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December 12, 2005
The meeting for the Defense Supply Center Richmond (DSCR) Restoration Advisory Board (RAB) was held at Bensley Community Building on December 12, 2005. The meeting began at 7:30 p.m. A quorum was not present.

Attendees
· Voting RAB Members— Josh Galloway, Joyce Jackson, Lonnie McCoy, and Janet Moe, RAB Chairman.
· Ex Officio Non-voting Members—Charles Carrell, DSCR; Jim Cutler, Virginia DEQ
· Advisors—Steven Edlavitch, DSCR, Deborah Bingham, DSCR Public Affairs Office; Adrianne Moore, DSCR and Gleness Knauer, WPI Facilitator
Steve Edlavitch opened the meeting and distributed a revised, final agenda.  Since there would be a lot of overlap between the Cleanup Program Update and the 2005 Year in Review, these two agenda items were combined and addressed first on the agenda.

Cleanup Program Update/2005 Year in Review

Josh Jenkins of Mitretek Systems talked about the progress made in year 2005 and what is on tap for the coming year.  He enumerated the key documents submitted in 2005.  The following documents were submitted to the agencies, were reviewed, received comment and/or proceeded to implementation:

• OU 4 Time Critical Removal Action Closure Report


• OU 12 Proposed Plan and Record of Decision (ROD)

• DSCR Management Action Plan 

• Biannual Groundwater Monitoring Report Work Plan Addendum


• OU 6/9 Interim Remedial Action Evaluation Work Plan

All of these documents have been finalized.  Other documents have been submitted but are awaiting final approval:

 
• Revised Human Health Baseline Risk Assessment (HHBRA) Work Plan


• Creeks Adjacent to DSCR HHBRA


• Results of the Supplemental Feasibility Study Investigation


• Results of Three-Year Creek Monitoring Program


• Screening Level Ecological Risk Assessment of Low-Lying Wooded Area at OU 13

• Environmental Land Use Control Implementation Plan
• OU 8 Revised Focused Feasibility Study with Revised HHBRA and Rebound Test     

   Results
Other accomplishments and ongoing work were also discussed.  Graphical representation of results as of December 2005 and anticipated at the end of 2006 engendered much discussion.  In the course of the discussion certain observations were made: (1) OU 6 and OU 7 are the most difficult units to remediate because they are complex groundwater sites; (2) OU 6 groundwater is downgradient from OUs 1, 2, and 3; and (3) OU 9 is the interim remedy for OU 6.  
Issues Log  

Adrianne Moore covered the issues log by reading through each open item and presenting the DSCR response to each.  Sixteen pending issues were discussed.  Eight items were closed and eight remain open for further clarification or consideration.  The quorum issue was laid to rest after RAB members were given a copy of the original charter and a review of all meeting minutes revealed only one amendment to the Charter was ever ratified.  RAB members agreed that a quorum is a simple majority of voting RAB members and that an amendment to the amendment to the RAB Charter should be undertaken to remove the inconsistent parenthetical “(majority +1)” from the text of the amendment.  Lonnie McCoy asked that the item requesting that the RAB be provided with hard copies of the effective Charter remain open until he has a chance to review the copy provided to him. 
Public Forum

There were no comments or questions from the public.
Technical Presentations:
“Discussion of Operable Unit 6 and Operable Unit 9 Interim Remedial Evaluation”
Dr. Jim Wallace of MACTEC presented the remedial objectives for OU 9.  He explained that this interim measure was taken to lessen the migration of contaminated groundwater from OU 6 and to reduce the toxicity, mobility, and volume of contaminants in the groundwater.  Just as important, the interim measure was taken so that data could be collected to determine how well the aquifer and contaminants responded to the remediation measures taken.  Such data should help in designing a final remedy for OU 6.  RAB members wanted to know when the final remedy for OU 6 would be undertaken.  They also wanted to know if OU 9 could be “delisted” or remediation stopped before remediation of OU 6 is complete.  Janet Moe asked that this question be placed on the issues log.
“Contamination Impacts near No Name Creek”
Dr. Jim Wallace of MACTEC provided information on the hydrology of the DSCR property and surrounding areas and the impacts to No Name Creek.  He explained groundwater/surface water interaction as well as the difference between upper and lower water bearing groundwater units.  The lower water bearing unit does not interface with surface creeks and the contaminated groundwater plume in the upper water bearing unit does not reach as far as No Name Creek and is no longer migrating.  Surface water runoff originating from DSCR and from approximately 300 acres of undeveloped land bordering DSCR on the west does impact No Name Creek.  The volume of surface water dilutes water in the creek by a factor of 145 during low flow conditions and even more during periods of high flow.  If one considers worst case low flow conditions and maximum concentrations of contaminants if they were in groundwater adjacent to the creek, calculations of health risk would be extremely low and far below levels EPA considers unacceptable.
Public Comment
There were no comments or questions from the public.
Administrative

October and November minutes were tabled because one RAB member had to leave the meeting early and a quorum was no longer present.  Janet Moe stated that three technical presentations in one night is simply too much to absorb and makes meetings too long.  All members were not able to stay that long and the quorum was lost to conduct RAB business.  Only one technical topic should be presented at any one meeting.  Steve Edlavitch responded that he was concerned that he provides all the information that the RAB might want or be accused of withholding important information.  Ms Moe indicated they needed more communication.  

Ms. Moe asked what they can expect in the way of orientation for new RAB members.  Charles Carrell indicated that the Management Action Plan might be the most concise yet comprehensive material that could serve to bring new members up to speed quickly.  He indicated copies of the Plan would be made available to new members.
The next RAB meeting is scheduled for January 9.

Meeting Adjourned

The meeting was adjourned at 10:10 p.m.
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