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HEADQUARTERS AIR FORCE FLIGHT TEST CENTER (AFMC)

EDWARDS AIR FORCE BASE, CALIFORNIA













17 May 2001
MEMORANDUM FOR SEE DISTRIBUTION

FROM:  AFFTC/EMR


   5 E. Popson Ave., Bldg 2650A


   Edwards AFB CA  93524-1130

SUBJECT: Minutes of the Installation Restoration Program (IRP) Restoration Advisory Board  

                   (RAB) Meeting, 15 February 2001

1. Time: 1730

2. Place: U.S. Borax, Boron CA

3. Chairman: Mr. Jim Otero, Community Co-Chairman

4. The following members and advisors were present:

Mr. Jim Otero


RAB Co-Chair, California City Public Representative

Mr. Robert Wood

Edwards AFB, RPM

Ms. Elizabeth Lafferty

CA EPA/RWQCB, RPM

Mr. John O’Kane

CA EPA/DTSC, RPM

Mr. Richard Russell

U.S. EPA, RPM

Ms. Dara English

Boron Public Representative

Mr. Lawrence Hagenauer
Lancaster Public Representative

Mr. Milton McKay

Edwards AFB AFRL Public Representative (Alternate) 

Mrs. Ruby Messersmith

North Edwards Public Representative

Dr. David Newman

Rosamond Public Representative (Alternate)

Ms. Rhoda Parker

Edwards AFB NASA/Dryden Public Representative

Mayor Frank Roberts

Lancaster Public Representative (Alternate)

Capt Steven Svejda

Edwards AFB AFRL Public Representative

Dr. Leslie Uhazy


Rosamond Public Representative

Mr. Victor Yaw


Mojave Public Representative

Mr. Richard Wood

AFFTC/EM

Ms. Rebecca Hobbs

AFFTC/EMR

Mr. James Specht

AFFTC/EMR

Ms. Mary Spencer

AFFTC/EMR

Mr. Stephen Watts

AFFTC/EMR

Mr. Claude Brown

AFFTC/JA

Maj Tom Gilroy


AFFTC/PA

Mr. Gary Hatch


AFFTC/PAE

Maj Ed Marchand

95 AMDS/SGPB

Mr. Ray Sugiura


Earth Tech

5. The following members were absent:

Col Robert Hood


AFFTC Co-Chairman

SMSgt Mary Austin

Edwards AFB Air Base Wing Main Base Public Representative

SSgt Edward Buster

Edwards AFB South Base Public Representative

Ms. Patricia Daws

Edwards AFB Base Housing Public Representative

Mr. Gary Wagner

Edwards AFB Test Wing Main Base Public Representative

Sgt John Tedder


USMC Public Representative

6. Others present were:

Mr. Dave Leeson

AFCEE

Ms. Herminia Ruiz

AFCEE/PKUBB

Capt India Nicholson

AFFTC/JA

Lt Col Robert Federico

AFFTC/JA

Lt Cristin L’Esperance

AFFTC/PA

Mr. John Haire


AFFTC/PAM

Mr. Steven Strausbauch

AFIERA/RSRE

Mr. Donald Hammer

AFIERA/RSRE

Mr. Scott Sudweeks

ATSDR

Lt Col Alan Berg

95 AMDS/CC

Capt Christine Cornish

95 AMDS/SGPM

Ms. Pamela Birge

CSC

Ms. Darlene Cobb

CSC 

Ms. Dorothy Coughlin

CSC

Mr. Jonathan Fitch

CSC

Ms. Barbara Guinn (Recorder)
CSC

Ms. Leah Langill 

CSC

Mr. Paul Rogers


CSC

Ms. Patti Waterbury

CSC

Mr. Ray Kahler


Earth Tech

Ms. Kathryn Curtis

Informatics 

Mr. Bob Smith 


Mojave Desert News

Mr. John Streuber

North Edwards

Ms. Lorraine Sawyer

Tybrin

Mr. Dennis Bane


URS

Mr. Pete Phillips


URS

7. The meeting was called to order by Mr. Jim Otero who read the Statement of Purpose and Conduct.

8. The minutes of the 16 November 2000 meeting were approved as distributed.

9. Introduction of New Alternate Rosamond RAB Member

Mr. Gary Hatch introduced Dr. David Newman as the new alternate RAB member for Rosamond.

10. Status of North Base Vacancy

Mr. Gary Hatch stated the organizations at North Base have changed; therefore, trying to find a point of contact to select a RAB public representative has been difficult. There are leads on several individuals who are interested in volunteering for the position.

Mr. Robert Wood stated SMSgt Mary Austin, Main Base Air Base Wing representative, will be changing bases in June. He also informed the RAB members that SSgt Edward Buster at South Base had submitted his resignation.

11. Reports from Public Representatives

a. Mrs. Ruby Messersmith, North Edwards Public Representative, stated she passed out posters and Report to Stakeholders.  She stated there are a few people at North Edwards that are interested in the RAB.  She stated she sent a copy of the agenda to a citizen who had questions about chromium 6 in the North Edwards water.  The concern raised was, “When the Base is mentioned, does that include the Rocket Site (currently the Air Force Research Laboratory [AFRL])?” The answer was yes.

b. Dr. Leslie Uhazy, Rosamond Public Representative, stated he had an opportunity to travel to St. Louis, to the Stakeholders Forum sponsored by the Department of Defense.  He stated that he handed out Report to Stakeholders both on the Antelope Valley Junior College campus and within the community. He also posted the notices for the meeting.  He said that no one came to him requesting any information.   

c. Ms. Rhoda Parker, Edwards AFB NASA/Dryden Public Representative, stated she had no comments from the public.  She stated someone was to give her a followup on what happens to the fuel that comes off the shuttle.  She wanted to know who was going to do that.  She also stated she was supposed to get an e-mail regarding chromium 6 in the drinking water on the Base and she never received that e-mail. Mr. Gary Hatch stated the information on the shuttle was in an upcoming issue of the Report to Stakeholders and Ms. Darlene Cobb would e-mail this information to Ms. Parker.  

d. Capt Steve Svejda, Edwards AFB AFRL Public Representative, stated he posted flyers for the meeting.

e. Mr. Victor Yaw, Mojave Public Representative, stated he really enjoyed the 10-year anniversary.  Otherwise, he had nothing to report at this time.

f. Ms. Dara English, Boron Public Representative, had nothing to report at this time.

g. Mr. Larry Hagenauer, Lancaster Public Representative, reported he was keeping the Lancaster City Council informed on what the RAB is for and what it’s doing.  He stated his goal is to keep the RAB visible in Lancaster.  He stated he was making sure the City Council is aware of the status of the cleanup at the munitions site (Site 426) and its history; therefore, when the local press gets interested in the site cleanup, the City Council won’t be caught unaware.  

h. Mr. Jim Otero, California City Public Representative, stated he was resigning as the California City public representative. One reason for his resignation was that he is far too busy to devote the time to the RAB that he feels needs to be devoted to it.  

12. Reports from Remedial Project Managers

i. Ms. Elizabeth Lafferty, RWQCB, RPM, stated she did not have any answers at this time on chromium 6.  She stated her organization has many ongoing investigations on many sites and the solution has not been reached.  She stated as information comes available, the RAB would be informed.

j. Mr. John O’Kane, CA EPA/DTSC, RPM, introduced the new public participation specialist for Edwards AFB, Ms. Linda Janssen.  He thanked the RAB for their patience and support over the past year during the course of his wife’s illness and her subsequent death.

k. Mr. Richard Russell, U.S. EPA, RPM, stated he has some new bosses.  He stated there is a new administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency and a new supervisor for his section, Ms. Michelle Schutz. 

l. Mr. Robert Wood, Edwards AFB, RPM, stated Ms. Elizabeth Waterbury asked a question at the last RAB meeting regarding the fact that she felt Base contractors have little or no representation on the RAB.  Each RAB member represents everybody in general and not specific groups. It may not be clear to the many different Base contractors that there is a RAB; there is a RAB representative, and many of the RAB representatives are contractors.  They can participate, come to the meetings, and ask questions.  A series of letters have been drafted to the Base Procurement Office, as well as to the CEOs of the companies doing business on the Base.  Hopefully, this will open up the doors to the smaller contractors who think they are not represented on or part of the RAB.  He stated an item will be published in the Report to Stakeholders regarding this.  Additional copies of the Report to Stakeholders will be delivered to the on-Base contractors.   

Status of Site 426, the Chemical Warfare Materiels Storage Yard.  The public comment period for the engineering evaluation/cost analysis (EE/CA) closed on 29 January, after a 14-day extension was granted.  The Base received two letters with comments. Each letter requested or suggested clarification on what the roles and responsibilities of the various DOD agencies will be if containerized chemical weapon materiels are discovered.  The clarification of agency roles has been incorporated in the final EE/CA. Neither letter questioned or had any concerns regarding the Base’s decision to excavate the materiel from the trenches.  The final EE/CA and the Action Memorandum will be placed in the four information repositories and the administrative record. There will be a notice published in the paper. The next step in the process includes the preparation of the workplans, which describe how the materiels will be excavated and dealt with.  The preparation of the workplans is already underway. The Project Manager, Ms. Rebecca Hobbs, is already discovering ways to save money, shorten the cleanup period, and reduce the risk to the people doing the excavation.  The Base will keep everyone aware of the status of this interim removal action through articles in the Report to Stakeholders and Desert Wings, and informal briefings similar to this at the next few RAB meetings. As additional information is obtained, it will be briefed. Mr. Wood stated this item would remain on the agenda and its status briefed as necessary.  Anyone that has any concerns or questions can always contact Ms. Rebecca Hobbs.  Mr. Wood stated his staff is available at any time to talk to anybody about anything dealing with the IRP, particularly this item, since it’s so visible.  

13. Update on Sampling of Base Water for Chromium 6

Major Edward Marchand presented an update on the sampling of the Base water. He started by presenting background information on Edwards’ water systems. Edwards uses two different water systems.  One is for the Main Base, the housing areas, and the Rod and Gun Club.  The other is for the AFRL.  Both systems use a mix of Antelope Valley East Kern (AVEK) water and Base water.  Bioenvironmental monitors all 14 of the Base wells for contaminants on a periodic basis in accordance with various regulations and requirements. Bioenvironmental also has a requirement to monitor the distribution systems for each of these two systems.  

Major Marchand stated the requirement is to measure for total chromium and that is what his office has been doing.  The last testing was accomplished in October. All the wells to date were nondetect.  The detection limit for total chromium is 10 ppb (parts per billion). Sampling is performed in accordance with U.S. EPA-approved methods.  The current Federal maximum contamination level (MCL) is 100 ppb. The State of California and the World Health Organization left theirs at 50 ppb.  He stated there is a new test method out for chromium 6. Chromium 6 has a lower detection limit of 1 ppb; however, this method is not yet approved by the U.S. EPA.  The California Department of Health Services (DHS) is currently issuing interim certificates to laboratories for this new method.  Based on community questions and concerns, sampling was performed on 17 January. Laboratory results showed that there is chromium 6 in the water.  From the 14 wellheads, including both sides of Main Base, AFRL, South Base, and the Rod and Gun Club, the results ranged from 2 to 9 ppb, with an average of 5.6 ppb.  He stated his staff is still reviewing why there is that much difference. Investigation will continue; however, these are the results right now.  

Ms. Rhoda Parker asked if the water at NASA was out of one of these wells.  Major Marchand stated that she was on the same water system as the rest of the Base.  

Mr. Russell stated he spoke to his toxicologist regarding this issue and asked if they could clarify it.  He confirmed the U.S. EPA standard of 100 ppb for total chromium for drinking water.  It is U.S. EPA’s position that the pathway for contracting cancer from chromium 6 is through inhalation and not through ingestion.  He stated the toxicologist also pointed out that there is one study by a German scientist that is contrary to that, and it does link cancer with ingestion of chromium 6.  The standard that U.S. EPA has developed for drinking water is relatively high when compared to the public health goal. The State of California has accepted this German study and believes that it should be at least up for further discussion.  From the U.S. EPA’s position, there isn’t anything to be alarmed about; however, both Federal and State EPA agree that it does need further investigation.  

Mr. O’Kane stated he had questioned his chemical group people on this subject.  He was told that the State has ordered all drinking water systems to report chromium 6.  He also discussed with them the change from chromium 6 to chromium 3 and back to chromium 6. The change to chromium 6 is dependent upon other chemicals that may be in the solution and other rock sources. For example, there could be some ferric iron that could change the pH of the water and it could also affect the different chemicals in the water. The iron, in conjunction with manganese and other types of minerals, can alter not only the pH of the water from acid to base and back again but also alter the chemical state of the chromium.  If chromium 3 is present, it gets converted to chromium 6 at a high pH. If the pH drops again, it would convert back to chromium 3.  There are studies now being started on this. The CA EPA is joining with the Department of Health Services and the Water Board to try to find out more about this.  

Ms. Lafferty stated there was a study done in 1968 where lab rats were tested.  The rats were exposed to drinking water containing a potassium chromate concentration of 500,000 micrograms per liter.  The study’s author stated experiments with other mice given water containing up to 500,000 micrograms of potassium chromate did not suffer any damage.  

Mrs. Messersmith asked several questions related to arsenic in the drinking water.  Her main concern was whether or not there were any sites on Base where the arsenic level was above 10 ppb. Major Marchand stated there was arsenic above 10 ppb but not above 50 ppb, which is the standard.  

Mr. Wood stated issues not related to the cleanup of the Base cannot be solved through this forum.  He stated the Air Force was not responsible for the arsenic and the chromium in the groundwater. He reminded the group that although it is important that the Air Force hears the concerns of the community and the concerns of those who drink the water, these things are not spills and releases and improper disposal activities produced by the Air Force; therefore, they do not fall under the IRP. 

14. DOD Stakeholders Forum 

Dr. Les Uhazy briefed on the DOD Stakeholders Forum held in St. Louis in November 2000.  He thanked the Air Force for giving him the opportunity to travel to the forum.  He stated although there was a very large audience in attendance, he felt that anything one stated was of value.  He stated Col John Selstrom opened the forum and his opening comments really set the tone for the whole forum.  The forum organizers were looking for future directions and key issues, what are the opportunities for the future for IRPs; what’s to be done for the future; and what can we take from what we know, carry it forward, and make the process a more effective one. Dr. Uhazy stated Ms. Sherri Goodman talked about the change in administration and the progress she felt she had made within the IRP.  When she stated the Range Rule was being withdrawn, there was applause and cheering within the audience.  Dr. Uhazy mentioned that by the end of the day, he realized Edwards had a remarkable RAB and had a remarkable IRP.  He was proud of Edwards’ creativity in bringing new cleanup technologies to the Base such as the bacterial studies and using cloned bacteria with the ability to detect the presence of TNT.  He advised that the RAB training is very important and educating the public is very important.  

Additional Reports from Public Representatives

None.

15. Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR) 

Mr. Robert Wood introduced Mr. Scott Sudweeks of the ATSDR. Mr. Sudweeks stated 2 years ago personnel from ATSDR were here on the Base to start the Public Health Assessment process.  He stated he had attended numerous RAB meetings and he felt that Edwards was one of the best in terms of how it functions.  He provided additional information on the purpose of ATSDR’s visit and what they’re here to do.  The ATSDR mission is to prevent or reduce adverse health effects and diminish the quality of life resulting from exposure to hazardous materials and substances in the environment.  He also briefed on the history of ATSDR.  He stated ATSDR has three primary goals.  These goals are to identify people at risk to exposure, evaluate the relationships between exposure and adverse health effects, and intervene to eliminate or reduce exposure of health concern.  The Public Health Assessment process encompasses many key elements of the agency’s mission. The main purpose is to determine whether people have been or will be exposed to hazardous substances.  

He stated an issues-defining document will be published that will include public health issues that have been identified; what concerns the local communities have.  It is a road map to where the public health assessment is headed.  A draft document will be completed by the next RAB meeting in May 2001.  The next step is data validation; to ensure the data are correct and there is no misinformation.  At that point, there will be a release of a formal 30-day public comment draft with a 30-day review cycle.  He stated ATSDR would accept public comment from anyone who has an interest in the issues.  He explained ATSDR is required to document the comments received and include a response in the draft.  The final will then be released.  The final document should be accomplished by the end of the fiscal year or early part of next year.  During the week at Edwards, ATSDR has been collecting information and touring the areas of concern (AOC) and IRP sites for the purpose of collecting data in order to get a sense as to how the program operates, and how the Public Health and Base Bioenvironmental Engineering groups work.  The ATSDR personnel will also visit the administrative index and the document repository and interview key program staff.  One of their important goals is to meet the RAB and some of the community in order to make some contacts and establish some dialogue.  He stated ATSDR personnel wanted to establish a two-way dialogue with the community in order to establish a list of what sort of community health concerns are at Edwards, define community needs, etc.

Mr. Otero stated during the last ATSDR visit in 1998, a lot of concerns were expressed about areas located off the Base.  He asked if those concerns would be addressed in the May 2001 presentation.  Mr. Sudweeks stated ATSDR will address all issues surrounding Edwards.

Mr. Robert Wood stated ATSDR requested a special meeting.  Mr. Scott Sudweeks stated he would like to schedule a public availability session for April 2001. This will be coordinated at a later date.

Election of New Community Co-Chair

The community representatives went into closed session to elect a new co-chair. Upon their return to the meeting, Mr. Jim Otero presented Mrs. Ruby Messersmith as the new Community Co-Chair.

16. Presentation to Resigning Co-Chair

Mr. Richard Wood presented a plaque and letter of appreciation to Mr. Jim Otero.

17. Announcements

The next meeting is scheduled for 17 May 2001. The meeting will be held at the Edwards AFB Conference Center. The poster session will begin at 1700.

Mr. Otero mentioned the enforcement of the regulations governing access to the Base by non-U.S. citizens. Mr. Robert Wood stated the new RAB meeting ad has a bold-printed statement that informs the public that non-U.S. citizen visitors to the Base need to provide certain information to the AF in order for them to be allowed access to the Base for the meeting.  This is the normal procedure for non-U.S. citizens to visit the Base and it needs to be followed.  The ad will have to run 1 to 1 ½ months prior to the RAB meeting in order to give the non-U.S. citizens a chance to provide the applicable information to the AF. A draft of the ad is attached (Atch 1).

18. The meeting was adjourned at 2010.
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-----Original Message-----

From:
Austin Mary SMSgt 95 MDG/SG 

Sent:
Wednesday, February 07, 2001 5:08 PM

To:
Coughlin Dorothy H Contr AFFTC/CTR

Subject:
RAB MTG - 15 FEB 01

Importance:
High

Dorothy

On 15 Feb, I have three engagements all occurring at the same time.  I have class at 1730, RAB meeting at 1730, and Airmen Leadership School Graduation.  As you know, I can't let my folks graduate and not be there.  I have three this time!  Please accept my apology in advance for not attending the 15 Feb RAB Meeting.  Notes to pass to the Advisory Board:

1)  Distributed all RTS issues through Nov 00 to all organizations within the ABW.

2)  Rebecca Hobbs presented a spectacular briefing at the Medical Group Commander's Call on 17 Jan 01 regarding Site 426.

3)  Concern raised to Mr. Robert Wood regarding alleged contamination in Bldgs 300/369.  I believe Mr. Wood is going to address this issue.

4)  I am going PCS to Eglin in Jun 01.

Mary A. Austin, SMSgt

Superintendent, 95 MDG

4A0 Career Field Manager

Edwards AFB CA

DSN 527-0234, (661) 277-0234
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