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Derek Robinson Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) Program Management 
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Dale Smith Restoration Advisory Board (RAB) Community Co-chair 
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Fred Hoffman RAB 

George Humphreys RAB 
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James Leach RAB 

Jean Sweeney RAB 

Jim Sweeney  RAB 
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Mary Parker Navy Project Manager (PM) 

City of Alameda Representatives 
Frank Matarrese Alameda City Council 

Peter Russell Alameda Reuse and Redevelopment Authority (ARRA) 

Regulatory Agencies 
Anna Marie Cook U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 

Dave Cooper EPA 

Melinda Garvey EPA 

John Kaiser  San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(Water Board) 

Dot Lofstrom California Environmental Protection Agency Department of 
Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) 

Marcus Simpson DTSC 

John West Water Board 

Contractors 
Stuart Freeman URS Corporation 

Linda Henry Brown and Caldwell 

John McMillan Shaw Environmental, Inc. (Shaw) 

Marsha Pendergrass RAB Facilitator 

Radhika Sreenivasan ChaduxTt 

Tommie Jean Valmassy ChaduxTt 

The meeting agenda is provided as Attachment A. 

MEETING SUMMARY 

Dale Smith (RAB community co-chair) called the January 2010 former Naval Air Station 
Alameda (Alameda Point) RAB meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.   

I. Approval of December 2009 RAB Meeting Minutes 

Ms. Smith asked for comments on the December 2009 RAB meeting minutes.  RAB members 
provided comments, which will be incorporated into the final set of minutes for December 2009.   

The following comments were provided by Michael John Torrey (RAB): 

• Page 8 of 9, list of action item, the dates on action item numbers 2, 3, 4, 6, 8 and 14 will 
be corrected to January 7, 2010.   
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The following comments were provided by Fred Hoffman (RAB): 

• Page 3 of 9, add the following sentences to the beginning of discussion paragraph, “Mr. 
Hoffman reminded the Navy that time sensitive data that are not taken will be lost 
forever.  Mr. Robinson responded that the Navy did not feel that the data were necessary 
and that, according to Mr. Murray Einarson (AMEC Earth & Environmental); elevated 
concentrations of the plume contaminants were not reaching San Francisco Bay.”   

Derek Robinson (Navy Co-Chair) clarified that Mr. Einarson will draft a written response that 
provides his recommendations on the path forward regarding the Site 1 groundwater plume. 

The following comments were provided by George Humphreys (RAB): 

• Page 2 of 9, meeting summary, first paragraph, “Dale Smith called the December 
2009…” will be revised to, “Derek Robinson called the December 2009….” 

• Page 2 of 9, approval of minutes, first paragraph, first sentence, “Ms. Smith asked for 
comments on the November 2009…” will be corrected to, “Ms. Pendergrass asked for 
comments on the November 2009….” 

• Page 5 of 9, section IV, third paragraph, eighth sentence, “Mr. Humphreys said that Mr. 
Delong mentioned…” will be corrected to “Mr. Humphreys said that Mr. deHaan 
(Alameda City Council) mentioned….” 

• Page 6 of 9, section IV, third paragraph, insert after last sentence, “Ms. Lofstrom said that 
Henry Wong (DTSC) will take over the FISCA site.”  

• Page 7 of 9, section VI, first paragraph, insert after last sentence, “Mr. Leach said that, as 
a structural engineer, he could look at the structure drawings and determine within 5 
minutes if the floor slab could be cut without damaging the structure.” 

• Page 9 of 9, list of action items, action item 10, initiated by column, “Mr. Hoffman” will 
be changed to, “Mr. Humphreys.”   

The following comments were provided by Ms. Smith: 

• Pages 5 of 9, section II, first paragraph, third sentence, “Ms. Smith asked if Mr. Robinson 
could give an update on the document.  Mr. Robinson apologized and said that he is not 
prepared to make a presentation at this meeting,” will be corrected to, “During the agenda 
setting for the December meeting, Ms. Smith asked if Mr. Robinson could give an update 
on the document.  At the December meeting, Mr. Robinson apologized and said that he is 
not able to make a presentation at this meeting.” 
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• Pages 5 of 9, section IV, third paragraph, first sentence, “…site investigation (SI) has not 
changed from last year,” will be corrected to, “…site investigation (SI) had not changed 
from last year.” 

• Pages 5 of 9, section IV, third paragraph, eighth sentence, “…engine oils to drain off on 
the runway.  He asked if the runway will be…” will be revised to, “…engine oils to drain 
on the runway.  He asked if the runways will be.…” 

• Pages 7 of 9, section V, third paragraph, first sentence, “…regional aquitard and that 
multiple screen…” will be revised to “…regional aquitard and that many multiple 
screen….” 

• Page 7 of 9, section VII, “The meeting was adjourned at 7:45 p.m.” will be revised to 
“The meeting was adjourned at 7:45 p.m. for the annual potluck party.” 

The following comments were provided by Anna Marie Cook [U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA)]: 

• Page 1 of 9, list of attendees, the name “Malinda Garvi” will be corrected to “Melinda 
Garvey.”  

• Page 5 of 9, section IV, third paragraph, seventh sentence, “…is not included in the 
federal to federal transfer parcel land” will be corrected to “…is not included in the SI 
acreage.”   

The December 2009 RAB meeting minutes were approved with the above modifications. 

II. Co-Chair Announcements 

Mr. Robinson (Navy co-chair) distributed the Alameda Point Restoration Advisory Board 
Meeting Feedback Form (Attachment B-1).  He said that as part of the community involvement 
program, the Navy plans to provide feedback forms at RAB meetings at least once a year.  Mr. 
Robinson requested the RAB members and any community members to fill out and submit the 
form if interested.   

Mr. Robinson distributed the Navy action item responses (Attachment B-2).  He requested that 
the RAB review the responses and he said the Navy will discuss any questions on the action 
items during the community comment period during the February meeting.  Mr. Robinson noted 
the Navy will be providing written responses to the action items to keep the meetings on 
schedule.   

Ms. Smith said that the end of 2009 was a busy period for RAB members.  All the RAB 
members commented on Site 1 and Mr. Humphreys and Ms. Smith commented on Site 2.  Ms. 
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Smith asked for an updated contact list so that she could forward the RAB comments to the 
regulators.   

Ms. Smith noted that the RAB has provided useful and relevant comments on a number of 
documents for various sites.  Ms. Smith said she feels that the RAB has been treated poorly by 
the Navy, its consultants, and the regulators with regard to the technical comments.  She noted 
that the RAB members are highly qualified technically and include three licensed practicing 
engineers, two remedial engineers, and one structural engineer.  She added that RAB comments 
should be considered seriously.  Ms. Smith said that she looks forward to a better relationship 
with the Navy and the regulators.   

Ms. Smith said that while commenting on Operable Unit (OU)-1, she came across Jean 
Sweeney’s (RAB) concern that Site 7 would be remediated before the remedial goals had been 
finalized.  Ms. Smith said that when she discussed this issue with Mr. Robinson, he informed her 
that the Navy and the regulators had agreed to move forward with the Site 7 soil cleanup even 
though the OU-1 remedial design has not been finalized.  Ms. Smith said that the Navy and 
regulators should have mentioned to the RAB that they had decided to move forward with the 
work at OU-1.   

Ms. Smith distributed her comments on the draft expanded work plan for transfer parcel 
Economic Development Conveyance (EDC)-12, EDC-17 and the Federal (FED) parcel 
(Attachment B-3).  Ms. Smith briefly explained her comment regarding the four underground 
storage tanks (UST) present in the tern nesting area.  She added that one UST with 2,000 gallons 
of liquid was removed and appeared to be leaking.  Ms. Smith noted that there are three other 
USTs at the site and that this UST issue is not addressed in the expanded work plan.   

Ms. Smith distributed the list of documents received in November and December 2009 
(Attachment B-4).  Ms. Smith noted that the Site 27 technical subcommittee meeting is 
scheduled for January 21 at 6:30 p.m.  She said that the Navy project manager and the Navy 
contractors for the site have been requested to attend the meeting.   

Ms. Smith asked Mr. Robinson to provide an explanation from the structural engineer on how 
digging through the foundation of Building 400 to remove the drain pipe will affect the 
building’s foundation footer and structural walls.  This issue was added to the action item list.   

Ms. Smith noted that she did not receive a response from the Veterans Administration (VA) on 
moving the bay trail and asked if she could obtain contact information at the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service.  Ms. Cook said she would provide Ms. Smith with the name of the person EPA 
has contacted at the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and will also resend Richard Crow’s (VA 
personnel) contact information.   
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III. Operable Unit 2C Feasibility Study Update 

Mr. Robinson introduced Mary Parker (Navy project manager) to begin the presentation on the 
revised draft OU-2C feasibility study (FS).  Ms. Parker distributed the presentation handout 
(Attachment B-5).   

Peter Russell (Alameda Reuse and Redevelopment Authority [ARRA]) said that the city 
commented on the OU-2C FS and distributed a copy to the RAB (Attachment B-6). 

During the review of Slide 9, Dot Lofstrom (DTSC) said that the radiological-contaminated lines 
beneath Building 400 would be addressed originally in the time-critical removal action (TCRA), 
and now the Navy has decided the FS will address this radiological contamination.  Ms. Parker 
agreed and said that there will be a detailed structural evaluation of Building 400 and a cost 
estimate will be included in the FS process.  Ms. Smith asked if the Navy will wait for any 
possible rebound from the six-phase heating before the revised draft FS is issued.  Ms. Parker 
said that the Navy will be using data from approximately a year after the six-phase heating was 
operating.  Ms. Cook said that no rebound is expected.   

During the review of Slide 10, Ms. Parker explained the different colored lines in the figure.  Ms. 
Smith asked if the storm drains, depicted by the orange lines, have been removed.  Ms. Parker 
said some storm drain lines have been removed historically but the entire length was not 
removed.  She noted that the radiological criteria have changed and the soil near the removed 
line needs to be re-evaluated using the new levels.  Ms. Parker noted that there is a partition 
between Building 400 and 400A and the roof drain extends through the two buildings.   

Ms. Smith said that ceiling vents need to be tested for radiological contamination but that testing 
did not occur at Building 5.  Ms. Parker said that ceiling vents will be tested and noted there was 
a separate TCRA for the structural radiological investigation.  Ms. Smith asked why EPA raised 
the permissible level for naphthalene exposure from 53 to 100 milligrams per liter (mg/L) in 
groundwater.  Ms. Cook said that the EPA has set a health advisory rather than a maximum 
contaminant level (MCL) for naphthalene because the agency is lagging behind the state in 
classifying it as a probable human carcinogen.  Ms. Cook added that EPA differed from the 
state’s modeling.  She noted that the agencies do not have a legally defensible level because the 
state has yet to promulgate a level.  

Ms. Smith asked why volatile organic compounds (VOCs) in groundwater at local area 2 are not 
being addressed in the document, even though VOC–contaminated soil is being removed.  Ms. 
Parker said that risk from VOCs in groundwater is low and that VOCs were mainly an issue in 
soil at local area 2.  Ms. Smith said that this distinction was not described clearly in the 
document.  Ms. Cook said that the concern with groundwater at local area 2 is the inhalation 
pathway and MCLs will not be used as the cleanup level.  Ms. Cook said that it would be 
difficult to determine whether groundwater would require cleanup without knowing the details of 
the remedy and the institutional controls (ICs).  It was decided that the language in the document 
will be revised to clarify this issue.  Ms. Smith commented that the excavation depth was also 
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not clear in the document.  Ms. Smith asked if the draft FS was dated May 2009.  Ms. Parker said 
that it was.   

IV.  Basewide Update 

Mr. Robinson started his basewide update presentation (Attachment B-7).   

During discussion of the IR Site 26 update, Mr. Hoffman asked if the Navy has assembled a 
performance monitoring system at Site 26 to show the effect of the injection on the piezometric 
surface around the injection area.  Mr. Robinson said he did not have the details of the 
groundwater monitoring and asked if the RAB wanted a presentation on the Site 26 injections.  
Mr. Hoffman said that the RAB wanted a presentation.  Mr. Hoffman noted that the last update 
the Navy provided the RAB was when the in situ chemical oxidation (ISCO) failed at Site 26.  
He added that the RAB has not received a detailed update since that time.  Mr. Robinson said 
that post-peroxide ISCO sampling was performed in 2008 and two post-persulfate ISCO 
sampling events occurred in 2009.  The concentrations have decreased in general but rebound 
has also been observed.  He added that, according to the contractor, injected ISCO reagents are 
preferentially channeling into the higher permeability areas.  Contaminant rebound is assumed to 
be from lower permeability areas, not treated by the injected reagents.  He said that ISCO 
reagents have a relatively short subsurface life, which limits treatment to areas where the injected 
solution comes quickly into contact with the contaminant.  Therefore anaerobic in situ 
bioremediation (ISB) has been recommended.   

Mr. Humphreys said that both persulfate and peroxide are oxidizing agents and asked how the 
Navy will create an anaerobic environment for the ISB.  Mr. Robinson said he did not know the 
answer.  Mr. Hoffman said that it is important to understand the locations of the wells and 
dynamics of the plume to evaluate the changes at the site.  He added that a performance 
monitoring plan will indicate the success of the cleanup.  Mr. Robinson said that the table shows 
only the maximum detections and noted that data are available from many wells that are 
monitored over time.  The locations of the wells are all listed in the remedial action (RA) work 
plan.  Mr. Hoffman said that the RAB members had commented on the RA work plan and Mr. 
Pat Brooks (Navy) had told them that the RAB comments were incorporated.  Mr. Hoffman 
noted that the RAB was not provided with the updated RA work plan.  Ms. Smith asked if Mr. 
Robinson could provide the responses to comments (RTCs) presented in the final RA work plan 
document.  Mr. Robinson said that he could provide the RTCs for RAB comments electronically. 

During the review of the OU-1 remedial action status, Mr. Humphreys asked how the Navy 
knew whether the building that was partially torn down was not of historical significance.  He 
asked if the Navy had received approval before tearing down a part of the building.  Mr. 
Robinson said if the building was identified as potentially historical, the Navy can not tear it 
down without additional approvals. Ms. Smith said that the RAB drafted a comment letter for 
Site 7 but was not aware that the Navy and the agencies proceeded with cleanup at the site before 
the RAB submitted its comments on OU-1.  Ms. Cook apologized that the RAB was not 
informed that the site was moving forward to cleanup.   
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Mrs. Sweeney asked the dates of use for the incinerator and which materials were being 
incinerated.  Ms. Cook said that the Navy did not have the information on what was incinerated.  
She added that the soil samples collected from the area showed the presence of copper, lead, and 
other metals.  Mr. Robinson noted that the area was excavated during the remedial investigation 
of OU-1.   

Ms. Smith said that there is a waste line on the south side of the building at Site 7.  She added 
that the waste line is poorly supported and is being held up by soil.  Stuart Freeman (URS 
Corporation) said that it is a sewer line.  Ms. Smith said that since currently no work is being 
done at the site, the line is exposed and there is a potential for the soil to slough away from the 
line, leaving it unsupported.  Ms. Smith said that line should be supported and can only be 
supported by backfilling the area.  Ms. Smith asked if there was water in the line.  Mr. Freeman 
said that the water has been removed.  Ms. Smith and Mrs. Sweeney asked about the soil piles in 
the Commissary parking lot.  Mr. Robinson said that the soil removed from Site 7 is stockpiled 
in the Commissary parking lot.  He added that the Navy is sampling the soil to characterize it.  
Ms. Smith asked if there was a barrier underneath the soil.  Mr. Robinson said that there is a 
barrier.   

During the review of corrective action area (CAA) C status update, Ms. Lofstrom asked how the 
pipelines that contain aviation gas were discovered.  Mr. Robinson said that the pipelines were 
discovered during petroleum program investigations.  Ms. Smith said that the Navy was trying to 
find the lines for either waste removal or utilities with the help of historical drawings when these 
underground pipelines were found.  Mrs. Sweeney asked if the aviation gas leaked.  Mr. 
Robinson said that there was no evidence of leakage.   

V.  Community and RAB Comment Period 

Regarding the Site 1 plume, Mr. Hoffman said that he has been requesting at every RAB meeting 
that the Navy monitor the plume.  Mr. Hoffman said that the Navy policy provided by Mr. 
Robinson as a response to the action item states that a sampling plan is required before 
monitoring can occur at the site investigation phase.  He added that a sampling plan was drafted 
at the SI phase and suggested the Navy use the existing sampling plan to monitor the wells while 
awaiting the remedial design (RD)/RA work plan.  Mr. Robinson said that the Navy would not 
use the old sampling plan to monitor the existing wells and will have to wait until the pre-design 
SAP is finalized.  He added that the Navy will follow the normal Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) process.   

Ms. Lofstrom said that the Navy and the regulatory agencies agree on a complete site 
characterization, and agree that new wells will be installed and samples will be collected when 
the RD/RA WP is final.  She added that the Navy will launch the site characterization work.  Mr. 
Hoffman reiterated that data lost in time cannot be recovered and urged the Navy to not lose 
more time in finalizing the document.  Mr. Robinson said that field efforts will begin in 4 to 6 
weeks.  Mr. Humphreys asked about actions the Navy might consider if contamination is not 
found during the field effort; he noted that the contamination might have flowed into the bay in 
the last 20 years.  Mr. Robinson said that the Navy has been monitoring four wells in the plume 
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area semi-annually and have found relatively stable trends in contamination.  Ms. Cook said that 
the Navy implements removal actions, TCRA or non-TCRA (NTCRA), for both soil and 
groundwater contamination found at the base, in response to initial data indicating a threat to 
human health and/or the environment.  She added that when this plume was discovered, a 
decision was made that the plume is not an immediate or substantial danger to human health and 
the environment, including the bay.  Hence, a decision was made to perform remediation in the 
remedial action.  Ms. Cook noted that EPA, DTSC, and the Water Board were all part of making 
this decision.  The groundwater at Site 1 is a lower priority then the landfill at Site 1.  She added 
that the site is at the RD stage and the plume will be cleaned up soon.   

Richard Banger (community member) asked how long will it take for the site to be cleaned up 
completely.  Mr. Robinson said that 18 to 24 months will be required to complete the cleanup 
after the RD document is finalized.  Ms. Cook added that the record of decision for Site 1 was 
signed in December and the RA work must start within 15 months.  Approximately another 3 
years will be required to complete the Site 1 cleanup.   

Frank Matarrese (Alameda City Council) said that Upper Northwest Territory is not going to be 
a golf course and will probably be developed as a wetland. 

Mrs. Sweeney asked what the divers found at the Seaplane Lagoon.  Mr. Robinson said that one 
side of the object is 4 feet deep and there was overburden to move on the other side.  He added 
that the pictures and videos were not clear since the visibility was low.  Mr. Robinson said that 
the Navy is guessing that the object originated from some kind of marine application.  Ms. Smith 
had historical photographs from the expanded site investigation document that showed three 
ports on the east side of the Seaplane Lagoon where planes were kept.  She showed those 
photographs to the RAB.  Mr. Matarrese said that ARRA wrote a letter to the Navy thanking it 
for the information and requesting that the object to be removed from the Seaplane Lagoon.  Bill 
McGinnis (Navy) said that this update was preliminary and the Navy does not have the final 
report with the recommendations.  Mr. Robinson said that he will update the RAB with more 
information later.   

VI. Meeting Adjournment 

The meeting was adjourned at 8:45 p.m.  
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Action Items 

 

Action Items: 
Previous Item #/  
Action Item Status/ 
Action Item Due Date: 

Initiated By:  Responsible 
Person: 

 
1. Request for Presentations: 

a. Bayport sewer systems 
and change in the 
plumes over time. 

b. Site 26 cleanup. 

 
1./ Pending/ February 4, 
2010. 

 
RAB 

 
Mr. Robinson 

2. Provide information on the 
large, submerged, unidentified 
object.  

2./ Completed (See 
Attachment B-2)/ NA 

RAB Mr. Robinson 

3. Provide update on basewide 
radiological investigation by 
Radiological Affairs Support 
Office (RASO) and provide 
information on the bore, citing 
activity at the base.  Also 
provide recommendations 
from the Radiological 
Assessment Report. 

3./ Completed (See 
Attachment B-2)/ NA 

RAB Mr. Robinson 

4. Informal discussion on 
“Methods of RAB 
communication of remedial 
work at Alameda to the 
community.” 

4./ Pending/ February 4, 
2010 

Ms. Konrad Ms. Lofstrom 

5. Provide the RAB with the 
latest map on the extent of 
Marsh Crust. 

5./ Pending/ February 4, 
2010 

Ms. Smith Ms. Lofstrom 

6. Schedule technical meeting on 
Site 27 remedial action and 
invite the Navy 

6./ Completed (meeting 
schedule on January 21 
at 6:30 pm)/ NA 

Mr. Hoffman Ms. Smith 

7.  Provide information and map 
on the Navy ships that were 
buried at the base. 

8./ Pending/ February 4, 
2010 

Mrs. Sweeney Mr. Robinson 

8. Provide information on any 
investigations of the firing 
range near the officer’s club. 

9./ Pending/ February 4, 
2010 

Mrs. Sweeney Mr. Robinson 

9. The Base Realignment and 
Closure Cleanup Team (BCT) 
will discuss the possibility of 
an emergency removal for the 

10./ Completed (See 
Attachment B-2)/NA 

Mr. Humphreys Mr. Robinson 
and Ms. Cook 
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Action Items: 
Previous Item #/  
Action Item Status/ 
Action Item Due Date: 

Initiated By:  Responsible 
Person: 

lead contamination in the 
storm drain at the BCT 
meeting and update the RAB 
on the discussion. 

10. Discuss placement of the 
extraction and injection wells 
within the site 27 treatment 
modules with a remedial 
design engineer. 

11./ Pending/February 4, 
2010 

Mr. Leach RAB 

11. Provide an update on the 
Navy’s use of concrete in the 
tern nesting area.  

13./ Completed (See 
Attachment B-2)/NA 

Ms. Smith  Mr. Robinson 

12. Provide a copy of CERCLA 
guidelines and Navy policy 
and procedure.  

14./ Completed (See 
Attachment B-2)/NA 

Mr. Hoffman Mr. Robinson 

13. Provide an explanation from 
the structural engineer on how 
digging the Building 400 
foundation to remove the drain 
pipe will affect the building’s 
foundation filter and structural 
walls. 

0./ New / February 4, 
2010 

Mr. Leach and 
Ms. Smith 

Mr. Robinson 

14.  Provide updated RAB contact 
list for Alameda Point. 

0./ New / February 4, 
2010 

Ms. Smith Mr. Robinson 

15. Provide RAB comment letter 
on OU-1 as attachment to the 
January meeting minutes. 

0./ New / February 4, 
2010 

Ms. Smith Mr. Robinson 

16. Provide the RAB with an 
electronic copy of the RTCs to 
RAB comments on the Site 26 
as presented in the final RA 
work plan. 

0./New/ February 4, 
2010 

Ms. Smith Mr. Robinson 

 



 

  

ATTACHMENT A 

NAVAL AIR STATION ALAMEDA 
RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD MEETING AGENDA 

 
January 7, 2010 

 
(1 page) 



RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD 
NAVAL AIR STATION, ALAMEDA 

AGENDA 
JANUARY 7, 2010, 6:30 PM 

 
ALAMEDA POINT – BUILDING 1 – SUITE 140 

COMMUNITY CONFERENCE ROOM 
(FROM PARKING LOT ON W MIDWAY AVE, ENTER THROUGH MIDDLE WING) 

 
 
 
 

TIME    SUBJECT     PRESENTER 

 
6:30 – 6:45  Approval of Minutes    Dale Smith 
 
 
6:45 – 7:00  Co-Chair Announcements   Co-Chairs 
 
 
7:00 – 7:30  OU-2C      Mary Parker 
 
 
7:30– 8:00  Basewide Updates     Derek Robinson 
 
 
8:00 – 8:30  Community & RAB Comment Period  Community & RAB 
 
 
8:30   RAB Meeting Adjournment    

 
 



 

  

ATTACHMENT B 

NAVAL AIR STATION ALAMEDA 
RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD MEETING HANDOUT MATERIALS 

B-1 Alameda Point Restoration Advisory Board Meeting Feedback Form.  
Distributed by Derek Robinson, Navy Co-Chair (1 page) 

B-2 Action Items.  Distributed by Derek Robinson, Navy Co-Chair (6 pages)  

B-3 Comment letter on Draft Expanded Inspection Work Plan.  Distributed by Dale 
Smith, RAB Co-Chair (1 page) 

B-4 Documents received during November-December 2009.  Distributed by Dale 
Smith, RAB Co-Chair (1 page) 

B-5 Operable Unit-2C Feasibility Study update presentation handout.  Distributed by 
Mary Parker, Navy PM (9 pages) 

B-6 Alameda Reuse and Redevelopment Authority comments on the OU-2C 
Feasibility Study.  Distributed by Peter Russell, ARRA (7 pages) 

B-7 Basewide update presentation handout.  Distributed by Derek Robinson, Navy 
Co-chair (4 pages) 
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ALAMEDA POINT RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD MEETING FEEDBACK 
FORM 

 
(1 page)





 

  

ATTACHMENT B-2 

ACTION ITEMS 
 

(6 pages) 
 















 

  

ATTACHMENT B-3 

COMMENT LETTER ON DRAFT EXPANDED INSPECTION WORK PLAN 

(1 page) 





 

  

ATTACHMENT B-4 

DOCUMENTS RECEIVED DURING NOVEMBER-DECEMBER 2009 

(1 page) 





 

  

ATTACHMENT B-5 

OPERABLE UNIT-2C FEASIBILITY STUDY UPDATE PRESENTATION HANDOUT 

(9 pages) 





















 

  

ATTACHMENT B-6 

ALAMEDA REUSE AND REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 
 

(7 pages)  

















 

  

ATTACHMENT B-7 

BASEWIDE UPDATE PRESENTATION HANDOUT 
 

(4 pages) 
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