng,
or we haven't seen the map. But Site 27 is a | ong way
fromthis 154 acre | ease parcel. M dgeneral understanding

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE:  Well, regardl ess
of what the potential use is, | think the question is:
VWhat's the mailing list? And |I'mjust thinking, number 1
woul dn't that be confirmed in the comunity rel ations
pl an, for one thing; and, nunber 2, that's -- 1'd imagi ne
that's sonething that the RAB would want to see and coul d
provide that in terns of "Hey, here's the current
mandatory mailing lists.”

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU:. We've asked for
that before, but we haven't gotten any feedback

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  For the mailing list?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: W were told we
couldn't see it.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  The mailing list?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU: Yes, we were
f or bi dden.

M5. CANEPA:  Yeah, it was, | think -- Privacy Act
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i nf or mati on.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Well, they can see their
nanes, not just their addresses though, right? | would
i magi ne.

M5. CANEPA: | don't know the | aw.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: W | ost both of our PKs.
"1l check on that. But | know they have a | ot of privacy
i ssues with people's address. But | don't imagine that
you couldn't see like, you know, So-and-so, Bay Point,
So-and-so, Concord, like that.

M5. CANEPA: The question -- | think David Cooper
stepped out. But it was brought up about concerns, so we
shoul d check in with him

MR. BOSCHE: My nane is John Bosche. I|I'mwth
Tetra Tech.

And David brought it up fromthe EPA s standpoi nt
and | believe later on that the Navy decided that the
mailing list would not be effective. That's ny

recol | ecti on anyway.

CO CHAl RPERSON MORLEY: Weéll, | don't see why it
couldn't be nodified though to where you can neet -- that
you could still see like who was on it, who they

represented, w thout violating privacy issues. So |'l
check into that.

Also | wanted to say, Marcus, that | forgot to
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say, during the Site 22 of f-RAB neeting and site tour we
al so were going to go over the toxicology and ri sk
assessnent again, since we have new nmenbers, and kind of a
refresher. So that might be hel pful too.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: W need to know --
that raises an issue. W really -- and | don't want to
get into this right here, but we really need to cone up
with a training programfor people like -- so that we
get -- we're constantly | earning sonething about this,
because this is pretty conplex stuff for the average
citizen to be thrown into this.

I'"d like to go back to these -- another question
about these nunbers that are up here.

For assigning weights to each one of those
criteria, it would seemto ne that there's a | ot of
subj ectivity involved necessarily. And would you like to
address that for me, Phillip.

ADVI SOCRY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY: Wy don't you
restate that, Marcus. Lots of activity, that's all | got.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: There seens to ne that
when you' re assigning weights to the different criteria up
here, for instance the 1 through 5, that there's got to be
quite a bit subjectivity about that.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY:  Yeah, there are.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  So - -
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ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY: And we continue to
have coments. And this is the thing. W've also -- you
have to recognize, U S. EPA also just received this
feasibility study, just like the public. And so these
can -- and we typically see this fromeither a DOD or
private PRPs, the way people interpret the nine criteria,
we don't always see things exactly the sane.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: I'mglad to hear that.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY: But | could al so
say that -- right now |l nean fromthe current reuse as an
industrial, if the Navy were to put up signs that say
don't dig in the soil around there, you have protection of
human health and the environment at the cost of putting a
sign up. That's the real risk, is if people were to
excavate around the foundation of this building. It's a
different matter, what about residential, what if there's
a house built here and all these kind of things that are
nore kind of future in terns of this being an operated
base wi thout a reuse plan and any known exi stence of the
future, you know, idea that you'd have a house and, you
know, what exactly would be there? Is it a street? You
know, because a street may not require the sane cl eanup
| evel, et cetera.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER GRIFFITH.  It's al so

i mportant to renenber that if there are any future
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devel opnments there, it goes through the very rigorous CEQA
process as well as the NEPA process too. Those are nuch
more rigorous than this whole process. So if there's
future devel opnent --

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: There will be what?
Those processes will be what?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER GRI FFI TH:  They' re nuch
nmore rigorous environmentally than this process here.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: | beg to differ.

Those processes will draw on these studies. These studies
will feed up into those processes. So it's a --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER GRIFFITH: | don't know for
sure, but | believe it to be a separate investigative
process. They'd have to resanple everything. This
woul dn't take place of the sanpling and the
i nvestigations, | don't believe. A brand new process
and -- wouldn't it be? If they were -- for instance, if
they decided to develop residential in this vicinity, it'd
have to go through an entire new process, which would be
to scrutinize the environnental

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSBEY: | nean one thing
real |l y obvious woul d happen, we've had di scussions, |ike
at the Burn Area 13, you know, if they built houses,
there'd be a lot of grading would occur. This is a

really -- the Site 27 building is pretty small, it's on
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anything, you're not going to end up with soneone's
backyard sitting right here w thout having significant
grading to have occurred. And, again, these pesticides
that were applied around the -- actually they're
termticides for termites is what | think this pesticide

was used for. There is this known history of -- you're

62

putting the chem cal around the foundation of the building

for a specific purpose. And when it wasn't a chem ca
that was dunped in the back and why is it there, it was
there because it was applied to the building to protect
the wood around the building. This stuff does bind with
the soil. And we kind of see that distribution right
there.

And al so, we know it generally binds with the

soil, therefore you don't see vertical mgrations.
Materi al doesn't nove through the soil, nor does it tend
to -- | nean the sanpling would tend to indicate that

again it's also localized where it would be expected to

have been applied, as it was done historically in the

past .

So just, again, you know, there would be grading
to build a house here. |It's a sloped property. There
woul d be significant earth works, likely going to be

scraping the six inches of soil that probably is where the
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majority of the contam nation is |ocated.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Is the Regiona
Water Quality doing testing in this area and Toxic
Substance doing testing in this area? And are we going to
see the results of that?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER MEI LLIER Wl |, chl ordane
actually is not a contam nant that DTSC usual ly has
oversi ght over, than the Regional Water Quality Control
Board, but -- and the soil.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER PI NASCO  The testing we
woul d I ook at is what the Navy's provided unless we fee
there needs to be nore. And that would be probably a
deci sion based on all three regulatory --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: |'msorry. |
can't hear you.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER PI NASCO  The testing we
woul d | ook at would be what's in the FS. And if we --
anyt hing el se woul d probably be deci ded as a conbi ned
effort by the regul atory agenci es.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Evelyn, normally the
agenci es don't conduct their own testing. Wat they may
do is once the Navy's in the field, they can cone out and
do split sanples. But normally they review the data that
we provide, which has been validated by a third party, and

make their decisions based on that.
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ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: See, that's what

concerns ne on this is -- because of sonme of the things
come up with, and that's why -- it says here that
unaut hori zed non-stormdi scharges include -- and sone of

these buildings had floor drains that were connected to
stormdrain water systenms, industrial activities that
di scharged into -- waste water into the ground surface,
and flowto the stormdrain inlets, drainage canals or
di t ches.

| mproper dunping. So, you know, there's |ot of
things that | don't think are being addressed that really
make nme a little nervous. | nean | would think that if
the EPA was doing this or they' re saying the study is
done, nost people woul d say, okay, well, everybody is
doing their job and everybody's, you know, putting their
testing in on this. So then what do we do? Do we ask for
this extra testing to be done just to clarify that there's
no maj or toxic problenms there, there's nothing to do with
the water quality in that area?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER MEI LLIER Well, during our
RPM neeting earlier this year | voiced ny opinion on the
fact that there was no groundwater data for this site, and
that they were groundwater -- nonitoring groundwater
well's. And the response fromthe Navy was that the

mobi lity of chl ordane was not a consequence and it's
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mostly bound to the soil. And that the depth of
groundwater was really -- you know, was |ike about 20 to
30 feet bel ow ground surface. So, therefore, it was not a
ot of tracking or the likelihood even of groundwater
availability for the contam nants to reach the water
tabl e.

| also during another -- during that RPM neeting
| also told I was concerned about the use of that swale
for, you know, this disposal of waste there, as well as
the proximty fromthe canal. And | actually did a site
visit about |ike maybe three or four nonths ago where
actual ly observed that there was this gate opened into the
canal. And | was concerned about that. And the Navy al so
assured ne that they would patrol this area to nmake sure
the canal gate was cl osed and that there would not be any
access to the canal because the canal actually transports
wat er that woul d be drinkable.

So this is basically, you know, what the position
of the Board is currently on this site. | do agree though
that I don't think it's -- to support the fact that, you
know, to really close the loop any, that would -- you know
| did recoomend, | still do reconmend that the Navy sanple
the groundwater there to really make sure that there's no
contam nation. And | understand that the public supports

this idea. And, therefore, | will further advance this
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opi ni on.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Yeah, 1'd like to
make a formal request on behalf of the RAB that the water
is tested and that we get a report from Laurent. And I'd
al so li ke Toxic Substances to be involved and get sone
sort of report, if that's possible.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  You know, Evel yn,
remenber, the agencies got the report the sanme tinme you
did. They haven't reviewed it yet. And we don't have any
agency comments yet. So | would ask that if you are
concerned that -- that's why we ask for conments. |If you
have that coment, to nmake that as one of your comments on
this feasibility study.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Well, why is he
not listening to the Boards when they make these coments?
I mean these are people in the expert field. 1 nean, you
know, why are they not being |listened to?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSBEY: They do in -- and
| need to support -- | mean we've also -- U S. EPA we are
again at the feasibility study. Prior to that was the
renmedi al investigation study, which was the collection of
sanmples. Now, this was before ny tine, Ms. Freitas, but I
was not a menber of this teamon Concord. But there was a
U S. EPA representative. In fact, we had our human health

ri sk assessor, who's been working representing U S. EPA as

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON  (916) 362- 2345



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

67
a toxicol ogi st consistently for several years, Dr. Daniel
Stroika. | believe it's Doctor. But Daniel Stroika,
Toxi col ogi st.

So we were supportive of the Navy, that when you
| ook at sone of these kind of materials, not every kind of
cont am nant had one -- has a potential to, because you
find on the surface, you're going to find it 25 feet bel ow
ground.

And in particular, the netals in these
pestici des, PCBs, polychloribiphenyls, were also detected
up in the -- above -- there's sone little detections up in
this area for PCBs. It may have been waste oil was
dumped, because this was a little materials testing
| aboratory.

Those materials also -- generally those

contam nants do not migrate through soils. They tend to

bind. And you'll find themin the upper one foot or two
foot --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: |1'm not concerned
about the soil part, Phil. [I'mconcerned about the

wat erways. And maybe it's been dunped and gone into the
wat erways. And | think this needs to be addressed.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMBEY: Well, that's how
we -- if you look -- look at the surface. And if you

don't see -- if you see the localized that are right
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around -- like this -- this chlordane is found right
around the footing of the building. I1t's where we -- the
t oxi col ogi sts, the science behind these contani nants
dictates that these things are not going to nove very far
unl ess there's a creek that's washi ng t hem away.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREITAS: But if it drains
or things that are going off into this that you aren't
even aware of, stormdrains --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMBEY: The drain --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: -- done
illegally --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY: The drai nage swal e

was a little bit to the side. |'mjust saying that

right -- if we could just -- we have to sonetinmes kind of
say is there a basis for like -- discussion here was
putting in a monitoring well. And if we see the

contam nants only in the upper six inches and one foot and
then you don't see themat tw feet, you don't go and
install a groundwater nonitoring well to 20 feet to test
t he groundwater. Because that groundwater nonitoring well
will cost $20,000, and we'll have some other project we
won't be able to do.

And so this is, | think -- sone of the discussion
about the need for groundwater nonitoring, that EPA and

our toxicologists and the scientists would say we support
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the Navy's position that |ooking for sone of these kind of
contaminants in the soils is sufficient because that's
where they tend to be found.

And as far as a surface water, finding them
washi ng down, you need some kind of a physical pathway
like a creek or a drainage area. They're not going to
just magically blow down and end up in either the Contra
Costa water canal -- which is actually upslope fromthis
buil ding. They physically cannot nmove up a hill in the
soils. They're going to go down. But when we sanple the
soils around the building, there is no indication that
there is a pathway for these contam nants to nove down.

So we have to recognize it's a relatively snal
site that had this history of the kind of contam nants and
how t hey were applied, you know, and the Navy sanpling the
wor st case areas.

I don't -- sorry, | just want to make sure --
there has been a conscious effort on the part of the
regul atory agencies to discuss these things with the Navy
and to cone to sone sort of reasonable, you know,
conclusion. W can always say we'll do sonme nore sanples.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: No, we'll address
it inthe --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSBEY: Yeah, that's

right.
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ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: -- so rather than
take a |l ot of tine.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSBEY: And we'd al so be
happy to. | nean that's the other purpose of a regulatory
agency, without doing this necessarily always in this
format. Any RAB nenber is perfectly wel come to contact
the Navy representatives or any of the agencies, and we're
happy to tal k about these things, so you understand -- and
we understand a | ot of the RAB nenbers are new. W, you
know, could use -- this is how the trainings about the
t oxi col ogy and what we call fate in transport of
contam nants, is an inportant aspect of what we do and
where we sanpl e and what the kind of things we sanple for

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: So feel free to call any
one of those, the agency nunbers, the contractor, and we
can hel p maybe di scuss that in nore detail

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: kay.

CO CHAl RPERSON MORLEY: Ckay. Thank you.

Wth that we'll nove on to the Solid Waste
Managenment or SWWJ presentati on.

And this is John Bosche, who is with Tetra Tech

(Thereupon an overhead presentati on was

presented as foll ows.)

MR, BOSCHE: Al right. 1'mJohn Bosche. |'m

with Tetra Tech. And I was involved in the devel opnent of
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this report as a project manager. |It's the Draft Renedi al
I nvestigation of Goundwater. |It's in the vicinity of
formal SWWUJ sites.

These SWWMU sites were -- they have a long history
of investigation, nore than 10 years, on the Naval Wapons
Station. And for the tine being -- they're called solid
wast e managenent unit sites, but the designation of solid
wast e managenment unit sites is not particularly rel evant
to tonight's presentation. So I'll show you why the area
was cont am nated and where things are going.

Coul d I have the next slide.

- -00o0- -

MR BOSCHE: So the talk is divided into severa
sections: The site |ocation, previous investigations --
those being investigations that led up to the Draft
Renedi al I nvestigation -- and sone additional description
of the Draft Renedial Investigation itself, and then the
concl usi ons and recomrendati ons of this investigation.

And then there will be tinme for questions.
- -00o0- -

MR BOSCHE: So this is in the general vicinity
of the site. This is Hghway 4 here. And it's in the
more industrial area of the Naval Wapons Station. |It's
at the foot of the hills, and it's in an area of alluvium

which is what we call slope wash material. |It's where
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sand and gravel and silt and clays have gathered in | ower
| yi ng areas.

And the groundwater in this area flows to the
west, and eventually it will flow up towards Sui sun Bay
towards the north.

The golf course is in this area. Cyde is up

here.

In this general vicinity there are not any
uses -- consunption uses of groundwater, drinking water
There is sone industrial -- or agricultural use, 1'll call

it, of groundwater at the golf course.
Coul d I have the next slide.
--00o0- -

MR BOSCHE: So this is the area within that box
fromthe last slide. So we're zooming in on this area
And these are the industrial buildings of the inland area.
You can see that the train tracks cone in and they
actual |y pass through sone of these buildings. The nost
heavily industrial buildings are sort of up in this area.

This is an area where | oconotives were formerly
washed. It was standard to wash | oconotives with sol vents
and steam cl eaners.

And any time -- this groundwater investigation is
based on ol der investigations that found solvents in the

groundwater. Any time you find a wash rack in an
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i ndustrial area and you find solvents in groundwater
you're going to suspect the wash rack area

But the entire area in our previous
i nvestigations had various borings and so forth.

Can we go to the next slide.

--00o0- -

MR. BOSCHE: kay. So back to the 10-year
history that we've had, nore than 10 years of work in this
area. It started off with an old investigation that was
conducted by the state to sort of evaluate if areas were
potentially hazardous. And there was enough industri al
activity in that area that, yes, there were a nunber of
pl aces t hroughout Concord, the Naval Wapons Station that
were considered to be hazardous. So this had a very |ong
list of SWWJ sites, each one identified with sone
particular industrial activity.

And then we took all of the SWWJ sites and | ooked
at them back, planning for it in '94. And again the work
that we do, each phase of our investigation includes a
pl anni ng phase and then an execution phase. And so you'l
see that in sone of these slides com ng up, the planning
phase and the execution phase.

Vel |, the planning phase is pretty detail ed.

It's subject to a lot of regulatory agency review. And we

all have to agree on the scope of work that's going to be
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done. That's done, as you're famliar, with these reports
that circulate out and conme back with coments.

And so we canme up with an investigation plan that
covers a lot of the SWWMJ sites. And | know a |ot of you
have been to a nunmber of the SWWMU sites, not just the ones
that were tal king about tonight.

And what we got back after we went to the field,
we drilled a nunber of these sites and found that certain
contam nants at certain sites were a problem others
didn't have probl ens.

Coul d I have the next slide.

--00o0- -

MR. BOSCHE: Just, for exanple -- and | don't
want to concentrate on the nunbers here, because you can't
read them anyway. But back at the ol der investigation,
this is the general inland area, the industrial area that
we | ooked at before. And what we found at the SWWUJ
i nvestigation was we found sort of a generalized area of
very low | evel PCB contam nation in this area. It was
remar kably consistent in the north to south and sort of
east to west. It was found at 5 to 6 parts per billion
And the --

MS. CANEPA: PCB or --

MR. BOSCHE: Did | say PCB?

I"'msorry. PCE  PCE

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON  (916) 362- 2345



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

75

It was found 5 to 6 parts per billion. And in
drinking water supplies the maxi num contam nant |evel for
PCE is 5 parts per billion. So that happens to be right
near the analytical detection limt. |If you get nuch
ower than that, you can't detect it. O at least -- |I'm
not sure what the best instrunents could do, but it's a
very low nunber. It's in fact so lowthat if it's less
than 5, 5 or less, it could be used as a drinking water
suppl y.

But we had concentrations of around 6, and we
didn't know where it was comng from So that was the
clue that maybe we could find sonething that could be
stopped or treated.

Coul d I have the next slide.

--00o0- -

MR. BOSCHE: So that brought us to the next kind
of investigation in the CERCLA process, which is the site
i nvestigation.

And you see that I've got it as a genera
category, Goundwater SI/RI. And the reason for that is
because we found things in the site investigation that
i medi atel y sparked our awareness that we're going to have
to go to the next level. So what we did is we started
with the site investigation, the same planni ng process

that | tal ked about before where you cone to agreenent
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wi th regul atory agenci es about the scope of work that
needs to be done. And in '98, we had a draft final site
i nvestigation workplan for this area to | ook at the
groundwat er contamination in the industrial area, in the
inland area.

And then we canme out with a report that's a
combi nation of a Goundwater Site Investigation Results
Report and a Renedi al Investigation Wrkplan. So we took
an opportunity to try and sort of short circuit one of
these paths in the CERCLA investigation process, because
we can present the data, and then save what we needed for
what we wanted to do next.

And what we wanted to do next is the topic
tonight, which is the renedial investigation. And we cane
up with the Draft Renedial |nvestigation on what, 16th or
18th, this report here? That | believe you all have.

So could I have next the next slide.

--000- -

MR BOSCHE: The S| results were conducted over a
1-year time period, and they focused the groundwater. And
again they were remarkably consistent with the 5 to 6 ppb
parts per billion, of PCE in this area.

And then this little one goes out to nonitoring
Vel | Number 10, which happens to lie right next to the

wash rack area. And that was al so very consi stent over
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the quarters. | see sonme nunbers, like 66, 71, 72 parts
per billion of PCE in the groundwater in nonitoring \Well
Nurmber 12.

Now, al though that's about a factor of 10
increase relative to what you see over here, on the grand
scale of things it's still a relatively | ow nunber as far
as environnmental contam nation goes. Nunbers like this
are pretty hard to renedi ate because they are considered
| ow.

Can | get the next one.

--00o0- -

MR BOSCHE: So, after the Sl results were
reported in that report, this was the investigation that
was proposed for the RI phase. And we went through a | ot
of reviewto come up with exactly what shoul d be done
Because one of the goals of this R investigation was to
figure out if we had sone kind of source of contam nation
in soil that was |ike an ongoi ng source that could feed
this water contam nation over a long term and sonething
that we could actually get after, dig up and haul away.

Coul d I have the next one.

--00o0- -

MR. BOSCHE: So the results -- okay. Well, let

me back up and | ook at nmy notes for a second.

Could I go back to the last slide for a second?
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This investigation that's summarized in this report,
that's the current topic, included 39 soil borings and 158
soil samples and 54 groundwater sanples, both in wells and
also in soil borings. It also included hydrogeol ogi ca
wor k to understand how water noves through this area. And
it also included some sanpling to evaluate how the site --
what the chemistry of the site is and the site's ability
to dissipate volatile organic contam nation contamn nants
wi thout any input. So we call that natural attenuation,
what's the site's capacity to naturally attenuate.

Can we go to the next one.

--00o0- -

MR. BOSCHE: So this is just a map of the
general i zed groundwater flow through the area. This is
establ i shed based on the wells in the area.

kay. The next one.

--00o0- -

MR. BOSCHE: kay. And then the real focus of
the investigation was the contam nants in groundwater
And the nost significant ones that we found were TCE
which is a tetrachl oroethylene -- or trichloroethyl ene,
and PCE, which is tetrachloroethylene. They're both
chl orinated sol vents.

And you have both of these next two slides in

your own packets. And they're a little easier to |ook at
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than sonme of the slides -- sone of the maps in the report.
These maps are fromthe report, but they' re easier to | ook
at because they're color coded. So your worst sites are
these pink ones where we have concentrations of TCE
created in 10 micrograns per liter, which is parts per
bi I'lion.

And then this one doesn't have anythi ng between
the 5 and the 10's.

And then the blue is where we detected it. But
it was detected bel ow the MCL, the maxi num contam nant
limt of 5, which distinguishes drinking water from
non- dri nki ng wat er.

And then the green dots where it was not detected
at all

And, again, nost of it occurs around the heaviest
i ndustrial area and the wash rack

Next one.

--000- -

MR. BOSCHE: And here the pattern's a little
different, but there's a lot of simlarities too. The
same kind of sources are suspect.

One thing that -- if you were out at the site and
you wal ked between some of these borings that were in the
wash rack area, you'd notice that they're pretty close

together. We're kind of reaching what | consider to be
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the limt of how close you cone to another boring before
you're on top of it. | mean 15 or 20 feet on sone of
these, or 25 feet, you know, that's close in sort of
envi ronment al investigations.

And what we found -- we found all the groundwater
contam nation again all at low levels, but we didn't find
any soil contam nation in this whole investigati on except
for two soil sanples, and those were right at the
detection limt -- near the detection limt.

So there's not much going on in soil that we
found.

Can | have the next one.

--00o0- -

MR. BOSCHE: Ckay. And based on the results that
we had, we |ooked at the risk to human health. And the
human health ri sk assessnents invol ve several steps. W
al ways evaluate data quality. And this was a screening
| evel human health risk assessnment, so it was based on
maxi mum concentrations. And what you do is you identify
conpl et e exposure pat hways. Conpl ete exposure pat hways
are pat hways by whi ch humans can be affected by the
cont ami nati on.

So included with those are such things as
i nhal ati on of contam nated soil particles; ingestion of

contam nated soil particles; inhalation of vapor -- of
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volatil e organic constituents in air, because volatile, is
they volatilize, they go into the air and you can breathe
it.

I ngestion of groundwater or contact -- physica
contact with groundwater. So if there was a pl ace where
you could put your hand into the groundwater

And we perfornmed this screening | evel evaluation
based on these components.

Now, the only -- because we didn't find
significant contam nation in soil, there's really no
compl ete pathway for contact with soil particles or
breat hi ng of contam nated dusts.

And the concentrations in groundwater are fairly
low, so there's not much potential for these volatiles to
come up out of the groundwater and be released into the
at nospher e.

So that pretty nmuch | eaves contact with
groundwat er and ingestion of groundwater

Contact with groundwater's unlikely because the
depth of groundwater's deep here. |It's anywhere from 10
to 20 feet. So you're not going to see groundwater at
this site without drilling a well.

And i ngestion of groundwater. The area's not
used for groundwater consunption now. A downgradient of

the golf course, it is used for agricultural purposes, but
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there's no drinking water wells in this vicinity.

But the fact that it could be used -- there are
some secondary MCLs that are exceeded by this groundwater,
whi ch nmeans that it's not the best groundwater in the
worl d because it's got dissolved solids. But because it
could be used, that's really the problemthat has our
greatest interest now because that's a potential conplete
pathway for this site.

Okay. And then we do a simlar evaluation for
ecol ogical risk. Mst of the things that | talked to you
about with human health risk are sort of enbodied in this
conceptual site nodel bullet for ecological risk. But in
addi tion, when you do an ecol ogical risk assessnent you
have to screen to all the various different potential
receptors.

For the sane reason that this site is not
particul arly hazardous to humans, this conceptual site
nodel , there's really not much risk to any ecol ogi ca
receptors because of this. Your concentrations don't
appear in the soil and they are low in groundwater -- | ow
concentrations in groundwater. And then there's no
compl ete pat hway by which these receptors can cone into
contact with the groundwater.

--000- -

MR. BOSCHE: Ckay. So the conclusions of this
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study were that soil volatiles are not detected in
concentrations that we feel are fueling a groundwater
plume. And the concentrations of VOCs in groundwater
they are very consistent intime. So there is -- there
are VOCs in the sub-surface that are being transnitted,
but we don't see an increase in concentration downgradi ent
nor do we see a decrease.

And as |'ve expl ai ned, exposure to the soil and
i ndi rect exposure to groundwater don't pose a risk to
humans or to animals. And if the site were devel oped with
drinking water wells, VOCs do exceed drinking water
criteria and PRGs, prelimnary renedi ati on goal s.

Coul d I have the next slide.

--000- -

MR BOSCHE: So with that we have our
reconmendat i ons, which because the site groundwater could
be used as a drinking water supply, we reconmend -- the
Navy recomends going to a feasibility study stage to
eval uate renedial alternatives. And in the feasibility
study, it's reconmmended to be a focused feasibility study
in which you look at the different alternatives of no
action which is required to be eval uated under CERCLA,
noni tored natural attenuation, and then al so active
remedi ati on of the site to go after the groundwater

probl em
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Coul d I have the next one.

--000- -

MR, BOSCHE: So that's what | have for you. |If
you have any questions, |I'd be happy answer those.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER GRI FFI TH: By finding no
traces of VOCs in soil or very little, does that mean that
it's already migrated through the soil down to
groundwater, et cetera, |ike quick passage, or --

MR BOSCHE: | think that it's -- nost of this
has probably occurred in the wash rack area. And it's
mgrated down to soil which is in contact with
groundwat er, and probably at concentrations that are not
very high because we're not seeing very nmuch of it in
groundwater. And what happens is it -- a certain amount
of VOCs get bound up in the soil down at that |evel and
they just release for a very long tinme. So it's obviously
down there at sone concentration in sonme soil somewhere
But when | say that we don't see it in soil in any
concentration, what | nmean is | don't see anything that I
can identify which nakes sense to go after it with sone
equi prent to get rid of it or to even evaluate it.

So there is -- there are VOCs in soil, but
they're down there at the groundwater table and they're
not in a big massive area that could be detected by

borings at the spacing that we have --
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ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER GRI FFI TH:  Wbul dn't that be
concentrated right bel ow the managenent units --

MR. BOSCHE: Well, you know, the wash rack area
was reconstructed recently. And | don't know t hat
practice -- you know, | can't renmenber how many years this
site was used as a wash rack. But suffice to say that has
been a | oconoti ve mai ntenance facility for a long tine.
And there weren't even | aws to nanage VOCs years ago. So
the methods of collecting themand handling themare
different now And, you know, if you splash sonme solvents
over there on the ground, nobody was going to really think
about it because nobody considered it to be a hazard back
then. And then when it rains and those get carried down
to the groundwater |evel, they mgrate.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY: John, actually may
be the opposite, that that wash rack is relatively new and
had been resurfaced, according to the RA report, had been
re -- like there'd been a new contai nment concrete pad put
down.

MR BOSCHE: Well, the way it is now -- well,
actually it's nodern.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMBEY: Yeah, that's
right, right.

MR, BOSCHE: The way it is now, it's nmodern. But

there was a predecessor washing area at that |ocation
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ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMBEY: Right, probably in
the '60's or '70's, but not back in Iike the '40's when
the base was first opened though actually. So when this
wash rack near Well 10 was in operation, it's actually
nmore recent in tinme when environnmental practices may
actually be a little better. And the tendency to use
solvents to wash | oconotives off and things may have been
alittle bit better controlled

MR. BOSCHE: Any other questions?

ADVI SOCRY BOARD MEMBER RAMBEY: | was just going
to add why -- folks may be wondering. | mean the agencies
al so have just received -- we've been |ooking at this for
about a week or so. So that's why all -- in fairness to

the Navy, we're kind of going through our evaluation right
now. So we're kind of having a little briefing here just
i ke everyone el se is.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Fol ks, 9 o' cl ock.

Pretty late already. W'Il go to -- noving on to
the next item W have discussion of the rules of
operati on.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Marcus, could we
have a mnute to stretch like we do in the jury?

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Let's take a few
mnutes to stretch.

(Thereupon a recess was taken.)
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CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Well, the next itemon
the agenda is discussion of the rules of operation. And
let me back up a little bit on this and sort of give you
some background. We'lIl go over this again

The RAB had set up a subconmittee in the earlier
part of this year. And we went over these bylaws and --
wel I, anyway, we came up with these. W won't go into al
the winkles on that.

At the last neeting these cane forward, there was
sone discussion. W couldn't -- sent themback to a
conmittee. The committee went through them on Cctober
28th. Quickly lgor typed up the changes that were
recommended by the committee. And we have circul ated them
to the RAB as a whol e.

At the time that these were recirculated it was,
frankly, intended that any comments that woul d be made on
these bylaws from here on out because all parties had an
opportunity to attend the Conmttee -- we anticipated that
the commrents woul d essentially be on the revisions that
were handed out to the bylaws. What we got fromthe Navy
was quite an extensive list of revisions.

Now, that's the general introduction. | want to
say sonething. This is ny viewpoint on this.

The Navy's had a long tine to participate in this

process. They had participated at the comiittee | evel way
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back when these were drafted, nonths and nont hs and nont hs
ago. In fact we anticipated that they were going to be
there, and they weren't.

Because our |ast neeting no coments were
submitted, the bylaws were circul ated about five or six
days before the neeting. But the Navy didn't submitted
any conmments then.

At the last neeting, we asked the Navy, "Can you
submt comrents by October 21st?" Very explicitly said
that, repeatedly said it, got a conmtnment fromthe Navy
that their comrents would be to us by Cctober 21st. W
didn't receive any.

The Byl aws Committee net on COctober 28th. W had
two representatives fromthe Navy there, but we did not
have any comments on the byl aws. These coments were not
subm tted.

These conmments were submtted | ast Friday, a day

before this -- a business day before this neeting. And,
frankly, 1 don't think that we can go through all these
tonight. | don't think we have time. W have tine.

don't think we have the stamina to go through all these

Sol'dlike to sort of -- having said this nuch,
and I'll certainly have a lot nore to say on the byl aws,
but I thought maybe 1'd throw it open to coment.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Marcus, | just wanted to
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say one thing.

My understanding -- | had a different
under st andi ng apparently -- was that we did not have tine
before the last RAB to go through all the 22 pages. W
had gl anced through a little bit. W did agree to give
our conments. But at the RAB ny understandi ng was t hat
everybody thought they were too I ong and that they were
going to be shortened. So we were waiting -- we decided
not to nmake conments until the Conmttee had nmet on the
28th, and then we were going to comment on the revised
byl aws. And that was our understandi ng, which as it turns
out now was a m sunderstanding. So that's why I
apol ogi zed. And why the Navy got their conments in |ater
is we were waiting for the subcommttee to nmeet and then
get back to us, and then we were going to conment on those
byl aws, which we did get in by Friday. W were told that
was the date that you wanted our comrents in by.

So I'mnot sure at this point whether we want to
spend a lot of tine hashing out over these comments or
maybe take 10 minutes to | ook at the Navy people that nade
those comments, to | ook at them and deci de what you just
can't live wth.

Evel yn.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Yeah, the one

thing | really feel needs to stay in is Page 3, Number 2.
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I think the RAB has an obligation to address the reuse,
and | think that's really inportant to stay in.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Right. Are you
responding to ny comrent that | nade on E-mail -- that |
sent out to E-mail to everybody, what | asked themto
t ake --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Well, actually
this is the Navy's copy that they sent. So | don't
renenber whose -- if it was yours or the Navy that -- you
know, the |l awyers that did this part.

But they wanted to take that part out, and

think it should stay in.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Well, | guess actually
what |'masking nowis G|, Dave and nyself -- Geg' s not
here, so we can't ask him and the lawer, | don't think

he had that many comments. But do we just want to quickly
go through and see the comments that we nade, if they're
not incorporated, or which ones you feel very strongly
about discussing only those conments and getting those
ratified tonight?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU: | have two
issues with this that | really think need to stay in
there. One is, there are several instances in here where
they want to take out |and use, which | believe really

strongly needs to stay in there.
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And the other thing is about the transcripts.
There's a specific reason why we went to transcripts, and
that's because the mnutes were al ways taken out of
context and it was m srepresented. But this has al so

shortened the amount of tinme that it's taken going over

the m nutes, | mean considerably, If you | ook at the
begi nni ng neetings that we've had. It's --
CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: -- and we don't agree.

W want to keep that in.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE: Theresa, if I'm
under st andi ng what you're saying, is you' re saying the
Navy made -- | don't know how many comments we nade
Col l ectively maybe we made, say, 30 comments. | nean |
don't knowif it's that many. And what you're saying is
forget about all 30 comments, but maybe there's 2 or 3 or
4 that really are kind of inportant to us and we'd like to
di scuss and have themin there. So let's forget about the
ot her, you know, 26; and because this is inportant to get
these rul es of operation down and noved forward and we
want, you know, to support that.

And so let's just tal k about the three or four
things that, you know, we really need to tal k about.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Right, that's what |I'm
sayi ng.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE: Ckay. Al right.
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CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  But, you know, | don't
know if -- 1 don't have a problemwth that. G, do you
have a problemw th that?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: No. Any way you
want to streamline it is acceptable. And I'll relate to
you what the Navy counsel coments are and what Navy can't
live with with respect to his conments.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: (Okay. So does everyone
mnd if we just take 5 mnutes to kind of cone back with
you what we -- just the few -- one or two? Because
actually when | made the conments -- and, Marcus, you
responded to ny comments. | think those went to
everybody. | don't mind except for having the Navy
Co-Chair provide refreshnents. | don't agree with that.

["'mnot saying | won't do that, but | don't want
it in the byl aws.

So if that's okay with everybody, | think that
m ght speed this up. And hopefully we can ratify that
tonight, if you just let us have like 5 mnutes to cone
back and we can di scuss those.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE: Ckay. So you're
saying you want the folks to neet in the hallway for 5
m nut es.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Yeah, we're going to go

in a code of silence.
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things in mnd then, the transcripts and the reuse, we
want - -

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: | agree with the

transcripts. | don't think that be taken out.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: And the reuse.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLI E: W mi ght discuss

and see what we can live wth.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  You guys are going to
need agenda itenms for the next RAB

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Actual |y

Wednesday night at 7:30 at the Conmunity Center Kevin

Keshak, | guess it is, from Channel 7, they're having an

open forum Marcus, this is for you too. And
everybody's -- people are invited to give -- audience,

they were --

THE REPORTER. Are we still on the record here?

Because there's a |lot of voices --

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Just a second. W
need one at a tine here.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREITAS: Ch, I'msorry.
thought we were off the record.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Let's -- what, we
probably want to adjourn tenporarily.

(Thereuopn a recess was taken.)
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CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: (kay. Basically Dave has
one comment .

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLI E: Yeah, one
coment. | think it was the only coment that | nade
actually, it had something to do with RAB nenbership. And
I think that the way that the RAB drafted it up is to
i ncl ude the agency representatives as the project managers
as RAB menbers. And so ny suggestion was to al so include
t he project manager on the Navy side, which in this case
would be G| Rivera fromEFA West, since he's sort of
counterpart to Phillip Ransey and the other regul atory
folks. So that was the only comment that | had.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Where was that in the
rul es?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Page 5, agency
nmenbers.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAILLIE: | don't know
if -- 1 don't know who consolidated that coment in,
because | just sent EEmail. | didn't nodified the
docunent .

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Oh, yeah, you did
E-mail that. Didit go into the docunment then?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE:  Wo was doi ng the
consol i dati on on the docunent?

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Say that again.
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ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE:  Who was
consolidating all the conrents in the docunent?

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Well, actually both
Tetra Tech and then lIgor did the work.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAILLIE: Well, | reply to
all. And so | wasn't -- you know, it was unclear to ne
who was col | ecting conments.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: | think his cane
on an E-mail after the renarks.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Right.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Yeah, yeah.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: So | guess we're asking
if that is acceptable to the RAB to add that, then we will
make that change.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Ckay. And that's it.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  No.

(Laughter.)

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: This is Dave.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Optim stic.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: There really are not that
many.

ADVI SCRY BCARD MEMBER RAMBEY:  You spent all that
time just tal king about us agency representati ves.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: If anyone doesn't have a

hard tinme with that, then that takes care Dave's one
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comrent .

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Could you just send us
t he actual |anguage -- the actual |anguage, or is that the
| anguage you forwarded to us?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAILLIE: No, | just nade
the comment that -- we could do that or --

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: How about if we change
this to the EPA, DISC, and Water Board may each have one
menber, the Department of Navy may have two, the Navy
Co-Chair and the Navy Project Mnager?

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: well --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU:. This is what |
got .

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: | have the ol der one.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU. This is the
Navy's comments right here.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Yeah, | have the ol der
one.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Now, ny
understanding -- when | read these bylaws it says that the
Navy gets one menber. But menbers are people who vote.

It also gets to appoint the co-chair -- the Navy co-chair,
which is a separate position.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAILLIE: 1'msorry. The

what ?
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CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: The Navy al so gets to
appoi nt a co-chair.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: (Okay. So they have a
menber and a co-chair?

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: That's right.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAILLIE: We'll clarify
that, that we woul d appoint the project nanager as a
menber, and then the Navy co-chair woul d be anot her
per son.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Well, is it necessary
to have a change, since we don't say that you can't
appoint -- or I would anticipate you would - -

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAILLIE: Well, | don't
know. It's not clear to me on where it says that in here,
| guess.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Well, you have a
menber. Your co-chair is not a nmenber. Your co-chair is
just a co-chair.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAILLIE: Well, the
co-chair's a nmenmber, right, just like you' re a nmenber?

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  No.

ADVI SCRY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE: You're not a
menber ?

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: |I'm a nenber, but the

co-chair isn't. Menbers vote. You wouldn't get two
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votes, anynore than EPA would get two votes or Regional
Water Quality Control. Each agency gets a vote, right?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAILLIE: Well, in nmy mnd
it"s not really voting issue so nuch as | just think that
the project manager and the co-chair need to be recogni zed

as on the Board, you know. One vote for the Navy. That's

fine. 1 mean | don't have a problemw th that.
ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY: | don't think they
ever vote. RPMs voting? | don't think we ever, neither

Navy nor agencies are --

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Well, there are issues
that you guys get to vote on.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY: | don't think so.
|"ve never voted on RABs. We typically just don't go into
voting stuff.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  So do want to just cross
this out that says, "Each agency menber shall have one
vote," and then it does -- you have a representative and a
co-chair, and the voting issue's kind of taken care of?
Just cross that one sentence out?

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: | think there's only
one nenber fromthe Navy. You say that the Navy gets to
appoi nt a menber. Then you go on and get the -- then in a
different section you say the Navy appoints co-chair. And

they're not necessarily the sanme -- could be the sane
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person, but they're not necessarily the same person

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Do you know what
page you're referring to right now?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE: Ch, so the
co-chair and officers are on Page 9.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Gkay. So that's
different fromnmenbership. |It's just officers.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Yeah.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE: Ckay. That's
fine then.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  And then the conments
that | had subnmitted earlier and you had responded to, |'m
okay with your responses except for the refreshnments. |
don't want that added.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Wbul d you provi de us
refreshment s?

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: | will do ny best.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Okay. That'd be nice.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Okay. @Gl .

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA:  (Kkay.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER McGEE: Get your secretary
on that.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: (kay. You take these all
three really good refreshnents.

Just ki ddi ng.
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ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Ckay. We had our
si debar out in the hallway. And these are the conments
that Navy would like included in the byl awns.

Page 1, inclusion of the term"FFA, Federal
Facilities Agreenment; CERCLA Section 120" under
definitions and abbreviations.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Wait. Sl ow down
please. It's late. W're tired.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER Rl VERA: Page 1.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Say that again.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: FFA, Feder al
facilities agreenent; CERCLA C-E-R-C-L-A Section 120.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: And you said you
want that out?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: | ncl uded.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Ch, incl uded.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Could I ask, How nmuch
woul d you nake? How many conments are you going to make?

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: I1t's only about six.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Six Or seven.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Should we just vote on
these as we go through them and then we can go back,
maybe?

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Yeah.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Ckay. 1'd meke a
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nmoti on that we add FFA equals Federal Facilities
agreement, sem col on, CERCLA Section 120. On Page 1 of 17
under Definitions and Byl aws.

Do I have a second?

ADVI SCRY BOARD MEMBER McGEE: 1'll second that.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Al those in favor.

(Ayes.)

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Opposed?

Ckay. Cot it.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Ckay. Next
commrent, Page 3, subparagraph -- or Paragraph 3. Last
sentence of that paragraph add the words "in accordance
with the Federal facilities Agreenment, FFA, when
necessary."

This is regardi ng review peri ods.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: So basically you're
formalizing the request for an extension process in
accordance with the FFA, which is 30 days at a tine?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Ri ght, extensions
of 30 dates at a tine.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Extensions of 30 days at
atinme. VWich would be the same for the agencies and the
Navy. Under the FFA, if anyone wants an extension, either
the Navy to submit a report or the agencies to review

conments, you ask for extensions in 30-day bl ocks. And

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON  (916) 362- 2345



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

that's what it's saying.

102

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU: So we coul d ask

for 60 days or 90 days?

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: 30 days at a tine.

ADVI SCRY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU: So every 30

days we'd have to --

t hat .

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Right.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREITAS: No problemwith

CO CHAl RPERSON MORLEY:  No probl en?
Ckay. Would you like to nmake a notion --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: | nmake a notion

t hat we approve.

conment ,

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Second?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER McGEE: 1'Il second that.
CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Sorry, M. O Connell.
CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Al those in favor?
(Ayes.)

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Opposed?

Ckay.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: (kay. Next

Page 4. This is regarding the distribution of

i nformati on and access to the mailing lists. And the

sentence reads --

the revision to the sentence woul d read,

"as a neans of distributing information and in accordance
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with the Privacy Act."

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Wi ch nunber are
you on?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA:  Nunber 6.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU:. So Privacy Act,
not Freedom of --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Right. They're
along parallels, so | think there should be the Privacy
Act .

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Wy is it -- just out
of curiosity. W' re obviously subject to federal |aw.

Wiy is it necessary to introduce that phrase there?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: It's a requirenent
that was nentioned by -- previously by David Cooper of
U S. EPA Public Relations staff. And it's a requirenent
that we don't release the nanes along with the address --
mai | i ng address or tel ephone nunber and so forth for an
i ndi vidual w thout their specific perm ssion, because we
could be taken into court for rel easi ng unauthorized
i nformati on.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: But we're already
subj ect --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: They're private
citizens and not public figures, and we have to guard

their privacy.
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CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: But if we're already
subject to that statute, why do we incorporate it into the
bylaws? | mean there's a lot of federal statutes that
we're automatically subject to that aren't considered in
the byl aws here. Freedomof Information Act m ght be one
of themactually. But we don't need to -- | don't see the
purpose of this, or the need to wite those into the
byl aws. W are just automatically subject to them

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAILLIE: It would seemto
me, if I could postulate that, |I nean it adds enphasis and
clarity to sonmething that's inportant. | nean there's
other references in here, you know, to other |laws and so
on, where it's inportant to enphasize that requirenent.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL. Well, fine.

If we're -- if the RABis going to keep a mailing
list, then we've got -- how -- do we get to see it, do RAB

menbers get to see it, the mailing list? You know, we're

keeping it.
ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: | don't know t hat
the RAB actually has the mailing list. 1t's maintained by

our contractor.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: No, they do. They have

ADVI SOCRY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Contractor has the

mailing list with everyone's nane and persona
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i nf ormati on.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Al right. Wwell, if we
do have -- an agreenent at this neeting that you guys
under stand that when you ask us for things like a mailing
list, that we have to give you only what we can in
accordance with the Privacy Act?

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: I woul d understand
that, yeah.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: If that's
acceptable to the RAB and for the record, that's
agr eeabl e.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU: | have a
questi on.

Is there a venue for the people who go on the
mailing list to say that it's okay to distribute to other
RAB nenbers or so forth?

CO CHAI RPERSON MCORLEY: No. There is in the
community interview process, but not on the mailing |ist,
no.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU. Ckay. But |
mean for even potential RAB nenbers. When we were going
along in the initial beginning we were signing things and
we were putting our addresses and stuff down.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  You know, | don't know.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU. -- for RAB
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menbers that may want to contact one another, | mean is
there --

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: | think there's an
implicit understanding, but I don't --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU: Wl l, | don't
know if it's Inplicit, because when we were asked for a
copy of it, we were told no based on this.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Ch, the mailing list.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU: O the new RAB
nmenbers.

M5. CANEPA: Ch, not of any RAB nenmbers. | think
there was a m sunder st andi ng.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU: That's what |'m
tal king about. |If there was sonething in witing that
could be checked off or signed off by the RAB nenbers,
saying this is okay to do, instead of having to wait --

M5. CANEPA: Ch, certainly.

CO CHAlI RPERSON MORLEY:  Yeah, because | think
that nost of yourselves, you all agree that you need each
other's phone nunbers and addresses in case you need to --
an E-mail address in case you wanted to talk to each
ot her.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Wel 1, anot her
factor -- that's one issue. But the other issue is the

sign-in sheets back there. Wen people that cone to
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meeti ngs, we've been collecting signatures and mailing
information. And yet those people aren't getting on the
list.

Anyway, we wanted access to that list to create a
list, and that's where this cane up. So |I'mwondering --
if the Privacy Act covers it, that's fine. But it would
seem | i ke we should have a little check box on there, "Do
you object to this being dissem nated to be made part of a
mailing list?"

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Ckay. And how about, as
| ong as everyone agrees that we are bound by the Privacy
Act, and you will ook at that in the future?

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Ckay. That's good.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: G|, is that okay?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: That's accept abl e.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Ckay.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Next item Number
9 on Page 4.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: On Page 47

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Yes, sane page.

The statenment would now read, "The Navy is the
final determi nant on |and use of an operational base, for
exanpl e, Naval Wapons Station Concord."

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: I --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA:  The ori gi nal
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statenment read that Navy was the sole determ nation on the
| and use at Naval Wapons Station Concord.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: So | guess he's saying
that even though there's other |and use planning bodies,
i.e., the city of Concord, the final decision is with the
Navy.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Well, I'd be concerned
about changing it at all if it stood in the original. And
["1l tell you why.

Because we're given that -- federal |law --
Congress gave us the mandate to | ook over the use. And
let ne just exactly what it says; that we will "provide
the Secretary of Defense with consultation and advice on
the followi ng issues:” None of those issues is addressing
land use. And it goes on and qualifies that. "Related to
environnental restoration at installation or
installations.” Doesn't say anything about closed,
nmot hbal | ed, operati onal

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  We're not saying that
we're going to disregard any kind of input. W're just
saying the final decision rests with the Navy, that you
are -- you know, we're leaving in everything about
provi ding consultation and advice. But the final decision
is -- and it really doesn't have to do with the RAB. It

had to do with other |and use planning bodies. So what
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we're saying --

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  The byl aws never
say -- the bylaws as they stood said that we will review
docunmentation related to the transfer, |ease, or reuse of
property, as necessary, for it's input into the cleanup
deci si onmaki ng process. That's all it says. It doesn't
say that we're the decisionmakers on the land use in an
operational base. And we -- obviously that's not true.
There's a lot of things we're not decisionmakers on
W' re not decisionmakers on the renedi ation that are
consi dered being done. So | don't see where that's
necessary. | think we're putting a | anguage there that
makes people feel -- or people would read that and say we
don't have anything to do with |and use.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Gl .

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAILLIE: G, was this
originating fromone of the counsel?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RIVERA: No, it wasn't. It
was referring to interaction -- well, the comrent was
based on the RAB interacting with other [and use planni ng
bodies. Now, while that as a stand-al one statenent is
acceptable, it's problematic because the Navy has the
final say on |land use at this open base. |In other words,
regardl ess of what discussions may take place w th another

pl anni ng body, the Navy has the final say.
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ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE: Unlike a
BRAC-type process where there is other --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA:  Yes.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Does --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU: But how does
t hat statenent change --

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Right. But the point is
that there's nothing in there that tal ks about
deci si onmaki ng.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER GRIFFITH:  It's
di scussed --

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: O even on a cl osed
base we wouldn't have -- if we were a BRAC on a cl osed
base, we don't have the final say on the disposition of
the | and.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: | think 9 should
stay actually as it was put in --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: It sounds |ike
there's a consensus that this is not acceptable. There's
no need for a revision on Item Nunber 9, Page 4. So the
statenment stands as witten.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAILLIE: But it seenmed so
clear in the hallway.

(Laughter.)

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREITAS: So we win, right?
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| make a notion it stays as witten.
CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Wwell, we can --
ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE: W' re saying
that's fine. W don't need to nake a notion on it.
ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: \What ?

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Let's not make any

noti on.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Don't nake a
not i on?

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Leave it as it is.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREITAS: Oh, leave it.
kay

Sorry. Trying to speed it al ong.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Page 5. This is
agai n agency menbers. And | believe we discussed that a
mnute or two ago. This is regarding who are nenbers --
who will be agency nenbers of the RAB.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: So you are the agency
menber and I'mthe co-chair?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA:  Yes.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Ckay.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Ckay. So ny
question to the RAB and the rest of the Navy staff, does
this statement stand as witten?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU: There's
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different people who have different versions of this, as
we' ve just found out there's two different versions up
here alone. Can you read what it is that we're | eaving
in, so that everyone knows?

ADVI SORY BCARD MEMBER RI VERA: (Ckay. Wt hout
revision here's howit reads. This is the origina
| anguage. "The DON, EPA, DTSC, and Regional Water Quality
Board may each have one menber. O her agencies may apply
for menbership. And if approved by a two-thirds vote of
all voting nmenbers present at a neeting, each shall be
entitled to have one nenber."

The natural -- I'msorry. Do you want me to
continue to read the entire --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE:  You need to read
t he whol e paragraph?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA:  There are no ot her
changes.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE: A change only
affected the first two sentences, or a potential change.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU: (kay. And
where are the changes?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: That's the way it
was witten. And then the comments were provided by --
per the DOD policy, "The DOD installation, state and | oca

governnent and EPA should be represented on the RAB
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Menbers may include the RPMfromthe service, state and
EPA as appropriate, and representatives fromother |oca
agencies. Each entity should be represented by one
i ndi vi dual . "

Per the CNO policy, "Menbership of the RAB shal
include at | east one representative of the installation
and cogni zant EPA and appropriate state and | oca
aut horities and nmenbers of the local comunity."

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: But we deci ded t hat
there's -- everyone is to have one nmenber and then there's
two officers, right? 1s that what we deci ded on our first
time?

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: I just don't see the
need.

ADVI SCRY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE: |I'msorry. |
don't understand why we're discussing this, because we're
just accepting the | anguage that the RAB proposed, aren't
we? So that's --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: It was ny
under standing -- again --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAILLIE: So anything --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU:  Well, | wasn't
sure what exactly was being inserted.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: It was the sane comments

before. So nothing' s been --
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CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: So this stands as it
was?

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Right.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE: R ght.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU: Ckay, sorry. |
m sunder st ood.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Page 6, under
"Comuni ty Menbers," Subparagraph A. Wth the changes the
statement reads -- this is under the heading of "Conmmunity
Menbers” and the responsibilities of the comunity
nmenbers.

"A" reads as follows: "Regularly attendi ng RAB
meetings, conmittee neetings, training sessions, site
tours and participating in review ng the NASSBDC cl eanup
program "

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  So the change is adding
"site tours" and "training."

Is that acceptable to everybody?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Yeah, no problem

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Ckay. So I'll nake a
nmotion that we add "training sessions” and "site tours" as
read by G| to Item A under 4C -- that we add that to Item
4C, 1A

Do | have a second?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS:  Second.
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CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Al those in favor?

(Ayes.)

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Opposed?

kay.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Next itemis Page
7, Roman Nuneral 4E, conflict of interest.

The statenent with the changes reconmended by the
Navy woul d read as follows: "A conflict of interest shal
exist if an issue is brought before the RAB or any of its
committees or subgroups for discussion or a vote and the
out conme of the discussion or vote could result in
financial gain, either direct or indirect, to a comunity
menber or any of that nenber's relatives, any/al
potentially responsible parties, or PRPs, at this site,
their parent conpanies, subsidiaries, affiliates,
subcontractors, contractors, current clients, or attorneys
and agents."

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: And that's nostly for the
litigation area sites. W're basically saying here, if
you work for Chevron and then you cone here and say,

"Well, | think you should just | eave those litigation area

sites alone,"” that would be a conflict of interest. So
it's basically PRPs in the litigation area sites and
people -- their attorneys.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Yeah, | don't
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have a problemwth it.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Any di scussi on?

Ckay. 1'll make the notion that we add the
| anguage that was just outlined by GI. And we'll refer
to the transcript of the actual |anguage.

ADVI SCRY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: We're going to
get this rewitten.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Do | hear a second?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER McGEE: |'Il Second.

ADVI SCRY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY: Wy just - -
there's nothing to prevent a -- you could have a
representative from General Chem cal beconme a menber of
this RAB | believe though. W' ve had -- Point Ml ani had
peopl e here from Chevron who was ri ght adjacent --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU: This is about
voting on specific issues though.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMBEY: Yeah, there are
going to be those kind of things, right.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU. This isn't
stoppi ng them from bei ng a RAB nmenber.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMBEY:  Yeah, right,
right.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: They can j ust
abstain fromvoting.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Do | hear a second on
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that notion?

ADVI SORY BCARD MEMBER McGEE:  Yeah, | second it.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Al those in favor --
is there any di scussion?

Al those in favor?

(Ayes.)

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Opposed?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: The next itemis
on Page 9. This is --

ADVI SOCRY BCARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Ckay. How nmany
more do you have, Gl ?

ADVI SCRY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Not too many.
Actual Iy not too many nore.

This is one for the Navy co-chair. "The RAB
shall have three co-chairs: The comunity co-chair, the
alternate community co-chair, and the agency co-chair,
which will serve as officers.”

So the question was, you know, can the Navy have
an alternate co-chair?

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Pl ease.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: So that is kind of
a toss-up question for the RAB to di scuss or vote on now.
The Navy coul d have a designated alternate co-chair.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Come on, you guys. Gve

nme a break.
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CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: 1 don't see why not
personal | y.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER McGEE: Well, let's see, if
she wants an alternate, then the refreshnents are back in
on the bargaining table.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: |'mnot sure of the
quality of the refreshnents.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: W want Bon Bons.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMBEY: Theresa, | think
you actually have an alternative co-chair already.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: No, he's a nenber.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY:  Well, |'ve seen
where the Navy's -- likely that would be your reasonabl e
person to step in in the event you are unable to cone up.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE: Well, you know, |
would do it, or Geg Smith or soneone fromthe station
who's famliar with the RAB, has been up here a few tines.
And in this case we'd probably like to do that.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Thank you.

Do you have refreshnments next tinme?

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: 1 nake the notion that
we add an alternative community co-chair to the list of
chairs under section -- excuse me -- alternative Navy
co-chair under Article 5, section 5A

Do | have a second?
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CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Any di scussi on?
Al those in favor?

(Ayes.)

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Al those opposed?
kay.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Ckay. You can go now.

119

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: You get two nore.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Page 11, Number
11. This is one issue we discussed a few m nutes ago
regarding being in conpliance with the Privacy Act. It
somet hi ng we agreed to address.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: We just agreed that we
all understand that we're bound by the Privacy Act.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: So on this one
there's no decision point here, no change.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREITAS: W agreed to
agr ee.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: (kay. Rules on
voting and notions, Page 14, article 7G Subparagraph 2.
The statenent reads as foll ows:

"Only one vote is allowed for each nenber,
i ncluding the co-chair. A nmenber may assign his or her
voting proxy on a specific agenda itemby witten

statenment delivered to the comunity co-chair and

PETERS SHORTHAND REPCRTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362- 2345

is



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

120
facilitator, and shall be w tnessed by the Departnent of
Navy co-chair. Al proxy statenents shall be nade a
per manent part of the RAB neeting mnutes.”

The changes to that statement are: "and shall be
wi t nessed by the DON co-chair and all proxy statenents
shall be nade a pernmanent part of the RAB neeting
m nutes."

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: What do you nean
"wi tnessed"? You nmean -- what would the Navy co-chair
W tness? The signing of the proxy?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Either by initial
and dating or signing.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: It seens to ne, when
sonmebody sends a proxy, they're probably not going to be
here. And Theresa's going to be in Seal Beach or San
Di ego or somepl ace far away.

So could she witness a signed -- could she | ook
at a signed -- witness a signed proxy? Not the signing of
it, but a signed one?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Absolutely. It's
just the Navy concurrence so that, you know, this is an
acceptable proxy to the entire RAB

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: So could | ask that it
show "and a signed proxy shall be reviewed by the DON

co-chair"?
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ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA:  Change the
"witnessed" to "reviewed"?

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: | don't know what --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: That's acceptabl e
to ne. The comment was "and shall be w tnessed by the DON
co-chair"” for lack of a better term

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: WMary Lou.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER W LLI AMS: How can the
Department of Navy co-chair, which is Theresa right now,
how can she witness her proxy statenment if she were not to
be here? Then who would --

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: But she's not a
menber .

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER W LLIAMS: Isn't she a
menber of the RAB?

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: 1I'm an officer.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER W LLI AMS:  Ch, sorry.

| was trying to get you out of it.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: That's okay. | only have
to review it now

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Could you re-read what
you have now, Gl ?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: (kay. The entire
st at ement ?

kay. "Only one vote is allowed for each menber,
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i ncluding the co-chairs. A nenber may assign his or her
voting proxy on a specific agenda itemby a witten
statenment delivered to the community co-chair or
facilitator, and shall be w tnessed by the DON co-chair.
Al'l proxy statements shall be nmade a permanent part of the
RAB neeting mnutes."

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: But you' re changi ng
"wi tnessed" to "reviewed," right?

You' re changing "w tnessed" to "revi ewed"?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: |If that's the
consensus of this board. It's not a problem

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  So I'll make a notion
that we approve the changes just spoken verbally as
articulated by G1.

Do | have a second?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: | second.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Al those in favor?

(Ayes.)

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Opposed?

kay.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Ckay. Page 18,
under Article 10. | thought there was a coment under
Article 10.

Under Article 10, Authentication. This is a

comrent nade by | egal counsel for the EFA West. The
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comment is: "The changes in the article clarify the
necessity for Navy concurrence with the byl aws."

And the nodified | anguage reads as foll ows:

"Roman Nuneral 9A, Procedure. The purpose of
authentication is to verify the concurrence of the
co-chairs with the official governing version of the
charter and bylaws." The |anguage inserted there is "the
concurrence of the co-chairs with." And, like |I say,
that's |l egal counsel for Navy making that conment.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Why is that -- why
t hat change?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: | don't know why.
Like | stated, | haven't spoken to the | egal counsel why
he nade the statenent.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Because, you know, the
next sentence says, "The conmunity co-chair and DON
co-chair shall sign and date the certificate set forth
below." Doesn't that nmean that we concur?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RIVERA: It would only be a
guess on ny part. 1'll have to ask |egal counsel about
that. Well, that's --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLI E:  The first
sentence says the purpose and the second sentence says
how. So, correct, and | egal counsel perhaps is just

trying to clarify that the purpose should, | don't know,
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i ncl ude --
CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: [I'mnot a lawer. | like
it the way it stands.
CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: | don't see any big
deal. | don't see why we're putting it in, but I don't
want to hold up the works here.

["lI'l make a notion that we include the | anguage

as articulated by G| in article -- in sections -- this is
tricky. W have paper that's -- m snunbered sections
her e.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Just call it
"aut hentication article.”

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  We're going to have to
change the nunbers here al so.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLI E:  Yeah, the nunbers
don't match the articles, do they.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: This is actually
Article 10. So there's changes to be -- I'mgoing to nmake
a nmotion that we accept the changes through article 10A as
articulated by G1.

Do | have a second?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER McGEE:  Second.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Al those in favor?

(Ayes.)

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Opposed?
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kay.
ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Page 19, Appendi x
8. These are very, very easy. Item Nunber 3. The
statenment reads: "As per section 34.62 of the Federa

Facilities Agreenment," that's probably a typographica
error. There is no Section 34.62 in the FFA. So probably
just a typo. So that needs to be corrected.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Ckay. |Is the version
of the Federal Facilities Agreenent dated Decenber 5th the
| at est version?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: | don't recall. |
don't have it with me. That doesn't -- Decenber, no. It
was mddle of the year, June, July.

ADVI SOCRY BCARD MEMBER RAMBEY: Yeah, | think it
was. Yeah, it seenms it was in fact June.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: So we haven't seen --
we don't have a copy of the |atest Federal Facilities
Agr eenent then?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY: Everyone shoul d
have had it when we had the August -- back in August we
had that Federal Facilities neeting, August of |ast year

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: But you're speaking
of --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU:. Qur RAB board

wasn't around then.
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ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RANMBEY: Wl |, the things
were made avail able to everyone. | know Marcus and
Evelyn -- but a public neeting that was out there, just
i ke the schedul es. You have people comment. Marcus
commented on the FFA and Evel yn commented on the FFA. W
got two other parties. So --

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: W can send you the
newest - -

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY: |If you need a
copy, we can --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE: -- specific
actions to confirmwe' ve got the |atest.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY: -- get it for
folks. It should be in the repositories also.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Pl ease send us a copy.

['1'l make a notion that we amend the section
nunber, as G| just articul ated, based on what we find out
when we get the Federal Facilities Agreenent.

Do | hear a second?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER W LLI AMS:  Second.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Al those in favor?

(Ayes.)

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Oppose?

Gl.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: That's fine.
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No, one nore.

Item Nunber 4. This is the |last one. The
statement reads: "As amended by the Departnent of Defense
inits March 1998" --

ADVI SORY BCARD MEMBER W LLI AMS:  \Were are you?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: \Where are you?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: |tem Nunber 4,
Page 19. Sane page.

And the statement reads: "As anended by the
Department of Defense in it's March 1998 Managenent and
Qui dance for the Defense Environnmental Restoration
Program the RAB is responsible for..." The March 1998
versi on has been superceded there as a nore current --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU. What's the

dat e?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: | don't have a
dat e.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TACTAY: Sept enber 2001.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  February 20017

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TACTAY: No, Septenber
2001.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Sept ember 2001.
ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: There is a March
1998 version. But it's updated every year. And it's

fairly standard. 1t doesn't change a |ot, but probably
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woul d be nore appropriate if you had the nost current
ref erence

And that's the extent of the Navy coments that
are of concern on the draft byl aws.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Ckay. | make the
motion that we update Section 4 of the appendix so that it
i ncl udes the | anguage taken fromthe DOD s Managenent and
Qui dance for the Defense Environmental Restoration Program
dat ed Septenber 2001

Do | hear a second?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER W LLI AMS:  Second.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Di scussi on?

Al'l those in favor?

(Ayes.)

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Opposed?

kay. That's done.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: We did it.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: 1 have one ot her
comrent .

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER GRI FFI TH: W need to cl ose
program on that too.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: It's only one. And
that is -- it has to do with on Page 8.

Let's see here. I'mtrying to -- it tal ks about

the community co-chair and the selection of the comunity
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co-chair.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Page 9 is Article
5, Oficers.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Theresa, you nade this
recommendation. | had a coment.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER BAI LLIE: Nine of 5B,

El ection of Oficers, is it in that one?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Is it the
co-chair -- what are you | ooking for?

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: 1" m | ooking actually
at 4C -- excuse nme -- 5C on ny Page 9. And it says that
the community co-chair will serve for one year. |t goes
on. The second sentence says, "After one year both
community co-chairs serve on a nonth-to-nonth basis until
repl aced by an election that nmust be held if a petition
requesting an election is submtted by at |east five
community nenbers.”

I'"d like to delete that sentence entirely and add
this sentence, that "The el ection of the comunity
co-chair and the alternate co-chair shall be held at the
first neeting of the year, unless postponed to a date
certain by a majority vote of the comunity nenbers.”

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Can we add "the first
nmeeting of the cal endar year"?

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL:  Ckay.
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CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: | agree with that.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Whuld you like nme to

repeat that? Second --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: No, that's fine.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Well, 1'Il make a

motion to the effect that we change 5C, the | anguage of

the second sentence of 5C, to that |anguage.

we adopt

adj our n?

Do | hear a second?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Second.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Al those in favor?
(Ayes.)

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: | make a notion that
t hese byl aws as anended.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER W LLI AMS:  Second.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Third.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Al those in favor?
(Ayes.)

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Al opposed?

[t's unani nous.

(Appl ause.)
ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: Make a notion to

ADVI SCRY BOARD MEMBER W LLI AMS:  No, no, no.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Both -- we have the

agenda for the next neeting.
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And Mary Lou, I'll get you in just a second.

And al so to decide if we were going to have a

Decenmber RAB or not. | say we take the nonth of Decenber
of f and have a vacation. And we'll conme back al
refreshed for January. And then I'll have tine to earn

sonme noney and save for refreshnments.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: We'll see your
around the corner with a little cup.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY: Bake sal es.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Well, sonething to add
to this. W have a lot of comments to -- in Decenber.
And so at least the community menbers. | don't think we
need everybody. But the community menbers will probably
want to neet and di scuss these at sone point.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  And we will be hol di ng
the site tour and the training and every --

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TANASESCU: Al l that
through E-mail ?

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Right.

ADVI SCRY BOARD MEMBER FREI TAS: I n January?

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: No, we won't go on
that -- probably be before January. But we're asking to
not hold a Decenber RAB neeting.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Well, then as

community co-chair 1'll take responsibility for E mailing
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you folks as -- or maybe we shoul d establish a date when
we could neet, and for a place later.

Could we neet on the first Monday of Decenber, as
just the community wi thout involving -- draggi ng everybody
el se here? | mean any of you guys can cone.

Wul d that be okay?

kay. Could we get the administrative -- could
Navy co-chair take the adm nistrative detail and get a
roomfor us?

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Yes.

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: So we will neet on
that date. |Is that acceptable with everybody?

And we'll let you know about the place. Okay?

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: (Okay. And then for the
next agenda we propose sone kind of training. And we can
work on that. This will be for January. Also we will be
doing -- G, correct nme if I"'mmstaking -- the tidal
area site presentation?

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RI VERA: Yes, if we receive
our budget allocation, we will be doing that presentation.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Does anyone have any
agenda suggesti ons?

CO CHAI RPERSON O CONNELL: Yeah. W need to
sel ect a new comunity co-chair.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: It being the first
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neet i ng.

Any ot her agenda itens?

ADVI SCRY BOARD MEMBER RAMSBEY:  Yeah, Theresa, |
was just |ooking through the schedule. There are two
things that we're going to have comng up in February. So
it's sonething you may -- and | don't know how you
would -- it's just to consider and figure out what woul d
be nore inportant.

Two things. One is for the litigation area.
There is a data gap sanpling -- sanpling plan that will be
submtted in February. So | don't knowif that's, you
know, the January or February kind of tinme frame, so that
the RAB woul d be briefed. And also that first second,
week of February would be the Site 22 Rl report. So the
data will be conpleted. And that will probably be
submitted February for the arsenic sanpling.

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  No, Site 22 we have
agreed to give special discussion outside of the RAB for
that site because it's a concern. So that that probably
won't. But if we have nobney, we can go ahead and try for
the litigation |land sites.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER RAMSEY: So | didn't know
at that point.

So then for the site tour, then | guess everyone

on here, and Navy's -- you guys could be able to start
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presenting the results and al so as part of that.

Ckay. That's fine.

MR. FREI TAS: Tom Freitas.

The publication in the newspaper, has that been
resol ved?

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY:  Yes, it went out
Wednesday. |'msorry, because we don't have noney -- |
normal |y send out to Seal Beach and Seal Beach takes care
of it. And when | was out sick they sent it back and said
they didn't have any noney. So | didn't cone in til
Monday, the day it was supposed to be in the paper. And
had to send it to a contractor and have a contractor pay
for it. So it did go to the paper Wednesday. And
apol ogi ze.

ADVI SORY BOARD MEMBER TACTAY: It's in the --

CO CHAI RPERSON MORLEY: Yeah, it was in the
paper. So it was a couple days late.

One thing | would like to do is start working on
the agenda a lot earlier and get that out so that we can
be prepared ahead of time so we're not doing everything at
the last mnute.

Hopefully we'll have our nobney soon.

Ckay. Does anybody have anything el se?

Well, that was a long neeting, but it was very

worthwhile. | thank you all for your participation. And
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(Thereupon the Concord Naval Wapons Station

Naval Rab neeting concluded at 10:10 p.m)
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CERTI FI CATE OF REPCRTER

I, JAVES F. PETERS, a Certified Shorthand
Reporter of the State of California, and Regi stered
Pr of essi onal Reporter, do hereby certify:

That | ama disinterested person herein; that the
foregoi ng Concord Naval Wapons Stattion Naval Rab neeting
was reported in shorthand by me, Janmes F. Peters, a
Certified Shorthand Reporter of the State of California,
and thereafter transcribed into typewiting.

| further certify that I amnot of counsel or
attorney for any of the parties to said neeting nor in any
way interested in the outcone of said meeting.

IN WTNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set ny hand

this 11th day of Novenber, 2002.

JAMES F. PETERS, CSR RPR
Certified Shorthand Reporter

Li cense No. 10063

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON  (916) 362- 2345



