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The meeting agenda is provided in Attachment A.   
 
MEETING SUMMARY 
 
I. Approval of Minutes 
 
Mr. Humphreys called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.  
 
Ms. Smith provided the following comments: 

• Page 4 of 10, third full paragraph, fifth sentence, the word “that” will be removed. 
• Page 4 of 10, fifth full paragraph, first sentence, the word “shows” will be changed to “showed.” 

 
Mr. Humphreys provided the following comments: 

• Page 9 of 10, first full paragraph, the number “266” will be replaced with “226.”   
• Page 9 of 10, third full paragraph, fifth line, the word “to” will be removed. 

 
The minutes were approved as amended. 
 
II. Co-Chair Announcements 
 
Mr. Humphreys distributed the list of documents and correspondence the RAB received during December 
2006 (Attachment B-1).  Noteworthy documents include the final field activity report, the free petroleum 
product removal report for Installation Restoration (IR) Site 9, and the draft work plan for data gap 
sampling at Operable Units (OU) 1, 2A, and 2B.  Mr. Humphreys noted that several comment letters were 
received on December 27, 2006. 
 
Mr. Humphreys said that the IR Site 2 focus group met in December with Mr. Peter Strauss, the technical 
assistance for public participation (TAPP) grant consultant.  He noted that the focus group’s main 
conclusion was that the site was not adequately characterized to evaluate the alternative remedies.  One 
comment of note was that the 2006 draft Alameda Point annual basewide groundwater monitoring report 
shows that the main contaminant plume extends into the wetlands area of IR Site 2.  Mr. Humphreys 
provided a copy of the letter commenting on the draft feasibility study (FS) for IR Site 2 and a transmittal 
of review by the TAPP consultant to be included in the attachments (Attachment B-2).  
 
Mr. Macchiarella announced that Mr. Lou Ocampo has retired from the Navy.  Mr. Macchiarella also 
announced that Mr. Greg Lorton has moved to the Hunters Point Shipyard team and will no longer be a 
part of the Alameda Point team.   
 
Mr. Macchiarella announced that the Fleet and Industrial Supply Center Oakland, Alameda Facility 
Alameda Annex (FISCA) RAB and the Alameda Point RAB may merge into a single RAB sometime in 
2007.  The members of the FISCA RAB include Jean and Jim Sweeney, Joan Konrad, and the community 
co-chair, Ken Hanson.  Mr. Macchiarella noted that the only item of interest to the FISCA RAB, at that 
point, would be the OU-5/IR-02 groundwater plume.  Ms. Sweeney commented that the RAB should 
receive information from Catellus once development occurs.  Mr. Macchiarella replied that the developers 
at FISCA have shown a willingness to share such information with the FISCA RAB, even though they 
have no obligation to and the fact that the RAB’s focus is related to reuse.  
 
Mr. Macchiarella proposed that the RAB decide which summer month, July or August 2007, that a RAB 
meeting will not be scheduled.  He also proposed that future January RAB meetings be rescheduled or 
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canceled because of the difficulty in preparing for the January RAB meetings immediately following the 
holiday season.  He noted that these scheduling issues could be discussed further at the February RAB 
meeting.   
 
Mr. Humphreys said that Mr. Kurt Peterson had an excused absence from the meeting. 
 
III. Petroleum Program Update 
 
Mr. Humphreys introduced Mr. McMillan to present the progress report on the Alameda Point Petroleum 
Program.  A handout of the presentation is included as Attachment B-3.  Mr. McMillan said the Navy has 
been working on six sites since 2002; active remediation is nearly finished, and work will soon begin on 
another six sites.   
 
Mr. McMillan identified Corrective Action Areas (CAA) 4C, 6, 7, 11, and 13, and Building 410.  Slide 2 
showed these areas on a map of Alameda Point.  Historically, CAA-7 was the exchange fuel station.  
CAA-6 was a trucking loading facility that was connected to the basewide fuel system for aircraft fuel.  
CAA-11 was a major tank farm.  Building 410 is a Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) site where removal work has occurred.  CAA-4C was a 
conventional fueling station that included a car wash.  Building 397 was jet engine test cells, that were 
cleaned up after a spill from the jet engine fuel station.  The site called Building 530 is the area just west 
of Building 530 and was previously the aircraft defueling facility.  . 
 
Mr. McMillan noted that quarterly reports are provided to the agencies on the progress of the work under 
the Petroleum Program, and any addendums to the work plan are added to the quarterly report as 
attachments.  He said that a set of field activity reports is being prepared that includes all detailed data.  
The site management plan (SMP) discusses site status and whether no further action is appropriate.   
 
Three cleanup levels are included in the petroleum discussion.  Petroleum in groundwater collects as a 
layer on top of the groundwater, or floating product.  A detection of 20 milligrams per liter (mg/L) of 
dissolved total total petroleum hydrocarbons (TTPH) in groundwater indicates floating product may exist 
nearby.  A concentration of 1.4 mg/L is protective of ecological receptors in the bay.  In negotiations 
between the Regional Water Quality Control Board (Water Board) and the Navy, any submerged storm 
drains that might be leaking are also considered part of the bay because they drain directly into the bay.  
The cleanup levels for petroleum are described and memorialized in the petroleum strategy document.   
 
Slide 3 showed vertical dual phase vacuum extraction (DVE) wells and biosparge system locations in 
CAA-6.  CAA-6 is located at the northern end of the western hangar zone.  Work at the site included 
excavation of 5 feet of soil in 1998 when the truck loading facility was removed, installation of horizontal 
DVE wells to remove floating product in 2002, installation of vertical DVE wells, and air sparging.  
There is no current active remediation at CAA-6.  The SMP is being prepared.  Concentrations in 
groundwater are near the 1.4 mg/L level.  Ms. Sweeney asked about the meaning of the red lines on the 
map.  Mr. McMillan replied that the red lines are vertical biosparge wells.  Mr. Leach asked if the sanitary 
sewer line shown in the lower right corner of the map conflicts with the storm drain.  Mr. McMillan 
replied that, although it may appear on the map that the sewer line and the storm drain overlie each other, 
there is no conflict.  He noted that the storm drain networks to two outfalls and that the area is 
topographically low. 
 
Slide 4 showed CAA-7 site conditions before and after remediation for TTPH.  CAA-7 was the exchange 
fuel station, a conventional gasoline station.  Building 284 was a canopy, and the pump islands were at a 
slant.  Free product was located in the northern end of the gas station and was extracted by horizontal 
DVE wells for 1 year.  In early 2004, vertical extraction wells at the north end were used to extract free 
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product.  In late 2004, concentrations above 10 mg/L remained only in the area north of the canopy area.  
In late 2003, petroleum was discovered directly below the pavement at the canopy area.  In November 
2004, the canopy was removed and 2 to 3 feet of soil was excavated, reducing the concentration of TTPH 
in groundwater to 8 mg/L.  The SMP for CAA-7 is currently being prepared and active remediation at 
CAA-7 is complete.  Mr. McMillan noted that the site has a shallow marsh crust because of the low 
topography.   
 
Slide 5 showed conditions at CAA-11 before and after remediation for TTPH.  CAA-11 is near Seaplane 
Lagoon.  The main feature of concern at this site was a large set of tanks that were connected to the site-
wide fuel manifold system.  These tanks were removed, and no free product removal was required.  Air 
sparging was conducted over large areas of the site.  By late 2004, all areas were below the 1.4 mg/L 
criterion except for a small area of 1010 oil off the corner of Building 14.  The 1010 oil was used to flush 
jet engines before servicing to lower the flammability hazard.  Some soil had been excavated in that area, 
but there are also utilities in that area, including a 10-kilovolt (kV) electrical line.  The SMP for CAA-11 
is being prepared, and active remediation is finished.  Mr. McMillan noted that petroleum was detected in 
a sample collected at one well location after the site was remediated.  Contamination had never been 
detected in the well before, and pure oxygen was injected to remediate the groundwater in that area. 
 
Slide 6 showed a flow diagram of the DVE treatment plant at Building 397.  Four sites were connected to 
the treatment plant, including Building 397, Building 530, Building 410, and CAA-4C.  The DVE plant 
system draws both air and water out of each well to remove vapor and floating product.  Mr. McMillan 
identified various parts of the system on the diagram.   
 
Slide 7 showed a map of the DVE system for Building 397, a jet engine test facility.  In 1991, there was a 
spill outside the fuel room.  Cleanup was thorough and included excavation around the outside of the 
building and rerouting utilities.  DVE wells were operated from mid-2002 to mid-2003.  The site is 
considered remediated, and the SMP is currently being prepared.  Total removal at Building 397 was 
approximately 1,000 pounds of petroleum product.  Total removals at CAA-6 and CAA-7 were between 
8,000 and 10,000 pounds of petroleum product.  Slide 8 showed charts of JP-5 and benzene 
concentrations in groundwater before and after remediation.  Pure JP-5 fuel, a jet engine fuel slightly 
lighter than kerosene, was spilled at Building 397.  Little benzene was found at Building 397. 
 
Slide 9 showed site conditions at Building 530 before and after remediation for TTPH.  Initially, free 
product was found along the piping corridor along the long axis of the facility.  Many DVE wells were 
installed, and extraction was performed from mid-2003 to late 2004.  At the end of this extraction, one 
small area where concentrations exceeded 20 mg/L remained.  Selective biosparge and DVE operations 
were used since that time.  Mr. McMillan noted the boundary of the concentration contour is undefined at 
the north end.  The north end of the site is adjacent to a refinery facility, which may be the cause of the 
rebound in the northern area.   
 
Slide 10 showed the well field layout at IR Site 9, Building 410.  Free product was found in the wells 
shown in red on the diagram during a CERCLA cleanup.  No measurable product remained after 
extraction at this site.  Total removal was about 8,000 pounds of petroleum product. 
 
Slide 11 showed TTPH concentrations in groundwater at CAA-4C.  This site was shut down at the end of 
November 2006.  The contour lines on the diagram show the concentrations before remediation.  After 
remediation, the highest concentration detected in August 2006 was 3.4 mg/L.  An in situ chemical 
oxidation test is planned in the area of highest residual dissolved concentrations. 
 
Slide 12 showed a graph of the history of petroleum mass removal from 2002 to 2006 for the various 
sites.  Referring to the graph shown, Mr. McMillan noted that a flat line indicates that no extraction was 
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in operation for the site.  Between 8,000 to 10,000 pounds of petroleum product was removed from sites 
CAA-6 and CAA-7.  Removal from Building 397 was approximately 1,000 pounds.  The largest removal 
was approximately 55,000 pounds from Building 530.  Site CAA-4C produced 50,000 pounds of 
petroleum, which is a large amount for a conventional gas station.  A total of 130,000 to 135,000 pounds 
of petroleum product was removed from the six sites.   
 
Work plans have been drafted for six new sites.  The agencies should receive the work plan in about 1 
month.  Slide 13 showed an aerial photograph of the new locations:  CAA-3, CAA-5B West, CAA-13 
East, and CAA-C.  Mr. McMillan identified the sites on the photograph.  CAA-3 is divided into three 
sites.  He noted that the following discussion would concentrate on the future concerns of each site.   
 
Slide 14 showed a photograph of CAA-3B and CAA-3C looking southeast at Building 360.  Slide 15 
showed a site map of CAA-3A, 3B and 3C.  The key concern at CAA-3A was the two USTs.  A truck 
loading facility at CAA-3B was similar to that of CAA-6 where aviation fuel was loaded in trucks to fuel 
aircraft.  Five large tanks at CAA-3C were the main aviation fuel storage for this area of the base.  
Mr. McMillan identified these features of CAA-3A, 3B, and 3C on the site map. Four of the tanks at site 
CAA-3C were concrete and one was steel.  They were countersunk 4 feet into the ground, with 6 feet 
above, and covered with 4 feet of soil and grass.  The tanks were difficult to detect in historical aerial 
photos.  Ms. Sweeney commented that she remembers seeing three of these tanks in 1972.  Mr. McMillan 
noted that the facility was active for nearly 50 years.  Existing data suggest that the contamination may 
not be limited to the tank areas.  It is also unknown whether the bottom concrete slabs remain where the 
tanks were located.   
 
Ms. Smith asked about the three monitoring devices or pumps in the CAA-3 area.  She also noted that 
there had been an explosion related to a trench dug in the area in the past.  Mr. McMillan identified three 
devices on the diagram including a scrubber tower.  Historical data suggest that there was a substantial 
pipeline leak.  The fuel seeped into the backfill of some utilities, creating a problem with vapors.  Venting 
systems were installed to draw vapors away from the utilities corridors so that there would not be vapor 
accumulation.  One system was for electrical utilities; the system for the sanitary sewers included a 
scrubber to remove hydrogen sulfide.  Mr. McMillan noted that he was unsure about the use of the third 
ventilation system.  A fire in an electrical vault prompted the installation of these ventilation systems.  It 
is unknown how long the systems ran and how much of the systems were removed.  Ms. Sweeney 
commented that she thought the spill had been about 500,000 gallons.  Mr. McMillan said that the 
inventory discrepancy had been 350,000 gallons, but it is unknown how closely inventory was kept. 
 
Slide 16 showed a photograph of CAA-5B West.  CAA-5B West is a nondescript site outside of Building 
5.  An industrial wastewater treatment plant (IWTP) at this site was closed by the DTSC and the data set 
for its closure is clean.  Before the IWTP there had been a berm area, possibly a wash rack, which was 
connected to a catch basin and an oil-water separator.  Kerosene may have been used in the area as a wash 
agent.  The concern for the site is floating product found at well M05-03, which is near the catchbasin.  
The catchbasin is known to be out of service and it is unknown whether the oil-water separator is still 
present.  Mr. McMillan identified well M05-03 on the map of the historical configuration of CAA-5B 
West shown on Slide 17.  The data on the diagram shows mixed data from 1994 through 2004.  The 
concentration of TTPH around well M05-03 exceeds 20,000 mg/L, suggesting that floating product is 
present.  Mr. McMillan noted that the green line labeled 100,000 on the right side of the diagram is a 
remnant of the legend and is not part of the map of CAA-5B West.   
 
Slide 18 showed a site map of CAA-C, Western Hangar.  Mr. McMillan identified Hangar 23 on the map.  
A fuel manifold from Building 5 branched out to various valve boxes on the site.  This line was removed 
in 1999, and part of the line was grouted in place.  There is some evidence that the pipeline leaked aged 
aviation gas in the southwestern corner of the historical fuel line.   
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Slide 19 showed a site map of CAA-13 East.  Mr. McMillan identified Building 397, Oriskany Avenue, 
and Skyhawk Street on the map.  The map shows the original tank layout of the pre-1900 refinery site in 
black.  Built over the top of the old refinery were five aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) shown in red on 
the diagram.  The five ASTs are riveted tanks, 55 feet in diameter, and 30 feet tall.  The original concern 
was that the fuel-related petroleum products in groundwater and shallow soils were related to these tanks.  
However, it is unknown whether the tanks were ever used to store fuel.  Most recently, they were used for 
dry storage.  Field work on the new sites will begin for the design data investigation in a few months.  
 
Ms. Sweeney asked if CAA-13 East is the area where tar was bubbling up through the tarmac.  
Mr. McMillan noted that the tar seeps are within the fenced area at Building 397.  The petroleum program 
is a separate effort from the tar seepage concerns.  Ms. Sweeney asked if tar is not petroleum.  
Mr. McMillan replied that the tar found in the area has a low pH, indicating that it is a process waste, 
which is not addressed under the petroleum program.  The petroleum program is concerned with fuels.  
Mr. Macchiarella stated that tar refinery waste is being addressed under the CERCLA process under IR 
Site 13.  Mr. Humphreys asked if this waste includes the asphalt-like material.  Mr. Macchiarella replied 
that the viscosity of the material changes so that it in some areas it may have been described as asphalt-
like.  Mr. Humphreys asked if it is found at depths of 20 to 30 feet.  Ms. Cook replied that it is found at 
depths of 7 to 8 feet.  She noted that on hot days the tar tends to seep up to the surface more readily and 
that the low pH of the material makes it potentially hazardous. 
 
IV. Summary of Progress in 2006 
 
Mr. Macchiarella began a presentation on the 2006 summary of environmental progress at Alameda Point.  
A handout of the presentation is included as Attachment B-4.   
 
Several CERCLA documents were completed in 2006.  Two site investigations (SI) were finalized in 
2006 with a total acreage of 159 acres, four remedial investigation (RI) work plans were finalized 
covering a total of 412 acres, the Site 2 RI was finalized, covering 110 acres, and the Site 27 FS was 
finalized, covering 16 acres.  Seven draft and final proposed plans (PP) were completed, with a total of 
290 acres.  A milestone was finalizing two records of decision (ROD) for Site15 and Site 26, covering 38 
acres.  The Site 17 ROD was signed in October 2006, missing the fiscal year deadline to be included in 
this total.  The Navy also recently signed the Site 14 ROD, and it is currently being routed for signature 
within the regulatory agencies.  A number of RODs will be finalized in 2007. 
 
Slides 4, 5, 6, and 7 showed a list of deliverables for fiscal year 2006 (FY06) and October, November and 
December, 2006.  The list was sorted by type of document and included draft, draft final, and final 
version of RI/FSs, PPs, RODs, removal action-related documents, petroleum program documents, and 
other documents.  Mr. Macchiarella noted that the list does not include the Navy’s internal draft version, 
which precedes the draft stage of each document.  The removal action-related items are reports on 
cleanups that have occurred.  These items included finalized reports on in situ chemical oxidation (ISCO) 
at Sites 16 North and South, the finalized field activity report for dense nonaqueous phase liquid 
(DNAPL) source remedial action at Plume 5-1, and the draft action memorandum for the time critical 
removal action (TCRA) at Sites 1, 2, and 32. 
 
The total number of documents for fiscal year 2005 was roughly 104, with 36 of those being primary 
documents.  Primary documents are documents completed under the Federal Facility Agreement (FFA).  
The Navy works with the regulatory agencies on these documents and strict schedules are associated with 
them.  The total number of documents for FY06 was 65, 53 of which were primary documents.  
Mr. Macchiarella noted that a higher percentage of documents were FFA documents in 2006 in 
comparison to 2005.  He also noted that remedial actions are continuing at Sites 4 and 5. 
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V. Summary of Planned New Projects for 2007 
 
Mr. Macchiarella began a presentation on the 2007 summary of planned new projects at Alameda Point.  
A handout of the presentation is included as Attachment B-5.   
 
The SMP for 2007 was finalized in September 2006.  A presentation on the SMP was given to the RAB in 
late summer 2006.  The SMP is a schedule for the upcoming year given the amount of money available 
for the program.  Most years, this BRAC facility receives all of the money that is requested, so schedules 
rarely are postponed.  Schedules are changed by letter between the Navy and regulatory agencies in 
accordance with the FFA.   
 
Slides 3 and 4 showed a table of new projects to be initiated during fiscal year 2007 (FY07).  The total 
amount of money available for 2007 is between $40 and $50 million.  Much will be allocated to a few 
“big ticket items” listed on the table.  One of these items is the Sites 5 and 17 OU-2C radiological (RAD) 
storm and sewer lines removal.  A related item for Sites 5 and 17 is the contract with the Army to remove 
radioactive waste.  Other major items include Sites 4 and 5 dissolved phase interim removal action (IRA), 
the economic development conveyance Parcel 3 (EDC-3) and public benefit conveyance Parcel 1A (PBC-
1A) IRA, the OU-1 Site 14 remedial action work plan and remedial action, the OU-3 Site 1 remedial 
design, and the OU-1 remedial design and remedial action.  
 
Ms. Smith asked how many ASTs remain on the facility.  Mr. Macchiarella wasn’t sure of the exact 
number but speculated that there may be up to dozens -- there are a few large ASTs and several small 
ones.  Ms. Smith asked if all the ASTs will be removed in 2007.  Mr. Macchiarella responded that the 
Navy is requesting to close many of the ASTs with no further action and that only a few need additional 
work.  Ms. Smith asked about the meaning of “TERM-1 AST removal.”  Mr. Macchiarella replied that 
TERM-1 is a triangular parcel of land owned by the City of Alameda that the Navy used until 1997.  
According to the land use agreement between the city and Navy, the Navy must remove the 
improvements that it made to the property.  Mr. Macchiarella identified this parcel on the Alameda Point 
wall map.   
 
Slide 5 showed a list of FY07 planned major milestones.  The milestones include finalizing seven RODs, 
three RIs, two or three FSs, two action memorandums, and two TCRA work plans.  Two draft remedial 
action work plans will be completed, with one final.  Final remedial designs for two sites are planned.  
Data gathering events will occur at multiple sites, and three more SIs are planned. 
 
VI. BCT Activities 
 
Dot Lofstrom provided an update on agency activities.  Over the last few months, the agencies have been 
very busy reviewing reports.  The DTSC has submitted comments for the Site 2 FS.  There were some 
similarities in comments by EPA and DTSC.  There were three primary comments.  
 
The first comment concerns the soil cover and the engineered cap alternatives that were evaluated in the 
FS.  The Draft FS screened out the engineered cap alternative.  EPA and DTSC do not agree with this and 
have requested that the Navy complete a detailed analysis of the engineered cap.  The second comment is 
in regard to the 2 feet of sand and silt soil cover that is recommended in the FS.  EPA and DTSC 
requested a 4-foot cover and that it be of clay or silt, not sand.  The third comment made by DTSC was to 
ask for an enhanced monitoring well system.  These additional wells would act as protection for the bay.  
Because movement of groundwater is slow, an early indication of a release by the additional wells would 
allow enough time for response. 
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Mr. Leach asked Ms. Lofstrom how DTSC can consider a cap when the site has not been fully 
characterized.  Ms. Lofstrom replied that DTSC believes that site has been sufficiently characterized to 
move forward as long as the cap is protective and additional monitoring wells are in place.  Under an 
agreement between the EPA and the Department of Defense several years ago, a landfill does not have to 
be fully characterized before the remedy can proceed.  Therefore, DTSC can agree with the current 
amount of characterization, even though it may not be ideal for other types of sites.  Mr. Leach said that 
the RAB believes the characterization is inadequate — for example, there is only one monitoring well for 
5 acres.  Ms. Lofstrom stated that she believes the monitoring wells for characterization were sufficient, 
but monitoring wells for detection are not sufficient for monitoring for the next 30 years.  Additional 
wells would provide a vertical intercept between the landfill and the bay; the cover is to protect receptors 
above the site.  Mr. Leach commented that it is not necessary to rush to complete a remedy for the landfill 
when the contents of the landfill are not known.  He noted that in time it may be found that a cover was 
not appropriate because there may be contaminants such as radioactive material or products that might 
migrate through groundwater into the bay.  Ms. Lofstrom replied that monitoring wells would detect any 
migration of contaminants.  Mr. Leach commented that if a plume is detected, it would take years until 
the work to remediate the plume will occur because the process of proposing and accepting a remedy is 
lengthy.  He stated that a 4-foot cap as a remedy is premature and said that if there is a problem with the 
cap in the future, the additional soil will make it more difficult to remove.  Ms. Lofstrom replied that she 
cannot immediately respond but that she is noting the concerns.   
 
VII. Community and RAB Comment Period 
 
Mr. Humphreys noted that an article in the Alameda Journal said that the Navy had received a proposal 
from the Veteran’s Administration (VA) to take over the area designated as the federal facility transfer 
Site 2 and that includes the least tern sanctuary.  The concern is that the public had been led to believe 
that there will be a wildlife refuge in that area.  He noted that wildlife, including endangered species, 
should be as protected as humans, and that a capped landfill is not ideal for compatibility with a wildlife 
refuge.  Ms. Konrad asked which area is covered by the 500 acres that was described in the article.  
Mr. Macchiarella noted that the northwest territories area is not included in those 500 acres.  Ms. Konrad 
commented that she assumes that there is some agreement with an agency such as the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service to protect endangered species.  Ms. Smith commented that it is possible that the VA  
could decide to destroy the wetlands and opt for mitigation.  Mr. Macchiarella noted that the part of this 
discussion that applies to the RAB is the remedy for Site 2.  Mr. Torrey asked if this area would be part of 
the early transfer.  Mr. Macchiarella responded that an early transfer would apply to a transfer out of 
federal ownership.  Ms. Humphreys commented that, depending on the location of the VA facility, the 
higher occupancy may affect cleanup levels.  In the future, the VA may even sell some of the property.  
He commented that the public expects a wildlife refuge. 
 
Mr. Humphreys noted an action item at the last RAB meeting requested that Mr. Macchiarella report on 
lead in storm drains at Site 35.  Mr. Macchiarella noted that there had not been a previous report to the 
RAB on lead in the storm drain.  An area of concern (AOC) will capture the storm drain or drains where 
there was lead detected.  Mr. Torrey asked if the lead remains.  Mr. Macchiarella replied that the lead 
remains.  Mr. Humphreys asked if the lead was found near the point where water flows into the drain 
from the ground or if it was near the Seaplane Lagoon.  Mr. Macchiarella replied that he forgot his notes 
and doesn’t know, but will respond later.  Mr. Humphreys commented that the lack of detections 
downstream may indicate that no lead contamination migrated into Seaplane Lagoon.  He asked if 
samples had been collected at the point where the drain empties into Seaplane Lagoon and if this area of 
Seaplane Lagoon would be excavated.  Mr. Macchiarella said he was not sure.  He also noted that he 
would review the discussion of the results and report any points that he may have omitted.   
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Mr. Humphreys commented that the historical radiation survey document was issued 6 weeks ago.  He 
said that he provided the Navy the name of environmental engineer, Bill Fetherston, as a contact.  He 
added that, on reading the report, he found that Mr. Featherston was never interviewed for the document 
and that only Doug Delong (Navy) and one other person were interviewed.  Mr. Macchiarella replied that 
he would look into the matter.  
 
Community member Jim Barse asked if there would be additional public comment periods on the 
proposed action at Site 2.  Mr. Macchiarella replied that Site 2 is at the FS stage; the next opportunity for 
public comment would be at the PP stage, which follows the FS. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 8:15 pm. 
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ATTACHMENT A 
 

NAVAL AIR STATION ALAMEDA 
RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD MEETING AGENDA 

January 4, 2007 
 

(One Page) 

 



RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD 
NAVAL AIR STATION, ALAMEDA 

AGENDA 
JANUARY 4, 2007, 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    Mr. George Humphreys 
 
 
6:45 - 7:00  Co-Chair Announcements   Co-Chairs 
 
 
7:00 – 7:30  Petroleum Program Update   Mr. John McMillan 
 
 
7:30 – 7:40  Summary of Progress in 2006   Mr. Thomas Macchiarella 
 
 
7:40 – 7:50  Summary of planned new projects for 2007 Mr. Thomas Macchiarella 
 
 
7:50 – 8:00  BCT Activities      Ms. Dot Lofstrom 
 
 
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 List of Reports and Correspondence Received during December 2006, George 

Humphreys, RAB Community Co-Chair (2 pages) 

B-2 Comments on the Draft Feasibility Study for IR Site 2 and Transmittal of Review by 
TAPP Consultant, George Humphreys, RAB Community Co-Chair (15 pages) 

B-3 Presentation on the Alameda Point Petroleum Program, presented by John McMillan, 
Shaw (10 pages) 

B-4 Presentation of Environmental Progress at Alameda Point for 2006, presented by 
Thomas Macchiarella, BRAC PMO West, BEC, Navy Co-chair (8 pages) 

B-5 Presentation of Planned New Projects for 2007, presented by Thomas Macchiarella, 
BRAC PMO West, BEC, Navy Co-chair (5 pages) 
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LIST OF REPORTS AND CORRESPONDENCE RECEIVED DECEMBER 2006 
 

(Two Pages) 

 







ATTACHMENT B-2 
 

RAB COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT FS FOR IR SITE 2 
AND TRANSMITTAL OF REVIEW BY TAPP CONSULTANT 

 
(15 Pages) 
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PROGRESS REPORT ON THE ALAMEDA POINT PETROLEUM PROGRAM 
 

(Ten Pages) 

 



1

A Progress Report on the
Alameda Point Petroleum Program

Michelle Hurst
Remedial Project Manager
Alameda Point BRAC Team

John McMillan, Ph.D., P.E.
Project Manager

Shaw Environmental, Inc.

January 4, 2007

2



3

4

CAA-7 Pre and Post Remediation Site Conditions (TTPH)

.



5

CAA-11 Pre and Post Remediation Site Conditions (TTPH)

6

Diagram of Bldg 397 DVE Treatment Plant
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8



9

Bldg 530 Pre and Post Remediation Site Conditions (TTPH)
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12

Mass Removal History, Alameda Point Petroleum Program

0
2
4
6
8

10
12
14
16
18
20
22
24
26
28
30
32
34
36
38
40
42
44
46
48
50
52
54
56
58
60
62
64
66
68
70

3/
20

02

5/
20

02

7/
20

02

9/
20

02

11
/2

00
2

1/
20

03

3/
20

03

5/
20

03

7/
20

03

9/
20

03

11
/2

00
3

1/
20

04

3/
20

04

5/
20

04

7/
20

04

9/
20

04

11
/2

00
4

1/
20

05

3/
20

05

5/
20

05

7/
20

05

9/
20

05

11
/2

00
5

1/
20

06

3/
20

06

5/
20

06

7/
20

06

9/
20

06

11
/2

00
6

To
ns

Total
CAA-6
CAA-7
Building 397
Building 530
CAA-4C
Building 410



13

14

CAA 3B & 3C Looking Southeast

Bldg 360
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ATTACHMENT B-4 
 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRESS AT ALAMEDA POINT FOR 2006 
 

(Eight Pages) 

 



2006 at a Glance
Environmental Progress at Alameda Point

Thomas L. Macchiarella
BRAC Environmental Coordinator

January 4, 2007



Completed CERCLA Documentation

• Final Site Investigations: 2 SIs, 159 acres

• Final Remedial Investigation Workplans:
4 Sites, 412 acres

• Final Remedial Investigations: 1 Site, 110 
acres



Completed CERCLA Documentation 
(continued)

• Final Feasibility Studies: 1 Site, 16 acres

• Draft Proposed Plans to agencies: 
– 7 PPs, 290 acres

• Final Proposed Plans: 7 PPs, 290 acres

• Final RODs: 2 Sites, 38 acres



FY06 + Oct, Nov, Dec 2006 
deliverables sorted by type

RI/FS
• Draft RI Site 2
• Draft Final RI Site 2
• Final RI Site 2
• Draft FS Site 2
• Draft RI/FS Workplan Site 35
• Draft Final Site 35 RI/FS 

Workplan
• Final RI/FS Workplan Site 35
• Draft Soil FS Site 30
• Final RI Workplan Site 31
• Draft Soil RI Report Site 31

• Draft Final RI Workplan Site 
34

• Draft RI Report Sites 20 and 24
• Draft Workplan Supplemental 

RI OU2C
• Final Addendum 1 to Final 

Offshore Sediment Workplan
• Draft FS Site 27
• Draft Final FS Site 27
• Final FS Site 27
• Draft FS OU2B
• OU-1, 2A, 2B Draft Datagap

Sampling Workplan



FY06 + Oct, Nov, Dec 2006 
deliverables sorted by type

Proposed Plans

• Draft PP OU-1
• Final PP OU-1
• Draft Proposed Plan Site 17
• Draft Final Site 17 PP
• Final PP Site 17
• Site 26 Proposed Plan
• Draft OU5/IR02 Proposed Plan
• Draft Final OU5/IR02 Proposed 

Plan
• Final OU5/IR02 Proposed Plan
• Draft PP Site 25
• Working Draft Final Site 25 PP

• Draft Final PP Site 25
• Final PP Site 25
• Site 14 Draft Proposed Plan
• Draft Final PP Site 14
• Final PP Site 14
• Draft PP Site 28
• Draft Final PP Site 28
• Final PP Site 28
• Draft PP Site 27
• Draft Final PP Site 27
• Final PP Site 27
• Draft PP Site 1
• Draft Final PP Site 1
• Final Proposed Plan Site 1



FY06 + Oct, Nov, Dec 2006 
deliverables sorted by type

ROD
• Draft ROD Site 15
• Draft Final ROD Site 15
• Final ROD Site 15
• Site 26 Draft ROD
• Site 26 Draft Final ROD
• Site 26 Final ROD
• Site 14 Draft ROD 
• Site 14 Final ROD
• Draft ROD OU5/IR-02 Groundwater
• Site 25 Draft ROD
• Final ROD Site 17
Removal Action Related
• Draft Field Summary Report Full Scale In Situ Chemical Oxidation Site 16 North and 

South
• Final Field Activity Reports for ISCO at Sites 16 North and South
• Draft Field Activity Report DNAPL source removal action at Plume 5-1
• Final Filed Activity Report Removal Action Site 5 (Plume 5-1)
• Draft Action Memo for TCRA at Sites 1, 2, 32



FY06 + Oct, Nov, Dec 2006 
deliverables sorted by type

Petroleum
• Quarterly Tech Memos for Bldg 410 Site 9 Shallow
• Quarterly Tech Memos for CAAs 4C, 6, 7, 11, 13
Other
• Final Site Management Plan
• Draft Final Tech Memo for Subslab soil gas sampling at OU2B
• Draft Final Sampling and Analysis Plan Soil Gas Investigation in OU2B
• Technical Memorandum Installation of wells in OU2B near Seaplane Lagoon
• Validated Data Package for 2005 Offshore Sediment Sampling
• Final SI report EDC-3
• Final SI report PBC-1A
• Draft Tech Memo Site 28
• Draft Historical Radiological Assessment
• EDC-17 Draft Site Inspection Report
RCRA
• Final Closure Report/ Draft Closure Certification Report IWTP 25
• Draft Closure Summary Report IWTP 360



Summary of Docs

FY05

Total Docs 104 65

36Primary Docs

FY06

53



ATTACHMENT B-5 
 

PLANNED NEW PROJECTS FOR 2007 
 

(Five Pages) 

 



Planned New Projects for 2007
at Alameda Point

Thomas L. Macchiarella
BRAC Environmental Coordinator

January 4, 2007



Site Management Plan for 2007

• Finalized in Sep.
• Site schedules 

are continuously 
updated as 
necessary



Projected new FY07 Projects

Project Description PH SOW
Sites 5 & 17 OU-2C Storm & Sewer lines RAD Removal C 10/30/06

PMO S N/A

IWTP 360 Risk Assessment (o.a. 88,516 10/31) (MOD) S 09/26/06

Sites 5 & 17 OU-2C Storm & Sewer lines RAD Removal Rate Increase C N/A

OU-2A Sites 9, 13, 19, 22, 23 FS S 11/30/06

Site 31 Env. Summary Document (MOD) S 11/30/06

OU-4B Site 17 RA (to Dawn 12/8) C 12/08/06

OU-6 Site 26 RA WP & RA C 12/10/06

Basewide GW Monitoring S 02/01/07

Basewide RAD Surveys S 02/15/07

OU-6 Site 28 RA WP C 02/15/07



Projected new FY07 Projects 
(cont’d)

Project Description PH SOW

OU-1 Sites 6, 7, 8, 16 RD & RA C 03/15/07

Sites 5 & 17 Storm Drain IRA (MIPR to ARMY) C 03/15/07

OU-3 Site 1 RD C 03/29/07

Basewide AST Closure S 03/30/07

TERM-1 AST Removal C 03/30/07

OU-2A Sites 9, 13, 19, 22, 23 PP/ROD S 04/04/07

OU-1 Site 14 RA WP & RA C 04/05/07

EDC-3, PBC-1A IRA C 04/16/07

OU-6 Site 27 RD C 05/04/07

Site 4,5 Dissolved-Phase IRA C 06/04/07

Site 35 RD & RA C 07/01/07



FY07 Planned Major Milestones
• Finalize 7 RODs
• Finalize 3 RIs, 2 or 3 FSes
• 2 Action Memos
• 2 Final TCRA Workplans
• Draft Remedial Action Workplans for 2 sites (1 

will become Final)
• Final Remedial Designs for 2 Sites
• Data gathering events at multiple sites
• 3 more SIs
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