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PROCEEDI NGS

MR. WAEHLI NG  Good eveni ng everybody. Thank you very
much for com ng out tonight on a beautiful evening.

Before we go around the room and i ntroduce

ourselves, | would like to introduce you to a new nenber of ny
group, Jennifer Walters. Jennifer Walters is filling the
shoes of Connie Lee. |If you renmenber a few neetings back

Conni e was not going to be joining us any longer. She is
still working at Fort Lewis, but her husband has taken a job
overseas and it was too difficult to work the schedul e.
Luckily, Jennifer is stepping into her shoes.

I"msure you will all be working with her and | ook
forward to working. This is her third day on the job, so you
have to be very nice to her

So | would like to start by going around the table
and introduci ng ourselves. Then we will start the meeting.

MR, WASTLER: Don Wastler, live here. Grew up here.
Menber of the Restoration Advisory Board.

MR, JOHNSON: Gregory Johnson, Departnment of
Ecol ogy.

MR, WAEHLI NG  Eric Waehling, US. Arny, Canp
Bonnevil | e.

MS. WALTERS: Jennifer Walters, Fort Lew s.

MS. SUTHERLAND: Christina Sutherland, RAB
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nei ghbor.
LANE: Valerie Lane, RAB, neighbor

OVERBAY: Bruce Overbay, RAB

2 3 B

KOK: Jeroen Kok, Clark County.

MR. VAN CLEVE: Bud Van Cl eve, nei ghborhood
associ ati on and RAB

MR. RAY: lan Ray, RAB, |ocal neighbor.

MR, MAURER: Chris Maurer, Departnent of Ecol ogy.

MR, NELSON: M ke Nel son, Corps of Engineers,
Seattle.

MR. WAEHLI NG Thank you very nuch

As al ways, tonight's agenda is flexible. W can
take it any direction that we want. W sent it out as
gui dance. We will start with open community issues.

One question | have -- | just wanted to make sure --
did people get the last copy of the RAB mnutes in the mail?
Everybody get a copy of the agenda? | want to make sure we
deal with any issues associated with that.

Are there any open discussion for community issues
before we start in on any of the itens?

MR. RAY: Thanks for the tinmely delivery of the
mnutes this nonth. It helped a |ot.

MR, WAEHLI NG Good. We will hopefully continue
with that.

Are there any other past issues?
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I an.

MR. RAY: Power lines out of the trees. | wasn't
here last month. Two nonths ago there was an issue about
power lines in the trees and the fire danger. |s that
progressi ng sonehow?

MR. WAEHLING It is, as a matter of fact. Two
things. One, it turns out | was only partly correct in ny
under st andi ng of where the power was on and where it was not,
where it was turned off on the installations. It turns out
that some of the power has been turned off, but because of the
| ocation of the two drinking water wells and needing to supply
wel | power to the FBI range, and because of the way its system
is designed, it hasn't been shut off to all the buildings that
aren't currently occupi ed.

So | submitted a work order to Fort Lewis to have
the power distribution systeml|ooked at, and to isolate al
the buildings that are no | onger being occupied and we don't
need power for, and to just have the |links energized that are
going to buildings that need the electricity, which are only
very few of the 40 sone odd buildings out there.

Today | was out there with a contractor, who is
putting together a lane for ne to stabilize, to | ook at the
bui | di ngs, and hel p develop a plan and what it takes to
stabilize the buildings. | wanted to nmake sure that the

buil ding didn't degrade any further. So we are out there
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repl aci ng roofs and having a building stabilization plan put
toget her so that Steve and Warren have a better understanding
of what they are to be doing to nmake sure the buildings remin
in good condition and focus our effort.

So part of that effort may include the -- the sane
people from Fort Lewis were down and were di scussing the power
distribution systens. Pretty soon we will have sone idea of
how we can isolate and shut off the power if we don't need it.
That way we don't immediately need to worry about the power
lines and the power issue.

That was kind of a | ong answer.

MR. RAY: Two nmonths ago there were nenber |ists
available. |Is that sonething that we have?

MR. WAEHLING It was handed out. W have ot her
copies here tonight if you want.

MR, RAY: | will pick one up.

MR, WAEHLI NG Ckay.

MR, RAY: Any news on the early transfer?

MR, KOK: None, other than the County is stil
working to pursue that. Pete Capell is heading up that effort
out of Public Wirks. W are hiring a consultant to help us
put nore detail into the reuse plan

And essentially what we are being asked to do is to
start to flesh out what those proposed reuses mght | ook |ike

on the ground in kind of a conceptual way. So, for exanple,
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i dentifying parking requirements and square footage of parking
lots for certain reuses, starting to better quantify the areas
for tent canping and R V. canping, |ooking at where utility
trenches m ght be |ocated, those kind of things.

So putting nore detail into the reuse plan to,
think, start to work towards getting to a point where there is
enough detail in the plan that the Arny can do a better job of
estimating the cleanup costs with the reuse plan

MR. RAY: To hel p the ECA?

MR KOK: | think it's, in part, that, that
i nformati on would be to help the ECA. | think, also, what is
driving that request and the timng of it is the County's
efforts to evaluate potential early transfer options.

MS. SUTHERLAND: 1Is the FBI range exclusive of FB
or making it public?

MR. KOK: The reuse plan contenplated an FBI range
and a separate public range. And that hasn't changed as far
as | know.

MS. SUTHERLAND: | guess | was curious if there
woul d have to be nmore public, you know, works with getting a
public range out there or just because there is an FBI range
that can carry over and include a public range wi thout a
public, you know, nmore of a public know edge, you know. |Is
that al ready taken care of ?

MR, KOK: There was a lot of public input as the
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draft reuse plan was developed. | would inmagine that the
County will re-engage the public before the reuse plan is
finalized. | would imagine we would cover all those issues
agai n.

MS. SUTHERLAND: Was the ECA stating that the public

did not want the public firing range? | thought | read just
negati ve comrents about -- about that.
MR, WAEHLING | think -- | think it wasn't directed

specifically to the public.

MS. LANE: It was the hours they were going to
shoot. They were going to shoot around the cl ock

MR. KOK: Noise, light inpact, traffic inmpact. So
in that context there was probably sonme di scussion

MS. LANE: And the FBI wants to definitely be
separate. They don't want to be with a public range. |
woul dn' t Dbl ame t hem

I have a question. Cark County is going to take
this over and they are going to allow tent canping and fires
out there. | have sat here four or five years and |istening
to all the comments about how canp fires never start the
forest fires. There is living proof right nowin Oregon

Are we going to be able to sue the City of
Vancouver ?

MR. KOK: | amsure we will have to consider fire

danger in the way the park is operated.
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MS. LANE: Due for a fire here.

MS. SUTHERLAND: |If the canp fires are all owed woul d
the site be UXO free to where we wouldn't have to wait for DNR
as the fire service if there are canp fires, if there is a
canpi ng area?

MR, WAEHLING: | think there is actually --

MR, KOK: | don't know if there are two questions
there. The areas identified for canping and all the other
uses wWill theoretically be cleaned up to allow safe use of
t hose --

MR. WAEHLI NG No theoretically. They will be
cl eaned up to allow safe use

MR KOK: -- to allow safe use of those areas, which
woul d include canmp fire.

It sounds |like the second part of your question is,
if there is a fire, who, then, has responsibility to respond.
And | don't think that's going to change significantly with
the property being converted to a regional park

MR. WAEHLING | think it has nore to do with
whether the area that the fire is inis wildfire [and or
within a devel oped structure area. DNR responds to all the
wild land fires.

MS. LANE: They respond to -- even when the house
caught fire, DNR was there, plus Camas, plus Vancouver. |It's

a border point. You are in Canas, you are on DNR | and, and
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you are -- somehow or other you are Camas School District, but
you are Vancouver address. And all three were there when the
house caught fire.

MR, WAEHLI NG | think what's npbst inportant,
sonmeone will respond.

MS. LANE: They were water trucks, but they did
respond.

MS. SUTHERLAND: | understand that the canping area
woul d be free of UXO and stuff like that. But the inpact area
is still under consideration about the fencing and such like
that. |If the canping areas backed up near that area, would
the fire departnment not even approach the area or are you
assuming that the fence line is Fire District Five and on the
ot her side woul d be DNR?

MR, KOK: |I'msure the jurisdiction details would
get worked out as we develop the site.

MR, WAEHLING. But | can say under the current reuse
plan the only thing | could possibly foresee, given the |ayout
of the property, there won't be tent canping near the inpact
area. It's to the west. There is a road dividing it. How do
you define near?

But your point is well taken, that part of the
pl anni ng process for all parties will be to consider that sort
of eventuality. Wat if thereis a fire and it is to burn

into the central inpact area? How do we deal with it? Do we
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try to contain it? Do we escort fire fighters going in?
That's one of the planning elenents | don't think anyone has
gi ven thought to just yet.

MR. VAN CLEVE: The fire departnents in the area al
have a reciprocal agreenment to back each other up. |In the
Hazel Dell area, we have Fire District Six part of it. But
you may have Fire District 11 or Fire District Five

MS. SUTHERLAND: None of the fire districts have
gui delines on how to deal with UXOs. They m ght say: |'m not
even getting near that area. That's what |'m concerned about.
| think it should be strongly addressed.

MR. VAN CLEVE: The policy will change if it's under
the unbrella of the County.

MS. LANE: They are going to protect the honme first.

That's -- your first fire departnment is going to respond to
the houses. |If the forest caught on fire and is com ng they
are going to try to save the hones. If they don't think they

can save them because there is a lot trees around, they are
going to do that.

MR, WASTLER: | have three things | would like to
say. First, on the fire, there is a fire station, if I'm not
m st aken, on Powell Road. They actually have their own little
road that's off limts to everyone else to Sumer Hlls. It
woul d be nice if they nade a gate so that those guys from

Powel | Road coul d have access into Canp Bonneville.
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MR. WAEHLING |'m not even sure where Powel| Road
is.

MR. WASTLER: Powel|l Road is on Livingston Muntain.
Li ke you are going to up to Larch Mountain. | think there is

a fire house up there. Whether it's nmaintained or not, |
don't know. | know there is an access road between those two
subdi vi sions even though it's off limts. The gate is closed.
But it says that it's fire access road.

Then they could have access to Canp Bonneville from
Summer Hills, because Summer Hills is right next to Canp
Bonnevill e.

MR. WAEHLI NG This certainly sounds |ike an issue
the County needs to give sonme thought to.

The second one was Christine was tal ki ng about the
fire range. | think what she's saying is some peopl e approve
of the FBI range, but probably object to the public range,
whi ch woul d probably -- that's probably how |I'd feel about it.
It depends on how far they are going with the public range.

The third thing | wanted to say, | was going to
menti on anyway, was on Thursday in the newspaper they have the
nei ghbors section that has a list of all the different
neetings, and public neetings, and things that are being held
t hroughout the County. | was wondering if the Army ever calls
The Col unbi an and informs them of these neetings so that it

woul d be posted in The Col unbi an, these neetings, when they
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are going to be and if.

MR, WAEHLI NG No.

MR. WASTLER: So the people that read the neighbors
section of the neighborhood section on Thursday are | ooking
through the public neetings to see what is going on, they can
see the Restoration Advisory Meeting will be held on this
date, at this location, at this tine. That would be
notification for nmenbers of the entire County to try to find
out what is going on.

MR. VAN CLEVE: That contact is Nicole Gess,

G RESS
MR. WAEHLI NG People think it's a good idea?
M5. LANE: Sure.
MR. VAN CLEVE: It wouldn't hurt.

MR, WASTLER: You tal k about communicating with the
public. Actually, 1've looked in that section and | ooked for
t hese neetings before, and |'ve never seen them

MR, WAEHLI NG W don't call anybody, but we could
do that.

MR, WASTLER: | think all the nei ghborhood
associ ati ons have a posting in there.

MR. RAY: You have to have the copy into Nicole the
Thursday before the followi ng Thursday.

MR, KOK: The Thursday before the publication on a

Thur sday?
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MR, WAEHLI NG Ckay. A week in advance.

MR KOK: A week before.

MR. WASTLER: That's all | had to say. Thank you.

MR. WAEHLI NG Yes, lan.

MR, RAY: | missed the BCT representation question
last month. | did read about it in the minutes. There was
sonmet hing, we are thinking about it. |Is there any nore

t hi nki ng?

MR, WAEHLI NG. That was from Ecol ogy, so | can't
speak for them But | personally -- the Arny doesn't think
that's a very good idea.

MR. RAY: This seens to be an issue that we don't
agree on. | think nmost of the RAB thinks the other way, at
| east to have the option to go. We may choose not to.

MR. WAEHLING | understand. | understand that and
" mnot unsynpathetic or insensitive to reasons behind that,
though | still feel that it really would be detrinmental to our
process.

MR. VAN CLEVE: Are you saying that the subject is
dr opped?

MR. WAEHLING No. |I'mnot going to say the subject
is ever dropped. |'msaying that the Arny's position is that
I would not advocate having the public participation or
openi ng up the BCT or technical discussions to open public

partici pation.
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The RAB is the forumto flesh that out. W have
representatives fromthe Departnent of Ecol ogy and from EPA
and all the contractors come here. W provide all the
m nutes. But the negotiations, discussions that we have in
BCT are best left to BCT.

MR. VAN CLEVE: We've heard all that, but | stil
don't agree with you.

MR, WAEHLING. And | appreciate that, Bud. |'m not
sure what to say.

MR. VAN CLEVE: Does that nmean the subject is dead,
then, or do we pursue this?

M5. SUTHERLAND: Are you a third of the deciding
factor and Ecology is a third and --

MR, WAEHLI NG No.

MS. SUTHERLAND: Are you 100 percent?

MR. WAEHLI NG The BCT, the decision is the Arny's.

MS. SUTHERLAND: Ckay.

MR, WAEHLI NG. Al though | did seek counsel input
fromthe BPA and the Departnent of Ecology. They were of the
same opi ni on.

MR. JOHNSON: Did -- Karen was tal king about sone
type of |egal precedent or sonething.

MR. WAEHLI NG Karen mentioned that she was aware
that there was | egal precedent of other RABs that took |ega

action. W are unaware of any of those that were brought to
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our attention. W would certainly reconsider it within the
light of --

MR, JOHNSON: | think she has. | guess she's not
going to be here tonight.

MR. WAEHLING | should nention that | talked to
Karen Ki ngston today. She was a RAB nenber. She did tell ne
she woul dn't be able to join us tonight.

MR JOHNSON: |If she does have sonething |like that,
forward it to --

MS. SUTHERLAND: |'Ill make a note. Then we can | ook
at it and --

MR. VAN CLEVE: There shouldn't be discussion unti

Karen can be here, because she seens to have information we

don't have. It's not going to be dropped.

MR, WAEHLING: | don't think the legality should be
the strict driver. |If thereis a legal driver to it, then we
will certainly have to reconsider. But ny thought process

isn't one of we are not going to do it, because we are not
legally required to.

I"ve given it a |lot of thought, an awful |ot of
thought. And | really think it would be detrinmental to the
negoti ati on process. You can't negotiate in a public forum
| really don't see a way around it.

I'"'m not going to squelch any discussion. |[If people

want to continue to talk about it, | wll.
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MR. VAN CLEVE: | don't think we would like to talk
about it. I think we'd like to have it resol ved.
MR. WAEHLI NG. | under st and

MR, NELSON: Maybe a way to nmove this discussion,
| ast nonth's m nutes, page 87, Eric, you nmde the conment,
"Can you help nme out with sone specifics about information
that you think we're not getting to you? W al nost al ways
after the BCT neetings when we have a RAB neeting and provide
this, what we tal ked about."

| think the key here is, are there specific things
that the RAB is seeking fromthe BCT that would hel p us begin
to eval uate our participation?

MR. VAN CLEVE: How they arrive at their decisions
and the process.

MR. WAEHLI NG. Perhaps a better -- nore di scussion
about the thought process --

MR. VAN CLEVE: | don't question the decisions that
are nmade --

MR. WAEHLI NG Ri ght.

MR. VAN CLEVE: -- in the BCT neetings. | think it
woul d help us to better understand the decisions if we knew
what went on and the process to arrive --

MS. SUTHERLAND: A reenactnent scenario at the RAB
nmeetings | don't feel would be sufficient, because just

wat chi ng how the questions get answered, it's beneficial
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Because we |ive here, you know, and so --

MR. VAN CLEVE: There may be an issue that's the
mai n subj ect of the neeting that we are not really concerned
with, and we don't even want to bother with the details, and
nobody wants to attend. But the point is, now we don't have
t hat option.

MR. WAEHLI NG | under st and

MR. VAN CLEVE: It's not that we would like to cone
to all the neetings. W certainly wouldn't. [|'msure we
woul dn't. Some of the stuff | don't want to get involved in.
| don't have tinme for it.

But there may be a particul ar subject matter that |
am particularly interested in or sonebody el se nmi ght be
interested in. Karen knows a hell of a |lot nore about it than
| do. W nmay have nobody that would want to go to a neeting.
That's not the point.

MR, WAEHLING | hear you. | really do

MS. SUTHERLAND: What is your worst fear if you have
someone there? What would be -- | understand it would be
difficult, your conversations would be difficult, because you
woul d feel you couldn't be open and candid with conming to a
conclusion. But, you know, what do you think -- you know, you
are not having a discussion at your BCT neetings anongst
peopl e that have nothing to do with what you are talking

about .
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If -- we are directly, directly affected. You and
Greg and Barry, you guys don't live here, and don't have
hi story, and such.

MR. WAEHLI NG  Ri ght

MS. SUTHERLAND: | think just listening and naybe

even via e-mail the person that attends could give sone input

on sone of the history that you -- not history of where a
pi ece of UXOis, but just input, comrunity input. | don't
feel like a by-stander at a grocery store. | feel Ilike
shoul d be --

MR. WAEHLI NG  What |'mhearing is it sounds |ike
the RAB, that's the role of the RAB. If the RAB isn't
fulfilling that need then we need to fix the RAB; not change
the forum

MS. SUTHERLAND: How would we fix that?

MR. WAEHLI NG  That's a good question. | don't have

an answer to that inmmediately.

My concern -- you asked what my concerns were.
know t hat when you negotiate in public -- you can't negotiate
in public. People are not as willing to conpronmi se and to

step away fromtheir own position in a public forum

Frankly, a lot of the decisions aren't nmade strictly
at the BCT neetings. |It's discussion. W have technical sub-
conmittees that continue to neet. There are discussions that

occur over the tel ephone, via e-nmmil anpbngst everybody. The
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BCT neeting is not the only comruni cation that occurs anopngst
Ecol ogy, the Arny, the EPA or anobngst our contractors. So --

M5. SUTHERLAND: We understand that, though.

MR, WAEHLING. So in ny opinion, my mnd, that
further cements the notion that the issue is that the RAB
process isn't working, rather than holding the BCT neetings
public is going to fix that. Sonehow we -- | need to do a
better job in conveying that information and facilitating
i nput from everybody; not just froma single representative
that has the tinme or the notivation to attend a BCT neeti ngs,
whet her they are here or up in Oynpia.

Because the RAB forumis supposed to be the
community's opportunity to interface with us.

MS. SUTHERLAND: How could we -- if we don't know an
i ssue maybe you are conprom sing on and it mght be an issue
that we, as a conmunity, do not want to conprom se, but we
woul d conproni se on sonething else. There could be val uabl e
i nput on conprom sing.

MR, WAEHLI NG.  Again, you have all the mnutes from
our neetings and then, alternately, in the legal drivers --
not the |legal drivers, but the formal opportunity to have
formal witten input is when we have public participation and
the public commentaries on decision docunents.

None of these decisions have been nade nor are they

finalized until we have an action plan, or ROD, record of
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decision, using circular terns. Those all go out to a public
forum public conment. We have to respond to every conment in
writing.

There's lots of opportunity.

MS. SUTHERLAND: The ninutes are two nmonths out and
they are not word for word.

MR. WAEHLI NG No. They are not word for word
They are sunmari es.

MS. SUTHERLAND: That's part of the problem It's
di scouragi ng, considering | have to raise nmy kids down froma
street they can ride their bike to. It is.

MR. KOK: Eric, | think you nake a valid point. It
seens logical that a lot of the initial follow up discussion
occur outside of the schedule BCT neetings via e-mail, tele-
conference or whatnot. So, | think, in part if we were at BCT
nmeetings, but we're not party to the e-mail traffic or
t el ephone conversations, that kind of thing, you are only
seeing part of the discussion.

So in a sense you are not getting a conplete picture
of that detailed | evel of discussion

MS. SUTHERLAND: Are there people that are at those
neetings that weren't part of the e-mail traffic, the tele-
conference calls? There have to be people at those neetings
that weren't involved in certain aspects of it. So woul dn't

there be some bringing up to speed, just a small anmount that
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maybe we can -- after time we would be able to catch up?

MR. WAEHLING. | think it's safe to say that
everybody -- depending on the subject area, everybody is
there.

Woul dn't you, Greg?

MR, JOHNSON:. Well, | know -- | figured this out
earlier. | don't knowif | have it with ne. But for a
si x-week period we had 11 -- as a menber of the technica
team we had 11 teleconferences. | had, | think, 30 e-mails.
And that was just to get -- go fromone BCT to the next on

what the technical team was doi ng.

But in nmy case | worked from you know, fromlan to
me, away fromBarry, so after | have a tel econference -- and
Ben -- | usually brief them on what happened so that they are
bei ng brought up to speed as we go.

So that way when there is a BCT neeting we kind of
conme in with our cards on the table. You guys have your cards
on the table. That's when the discussion begins.

MR. WAEHLI NG  Ri ght.

MR. VAN CLEVE: Isn't that information sunmmarized at
the BCT neeti ngs.

MR, JOHNSON:. Yes, it is. O it's negotiated at the
BCT neeti ngs.

MR, KOK: So | guess it kind of gets to the point

I"'mtrying to make. That is, maybe we should try -- I'Il just
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throw this out as a suggestion -- to naybe wal k through the
BCT mi nutes and kind of get a blow by blow where there is sone
opportunity, then, for the RAB to ask questions or discuss
certain topics that were dealt with in BCT neetings.

So that we are not there, we are not directly
observing, we are not involved in a | ot of the other
di scussi ons outside of those nmeetings, but it may be a step in
the right direction for us to get a better insight and better
appreciation for what went on at the BCT neetings.

MR, WAEHLI NG We can do that. Frequently -- |
don't know if you know this. Frequently when we cone to these
meetings it's immediately after the neeting.

MR, KOK: Right.

MR, WAEHLING. It's what we are tal ki ng about --
when Jerry or one of ny contractors is presenting to you al
that's the very sane information that we just got a few hours
earlier. So in many ways you are seeing the discussion as it
occurs.

Maybe we could do a better job at relaying the
conversati on.

MR KOK: | think we see a |lot of information, |ike
the docunents, and the conclusions of studies, and sanpling,
and that kind of thing.

MR. WAEHLI NG  Ri ght

MR, KOK: What |'mhearing is mssing is the
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di scussion of: Well, we have decided to approach this problem
in this manner, without any insight of how you deci ded on that
approach, and maybe what alternatives were considered and

rej ect ed.

MR, WAEHLI NG Ckay.

MR, KOK: So | guess maybe kind of wal king us
t hrough the decision-making process without getting into a
whol e | ot of technical detail or a whole |ot of politics.

MR, WAEHLI NG. For exanple -- I'mjust throwing this
out here, because it's sonething that internally |I've been
wor ki ng over in ny mnd.

For exanple, we are developing a plan. W are
trying to figure out a strategy to characterize the | ead
i ssues for the small arns ranges. Particularly we are trying
to figure out how do we approach the small arns ranges that
don't have bernms to stop the bullets. W are having
di scussions where it's everything fromwe were considering
sanmpling small mammuals, mce, to going to sanpling soil and
sending the soil out to a |lab versus an on-site XRF, which is
a device that uses |lead content using radiation

How we go about choosing one of those instrunents or
net hodol ogi es, is that what you are tal ki ng about?

MR, KOK: | think that's what |'m hearing. | think
that woul d be useful information for me to better understand,

when you have the technical presentations, how you chose the
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MR. WAEHLI NG  Thought process.

MR. KOK: And why you did. | think that gives us --
gives us a better appreciation for the findings and the
concl usions that you guys cone to.

MR. VAN CLEVE: Understanding the process.

MR. WAEHLI NG That's a whol e 'nother kettle of
fish. W can work on doing a better job of that. That's
i mportant.

Yes, lan.

MR. RAY: In that regard we are going to tal k about
cost estimating a little bit later this evening.

MR. WAEHLI NG  Ri ght

MR. RAY: This got on the agenda. 1|s this the
reasons we are talking about? It was rather sudden that the
RAB di scovered that you are going to excavate landfill four
i nstead of punping three, or sone other nethod |like that.
That was kind of a shock

MR, WAEHLI NG Well, actually, because we excavated
doesn't necessarily nean we don't do the other

MR. RAY: | realize. But you cane to sone deci sion
about excavating, and going out for cost estimtes, and going
that route, rather than punping three that we've been hearing
about for years. To me, | would have liked to have been

present or closer to the front end deci sions.
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MR, WAEHLI NG Ckay. | would like to clarify just
that the punping and treat you were referring to or sone other

ground water treatment nethodol ogy is not necessarily

dependent upon the renoval actions. |If we renobve -- just
because we do a landfill renmpoval doesn't nmean that we are done
with the ground water. They are not independent, but -- they

are linked, but separate issues.

Actually, | -- along the |lines of what Jeroen is
just saying, Mke is going to talk about the |ogic about
how -- how we go about devel oping a cost estimate. It's a
fluid and dynanmic thing that starts early on and doesn't
really end until we are done.

MR, NELSON: Don't steal ny script.

MR, WAEHLI NG Maybe we can work on enhanci ng t hat
to apply it to the other areas and do a better job of
conmuni cati ng.

MS. SUTHERLAND: |s there any way that between each
RAB neeting, if we are not allowed to go to the BCT, if you
can take an outline, soneone could just take an outline of
just the main points you just conferred on?

MR. WAEHLI NG The minutes aren't doing that?

MS. SUTHERLAND: They are two nonths |ate. The
conversation is so old that there is nothing to discuss any
nore, because two nonths out a decision has nost |ikely been

made via the 40 e-mail s.
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MR, JOHNSON: You are right.

MR, WAEHLI NG. Really, what you are asking for is a
qui cker turn-around of the BCT m nutes

M5. SUTHERLAND: For sure.

MR, WAEHLI NG We can work at doing a better job of
t hat .

MR. KOK: If you have a BCT neeting -- | know this
is not necessarily easy. But if you have a BCT neeting |like
today and then the RAB neeting this evening, if you could just
hit the highlights of what was di scussed.

MR. WAEHLING W did do that for a little while.

It sort of -- we could sort of make a better effort.

MR, KOK: |If we could get that as a regul ar agenda
itemthat would be a great first step

MR, NELSON: A couple years ago we were doing a | ot
of sampling, whatever. W come to the RAB neetings, we had a
| ot of dialogue going on quite frequently at these RAB
meetings. Alnost half the neeting was taken up on technica
i ssues. There was a |ot of give and take.

There has been quite a drought on that work. W
haven't been able to cone back to you and gi ve you updates on
sanpl i ng, and cl eanups, and hauling soil or excavating soil
That mi ght be part of the problem too.

MR, KOK: | think that the point is not so nmuch | ack

of presentation of results as it is better insight of how
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deci si ons are nade.

MR. WAEHLI NG Yeah.

MR KOK: What alternatives are di scussed.

MR, WAEHLI NG |'mthinking, thinking back to sone
of the presentations, Jerry's the | evel one screening, | think
he thought he was comruni cating that |ogic behind the process.
Perhaps we didn't do a very good job at it. Muybe we need to
work at doing a better job of communicating.

Because sonetines, particularly when it cones to
engi neers -- no offense to the engineers in the room--
sonetines the communication is |ost.

MR. KOK: Especially when you have a | ot of
information to digest.

MR. VAN CLEVE: FEric, | think we are all in
di fferent ways saying pretty nmuch the same thing. | don't
need nore nmeetings to go to. | don't think any of us are
| ooking for nore neetings. But we are | ooking for nore
i nformation.

MR, WAEHLI NG Which is why we need to figure out a
better way to comunicate. We'Il turn around the BCT m nutes
qui cker .

MR. VAN CLEVE: Let's try. |If we are not happy with
it we will try sonething el se.

MR, WAEHLING We will do a summary preferably with

Ecol ogy and EPA right here so we can get everybody's
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perspective, not just mne, on how the neeting went.

I will try to work with the contractors to do a
better job in comunicating using | ess |egal jargon and nore
-- do are a better job of conmunicating.

MR, JOHNSON:. Would it help if someone fromthe
techni cal team kept you guys informed via e-mail of what we're
doi ng?

SUTHERLAND:  Sure.

JOHNSON:  Woul d t hat hel p?

5 3 O

SUTHERLAND: |'Il read that.

MR, JOHNSON: O would that just inundate you guys
with more junk than you want?

MS. SUTHERLAND: This is not junk.

MR, JOHNSON:. A lot of tinmes we don't acconplish
anyt hi ng.

MR. VAN CLEVE: W have the option of reading or
chucking it.

MR, JOHNSON:. That's an option. 1'd be willing to
do that for you guys, a sunmary. Then if you don't like it
you can dunp it.

MR RAY: | would like to receive that. There are
sonme things starting to happen about how this RAB is going to
comunicate with the community. Every little bit of stuff
like that that the RAB can get hel ps us in our mssion of

comuni cating, being the conduit with the community. So that
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stuff would be very well received.

MR, JOHNSON: Basically |I've got right here sone
updates fromthe | evel one screening since the last time --
this was June -- which are pretty inportant. | nean, things
have changed 180 degrees. And a |ot of people at Ecol ogy, |
just found out tonight Chris didn't even know, because we had
this meeting on the 26th and got it out. Then everybody went
on vacation, went their own ways.

The only person, | think, I comunicated with in
here is Christine. W conmmunicate via e-mail

Maybe what | need to do is to after we have one of
t hese neetings or after we nake a decision, maybe | can fire
it out to the RAB or people who have e-mail on the RAB and
they could give it to other people. 1'd be willing to do
that, even if it's just a couple paragraphs.

MR. WAEHLING It's actually pre deci sion.

MR JOHNSON: It's stuff that they haven't even
heard. Right here | have four proposals that | pass up to
Jerry and Jerry Mdore passes to Eric and Daniel Flenmm ng
passes to EPA. Then they make the deci sions.

This would be stuff that you guys would get prior to
that, if you have objections to it or you could see how the
process i s panning out.

"Il start doing that if you guys would l|ike that.

M5. SUTHERLAND: | like the idea.
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MR, JOHNSON:. |f that would help
MS. SUTHERLAND: Sure.

MR. JOHNSON: Things are kind of dead right now with

the exception of this, so I'll go over this tonight. If we
get a chance I'Il go over this. If not, then I'Il e-nmail this
to you guys.

MR. WAEHLI NG Actually, if there was a few
mnutes -- it's not on the agenda -- | was hoping that there
was an opportunity. G eg has been going out to Canp
Bonneville frequently the | ast few weeks, wal king the site,
seeing things for hinself. | just thought you night be
interested in what his inpressions are, versus the Arny's
i mpressions on the site, and what he sees. He has a |ot of
experience wth UXO

MR. RAY: Sonebody is going to walk the creek in
August. You are going to |look for outcroppings of bedrock

MR. WAEHLI NG  Ri ght

MR. RAY: We don't have time to talk about all that
toni ght, but the RAB would be interested tonight to know the
progress of that exercise.

MR, JOHNSON: My e-mmil will be strictly froma UXO
standpoint. |I'mtrying not to get involved in the other
stuff.

MR. WAEHLI NG But when Ben Forcer returns from

vacation, certainly we can tal k about that. W have the
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hydr ogeol ogi sts here to talk.

MR, JOHNSON: We have a new hydrogeol ogi st on board.
We can help with that. 1'Il be nore than happy to share ny
UXO world with you guys.

MR. WAEHLI NG We have run a bit over, but there has
been sone really good and inportant discussion

MR, JOHNSON: | think | need to get everybody's
e-mail who would be interested on that. |[If you could pass a

pi ece of paper around. W only have, what, seven people here.

MR, OVERBAY: There is an e-mail list that was given
out .

MR, JOHNSON: | will get that and e-mail it to you
guys.

MR. RAY: Speaking of e-mmil, conventionally, when
write to you, Eric, | included a copy to Connie Lee. WII
Jennifer --

WAEHLI NG Yes, pl ease

RAY: -- get the copy?

WAEHLI NG Yes, please

RAY: We need her e-mail address.
WAEHLING We will provide it to you.

you have it yet.

» 2 5 3 3 3 3

WALTERS: Waltersj @
MS. SUTHERLAND: For curiosity, how nmany packets of

the minutes do you send out, you know, roughly?
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WAEHLI NG A count?
SUTHERLAND:  Yeah
WAEHLI NG | am going to guess 20.

WALTERS: Twenty sonet hi ng.

2 5 3 5 3

WAEHLI NG Twenty-five. I'll find out. | think
she makes 30 copies when she sends it out to the print shop

Does anybody have any ot her discussions for
community issues before we roll into the open house?

We have di scussi ons about wanting to have an open
house. W even have a tentative date scheduled for the end of
Septenber. We need to start planning for that open house.

And we also -- |'ve had sone revel ations that
perhaps fromthe Arny's side the | ast week in Septenber isn't
particularly good for us. It has to do with our fiscal year
and our crunch time to try to neet certain requirenments that
we have at the end of the fiscal year

I'"ve also heard fromthe County that perhaps anot her
date woul d work better for them as well. But let's talk
about that and al so tal k about how we want to conduct the open
house.

So where do we want to start?

MR, KOK: Well, | can let you know. | talked to
Pete Capell, the Public Works director for Clark County, about
dedicating time, and effort, and resources to the open house.

| advised himthat tentatively that the RAB had tal ked about
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doing that in | ate Septenber.

And his response was that fromthe County's
perspective it would be -- it would be better to spend our
time and resources on an open house later in the year. His
suggestion was in nd Novenber, but before the holidays.

In large part he said that was based on the fact
that the County's doing a fair ampunt of work in conpleting
the feasibility study for potential for early transfer and
that some significant results of that, that feasibility study,
shoul d be conpl eted probably sonetine in nid to | ate October.

And so in his mnd there wasn't rmuch for the County
to contribute to the open house in Septenber, but there would
be, | think, sone significant contribution fromthe County if
the open house was held after that feasibility study was
conpleted by the county. | think so much so that he indicated
that the County would probably hire some sort of participation
specialist to really engage peopl e about the pros and cons of
early transfer option and provide some significant conmunity
outreach, have an opportunity for input fromthe conmunity
regardi ng that possibility.

MR. WAEHLI NG Do you think the County m ght have
nore detailed information on the reuse plans by that tine,

t o0?
MR. KOK: | think, based on the time |line that he

and | discussed, that nore detailed, at |east conceptua
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i nformati on, would be conpleted by md October, early to md
Cct ober .

MR. WAEHLI NG So we woul d have nore information
about the reuse and detail -- and nore detail and we have --
the County feels it would have nore information to work off of
di scussing the early transfer options in Novenber?

MR. KOK: Right.

MR, WAEHLING. That's sonething to consider as far
as the tinmng of the open house.

MR. VAN CLEVE: | might suggest if this is not a
good tine for the Arny and it's not a good tine for the County
and RAB is not really hot to do it at this tinme, why don't we
table it for a better tine when we have nore tine to plan it
and a tinme that's better. There is no hurry to have it in
Oct ober when we can have nore tine, nore than positive things
to say later.

MS. SUTHERLAND: | agree with tabling it for a
while, but | do see a |large value before an early transfer
m ght take place to letting sone of the interested nei ghbors
to come and take a | ook at the options the County is |ooking
at before it does take place, even if you have to wear ear
muf fs and coats.

| think it would be a different scenario than what
we were | ooking at earlier of a tour. It would be a definite

val uabl e i nformati onal neeting.
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MR, KOK: | think that's exactly why Pete wanted to
delay it until that information is conpil ed.

M5. SUTHERLAND: | think the sooner that information
gets out to the community nenbers, | think, it would be
val uable. Do you know what | nean?

MR. VAN CLEVE: It's not inpossible to think about
setting up a tour for NACC. This would be all the presidents
of the nei ghborhood associ ations of Clark County that
represent 33 nei ghborhood associ ations. You woul d probably
get representation frommybe 15 to 18. Then they could take
the word back to their organization as kind of a pre-tour

MR. WASTLER: One that we had in July with just the
RAB, that was a thrill to me, to go in there and see that
pl ace. Since everybody, since this whole cramthing, if |
m ght suggest, rather than have one big tour, naybe you could
post sonething in the newspaper where people who are
i nterested could possibly make reservations for, you know,
different times; you know, snmall tours instead of have a big
thing like the one they had a few years ago, where there was
200 people, you know, with shuttle bus and the whol e thing.

Maybe you coul d put sonmething in regards w th what
Christine was saying, post it in the paper so everybody will
know what's going on. If you are interested in a tour, you
know, contact so and so. Then they can nmke reservations so

it can just kind of a small, gradual thing week by week or
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maybe nmonth by nonth, or sonething.

Does that sound negotiable or does it have to be one
bi g open house? | think the July thing that we had, that was
really an adventure.

MR. WAEHLING | see that as two individual itens.
We can certainly host RAB neetings out there if the RAB would
like to do that. W can certainly accommpdate that.

Now, as far as the feasibility of having individua
tours on call, I'lIl have to consider them Frankly, | have to
consi der the manpower that's available to do it. | have to
drive 130 miles to get here for these nmeetings to provide site
tours. | might likely would not be able to acconmodate that.

MR, WASTLER: It was just a suggestion

MR, WAEHLING. It's a good suggestion. | have to
discuss it with Steve and Warren to see what their work | oad
is like.

MR, WASTLER: Maybe split it into two different
tours or sonething.

MR, WAEHLI NG. That woul d accommdate seeing the
property. It wouldn't provide the opportunity for the County
and for others to provide sone feedback for the FBI, for the
County.

| talked to the Naval Reserve. The Naval Seabees
have been hel pi ng us out doing mai ntenance out there. They

m ght want an opportunity to show off their handi work
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repairing bridges, stuff like that.

MR. VAN CLEVE: Once we get into Septenber we start
| osi ng daylight fast.

MR, KOK: We had tal ked about a Saturday from 10: 00
to 3:00.

MR, WAEHLI NG W are tal king when, a Saturday
nor ni ng?

MR. KOK: That woul d work.

MR, WASTLER: It was just a suggestion

MR, JOHNSON: Actually, let me ask sonmething. There
is probably going to be some work going on during that tinme
frame, it's looking like, the recon effort. That m ght be
sonmet hing you might want Warren to consider as far as doing it
in Cctober, Novenber. From Ecol ogy's perspective we woul d
rather do it in the Septenber tine frane, before all that work
starts out there.

MR. WAEHLING As far as --

MR, JOHNSON:. |If you are going to have two teans out
t her e wor ki ng.

MR. WAEHLI NG But they are not doing any intrusive
i nvestigations. You are concerned about conflicts between the
teanms and the tours?

MR. JOHNSON: There's standard tours.

MR, NELSON: If we had it on a Saturday there

shoul dn't be.



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

38

MR, JOHNSON: But as far as the planning process
goes, we are all going to be pretty busy. [I'mgoing to be
revi ewi ng work pl ans.

MR, WAEHLI NG.  You are tal king about the resource
requi renents to support that and then, on top of that, adding
an open house?

MR. WASTLER: It wouldn't be anything conflicting
with the cl eanup.

MR, JOHNSON. The cleanup is priority, |I'd say.

MR, NELSON: Oftentinmes when we have a report or a
study, or sonething to go out for public review and comrent,
like a 30-day period, we have a workshop and open house to
i ntroduce the public to the docunents, the plan, the study,
have an all-day workshop. And they can cone in and see
different stations and talk to people that are involved in
this.

Jeroen, you were tal king about sonebody coming in
who is a professional. That way we are able to reach a | ot of
the public and informa lot of the public in the beginning
what they are seeing, what the intentions are, so that they
have a better chance to give good, meaningful coments and
give a thorough review at the start point. It's worked wel
for us on a lot of different issues.

I would suggest if we did that on a Saturday, have

this as a workshop, that we would be able to comunicate to
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the public and have the County cone in and present their
conceptual plan, present some of the issues of the early
transfer as a start point for that public review

MS. SUTHERLAND: Greg, is it a conflict because of
the tour or conflict because of the nonth?

MR. JOHNSON: It's because of the nonth. | want to
do it, but I would actually want to stick to a Septenber date
or earlier. Cark County wants to go | ater.

MR, WAEHLING: | think what Greg i s concerned about
is we are going to be throwing an awful | ot of manning at the
Department of Ecology. You only have so many hours in a day.
We woul dn't be requiring nuch of Ecol ogy as far as preparation
wor K.

MR, JOHNSON:. The thing is, we want to be invol ved
in the open house.

MR. WAEHLI NG |I'm not saying not involved, but as
far as the planning and organi zi ng woul dn't necessarily put
that much of a burden on Ecology. | don't know how you want
to participate.

MR. JOHNSON: | know once the field work starts we
were all going to be pretty busy, and you, too.

MR, NELSON: It sounds to ne like it's the Arny
supporting Clark County. It's Clark County's show. W are
here to support themand facilitate them

MR, WAEHLI NG It's a teameffort.
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MR, JOHNSON: | thought it was all of us together

MR. WAEHLI NG. Honestly, the |ast week in Septenber,
Septenber 28th, | believe is the date, we can't do that within
the Arny.

MR. NELSON: It's definite?

MR, WAEHLI NG Two days before the end of the fisca
year.

MR. NELSON: We won't have our vans for the
transportation to see this.

MR, WAEHLING. Let's talk nore about how we can try
to --

MR. JOHNSON: O we can go later. Personally, |
think in the field season is going to be a bad time to do it.

MR, WAEHLI NG So am | correct in understanding the
general consensus is that we should wait until the Novenber
time frame, when there is nore neaningful substance to devel op
within the County; is that correct?

MR, KOK: Yes.

MR, WAEHLI NG. Everybody is in agreenent with that?

We need to work with Ecology to try to make sure we
don't have conflict or overload Ecol ogy.

MR, JOHNSON:. And they nay be done by Novenber.

MR, WAEHLI NG. One hopes.

MS. LANE: Do they work out there in the rain? |If

they do, they may be working. |If they don't, they will be
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done by the end of October.

MR. NELSON: They'd rather not do that again

M5. LANE: Two days before Hall oween is when the
rain cones in.

MR, JOHNSON:. We would like themin the field by
Sept enber, but that's probably --

MR. WAEHLI NG Sept enber, Cctober

MR, JOHNSON: They are | ooking at maybe, what, ten
weeks' worth of work. A lot of times these UXO jobs get
extended. It happens a lot. It ends up being nore than what
you thought it was or you nmay want to go and doubl e check an
area a little better than you did or you had originally
planned. If they did get in the field the end of Septenber,
it would be October, November, till about the m ddle of
Decenber .

MR. WAEHLI NG Where the last tine they were just
getting started in January. They would rather not do that
agai n.

MR, JOHNSON:  Yeah.

MS. LANE: Usually it starts flooding off the hills
ri ght about a week before or after Thanksgiving. The water
just flows off the hill. | nean, it just floods everything.

MR, JOHNSON: Plus you don't get nmmybe eight hours a
day of Ilight.

MS. LANE: Who cares about the light when it's
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rai ni ng.

MR, JOHNSON: You can't have guys wal ki ng around in
UXO areas when it's dark.

MR, WAEHLING So we are going to wait until
Novenber. | don't want to put off planning until Novenber. |
would still like to continue planning now so that cone
Novenber we can do a bang up j ob.

Jeroen, do you think -- within the spirit of manning
this thing, do you think you could have short updates on where
the County is at?

MR, KOK: Sure.

MS. SUTHERLAND: | have a question for you. Was
what you were referring to earlier, a nenorandum of agreenent
you were working on for the -- with the Departnent of
Interior?

MR. KOK: The nmenorandum of -- the DOE, is that what
you are tal king about?

MS. SUTHERLAND: | just have these notes. This |ady
comment ed about that we need to devel op a nmenorandum of
agreement and you would forward a copy.

MR. VAN CLEVE: Was she fromthe interior
depart nment ?

MR, KOK: Are those mnutes fromthe |ast neeting?

MS. SUTHERLAND: DC trip.

MR. KOK: The DC trip? Was that part of Pete
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Capel | ' s that

MS. SUTHERLAND: | don't know if they told you about
t hat .

MR, KOK: | wasn't part of that neeting. | don't
know exact|y.

MR. VAN CLEVE: On the trip to Washi ngton.

MR. WAEHLING | can tell you the possible role that
the Departnment of Interior would have. Don't ask ne why it's
structured this way. | don't -- | don't conpletely understand
it myself.

When the property is ultinately going to nove, early
transfer or not, the Arny cannot give the property directly to
Clark County. It has to go through a sponsor. That sponsor
can be the Department of Interior, Park Service. They can go
through -- | guess it could go through the Departnent of
Educati on. For sonme reason it has to go through a third
party.

I"'mnot a real estate person. Maybe that's what
that's referring to.

MR, KOK: | think what you may be referring to,
Christine, is the fact that there were discussions in DC about
the potential for early transfer. But what the County may
have been | ooking for was sone witten confirmation fromthe
Department of Interior that it was okay for us to continue to

pursue that and they were supportive of that as a potentia
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nmet hod of transfer of the property.

MS. SUTHERLAND: Wbuld that include -- that
agreenent include the guidelines of the MPS would transfer --
woul d okay a transfer to Clark County?

MR, KOK: | think that woul d happen in a nore

detailed foll owup docunent that actually conveys the

property.
MS. SUTHERLAND: Wbuld that be available to us?
MR. KOK: When it's drafted.
MR, WAEHLING It's a pretty extensive real estate
agreenent. It's a public docunent, if that's what you are

tal ki ng about.

MS. SUTHERLAND: Well, it would include the
gui del ines or conditions.

MR, KOK:  Yes.

MR. WAEHLI NG. Descri be the property, the
conditions, the --

MS. SUTHERLAND: That's what | amtrying to say.

MR, WAEHLI NG. Oh, yeah. Absolutely.

MR. WAEHLI NG. That will be an inportant docunent
t hat everybody will need to see.

Any ot her questions? Do we want to tal k about the
open house a little bit nore?

MR. VAN CLEVE: VWhat's there to talk about?

MR. WAEHLI NG Do we want to take a quick, five-
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m nute break?

(A short recess was taken.)

MR. WAEHLI NG I n conversations with lan -- and, |
guess, he talked to a few other people -- there was sone
interest in how we go about devel oping cost estimates. In

fact, lan was surprised that we do devel op cost estimates. He
was concerned why are you doing it now w thout RAB
participation and all

| guess | have a couple comments or things just to
tal k about before Mke starts to tal k about how we go about
devel oping an estimte. One of the things people should know
that fromvery early on, the place, Canp Bonneville, was
closed in '95, and in 1996, people were trying to nake sone
sort of estimate as to what things were going to cost. So
fromday one -- actually, even before '96, | think even before
they closed it -- they tried to come up with an estimted cost
of what it would cost to clean things up.

As we gai ned more and nore know edge we tried to
refine those estinates. Those cost estinates are a |living
docunent, is how we refer to them because they are constantly
being revised and will continue to be revised until we are
finally done.

So | just -- | sense that lan was concerned if we
had devel oped a cost estimate we had al ready made the deci sion

about what's going to happen out there. That's not the case
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at all. It's just for our budget forecasting we try to neke
estimates, of the range of possibilities which is the npbst
likely cost going to be associated with this site, whether it
be the UXO, landfill four, or the above ground storage tanks
we took care of. We always try to project what we anticipate
the costs are going to be two or three years out so the nobney
and deci sion reaches us at the sane point.

So as an out point fromthat, lan asked that we
maybe tal k about for a few m nutes about how we go about
maki ng an estimate for what a cleanup is going to cost. And
think M ke mght be using landfill four as an exanple about
how he devel oped those cost estimates. But with the sane
principles will apply to any of the other sites.

So go ahead.

MR, NELSON: To add to what Eric said, we devel op an
estimate as early as we can, because in the BRAC program Canp
Bonnevill e conpetes on a national |evel with funding
appropriated by Congress. So if we get our estinmates in early
enough, we begin to refine, again, for the BRAC program where
we are heading.

Even though | passed out some maps from |l andfil
four, as Eric said, this is an estinmating process for, say,
landfill X or any one of our sites.

What we do in the early stages -- and we presented

this to the RAB, also, several tines -- is we go out and
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collect site information, do site investigation. |In that
process we do mepping, both of the surface and sub surface of
a landfill site, which we did at landfill four. W also
gather information through borings on contam nated soil. W
al so do surface soil sanpling as part of that very early
stage. We also do ground water sanpling at the site.

In our case here we al so sanpled surface water in
Lacamas Creek. Part of the site information we need to
collect to begin to refine our estinmates.

In the mapping step that we did at the site we used
two processes; electromagnetic process. Also, we used ground
penetrating radar. \What that gave us is the ability, then, to
devel op an estimated footprint, an estimted extent of that
landfill.

On that map, first map you see, there is kind of an
egg shaped circle. Fromthat nmapping we determned it's about
a half acre in extent. 1It's also between 11 and 12 feet deep
It all canme from surface mapping.

We also did soil borings. W found fromthe soi
borings and the surface sanpling that the soil issues in our
[andfill were not of a great concern. They are not a mgmjor
i ssue. That began to help us refine that cost.

What we did find, as you are aware, that the ground
wat er contami nation was of nore concern to us, as well as to

you folks. This, again, began to |lead us down a path to
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refine that cost.

Ri ght now we are in the process of going back into
the field at our landfill to do nore, gathering nore
information, put in two nmore wells. Also, to exam ne the
weat hered bedrock along the wall of Lacamas Creek. Again,
this will give us nore information to begin to refine that
eventual cost to deal with the problemat landfill four

VWhat we concluded at our site here is that it's
likely that the debris, the use of that site in the past has
contam nated that ground water, both the debris in that site
and al so the surface denolition that was done out there
likely was a source of contam nation for that ground water
Now, this is the material that's on the surface or buried in
that hal f-acre plot out there

So in the cleanup planning process we plan to go out
there on the surface and do some trenching, some backhoe
trenching along the perineter, along the line that we show on
that first map, begin to do some probing along that surface to
see, can we begin to refine where the edge of that [andfil
is. Also, can we go out with a backhoe and dig into the
landfill to see where the bottom of that debris is, that
cont am nati on.

Again, it helps us refine, go fromthat early
mappi ng to actual digging of the ground to see where the

extent of that contam nation is. That begins to help us
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refine the cost.

The next step would be to go into the design and
awar di ng of a contract.

MR, WAEHLI NG Could you talk about a little bit
about what cost drivers are, how we go about -- we go about
estimati ng what the costs are, or are you going to get to that
in a mnute?

MR. NELSON: We know we have a site, we have a
certain ampunt of contami nated soil. W have a | ot of
uncontam nated soil. You handl e these two pieces of soi
differently. Sone of it you can analyze it, put it into a
stock pile and say: This is ready to be used as backfill.
There may be another waste pile that you knowit's tested
that, and it needs to be treated on site or at a disposa
site.

Those are the kinds of things you begin to analyze.

What you did early on, since you haven't gone into
the site and done any probing, and the cost nodel we use to
generate the early cost, you have to assune a certain
percentage of it will be contam nated and a percentage not
contam nated to devel op these different costs.

MR, WAEHLI NG  \What you are saying is early on, when
we don't have a whole lot of information, we will use default
assunpti ons based on what other landfills have been like.

MR. NELSON: That's right.
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MR, WAEHLI NG Let's say we will assune 40 percent
of the soil will be considered hazardous and needs to be
treated or disposed of in an appropriate manner and the ot her
remai ni ng 55 percent will not be. So under certain cost
drivers associated with that, depending on how far it is to
that landfill or what it would cost to bring the piece of
equi pnent to test it, that sort of stuff.

As you gain nore, we identify what those percentages
are for that site.

MS. SUTHERLAND: Did you find a good site that
paral l el ed this Canp Bonneville landfill?

MR. WAEHLI NG We don't | ook for individual ones.
Say hundreds of other sites, on average X percentage. That's
what we do early on when we don't have a | ot of information,
we put it into a conputer nodel. As we gain nore information
we are able to greater refine that. W can now plug in a nore
accurate know edge base for that particular landfill.

MR, WASTLER: Are there any areas that are forested
that are contam nated that you will have to renove the soil?
How woul d you do that, if an area is forested? Do you have to
take the trees out and do the whole thing or is there sone way
of treating that?

MR. NELSON: If the contam nation was around the
tree and the roots of that tree it would have to cone out.

MR. WASTLER: Have you ever had to do very much of
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t hat ?

MR. NELSON: No, we haven't. CQur sites haven't been
in areas where we have had a lot of trees that have been
cont am nat ed.

A good exanpl e woul d be above ground storage tanks.
One of those tanks was | eaking, and it actually came down and
contam nated the soil under the building. W felt -- took the
tank out. We took the soil out. And we determ ned in order
to clean that soil you would have to destroy the building.

In that case we determ ned the contaninati on had
been renoved along the foundation. |It's not mgrating. |It's
captured. Leave the building intact.

MR, WAEHLI NG \Where people can't get to it, because
there is a building on top of it. Should that building be
torn down in the future, the Arny is responsible for coming
back and renedi ating the remai nder of the soil. W are always
responsi ble for anything like that we | eave behind at a future
dat e.

MS. SUTHERLAND: That woul dn't be covered under an

i nsurance policy? That would be covered under the Arny did

it?

MR, WAEHLI NG Pretty nuch, yeah.

MR. NELSON: The records show that it's there. |It's
part of the transfer documentation. |It's there. Sonmebody

needs to clean that if the building is ever renoved.
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MS. SUTHERLAND: | think | talked to Pete about it.
He said all that would be conferred under an insurance policy
that you woul d buy along with the transfer.

MR, WAEHLI NG. Under an early transfer scenario, if
cost were to be exceeded for these cleanup areas. But in this
particular case it was sonething that we identified a couple
years ago and the decision was nade that, since the County
wanted to continue using that building, that in this case the
bui l di ng woul d be left in place.

MR, KOK: The cost to clean that up would be
factored into the overall clean up.

M5. SUTHERLAND: So if there are areas that you have
not identified, ten years down the road, you would not be --

MR, WAEHLI NG. Under the early transfer scenario if
t hey purchased cost overrun and liability insurance, that is
correct. The insurance conpany woul d be responsible for that.

MS. SUTHERLAND: The insurance would only cover ten

years at the maxi num

MR. WAEHLING | can't answer that. | don't have
any i dea.

MS. SUTHERLAND: | | ooked around a little bit. It
went one to ten years, one mllion to 50 mllion. | assune
you woul d be buying the 50 nillion package.

My concern is if sonething goes off in ten years.

MR. WAEHLING. | couldn't tell you. | don't know
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anyt hi ng about the insurance packages.

M5. SUTHERLAND: Can | get this clear, though? If
it goes early transfer you would not be |iable for anything
that you have not docunented?

MR, WAEHLI NG: Previously identified.

MS. SUTHERLAND: Previously identified; is that

correct?
MR. WAEHLI NG As | understand it.
MS. SUTHERLAND: Are you digging pretty good?
MR. WAEHLI NG  What is that?
MS. SUTHERLAND: Are you digging pretty good?
MR. WAEHLI NG  What do you nmean, "digging pretty
good"?
MS. LANE: Finding everything that's out there.
MR. WAEHLI NG.  Yeah, actually.
MR. VAN CLEVE: When you find -- you are |ooking for
contam nation in the soil, how many different tests do you

have to run to determ ne whether it's clean or dirty.

MR, NELSON: | will get to that in a mnute once we
excavate the ground. Let ne go on a mnute here.

MR. VAN CLEVE: Go ahead.

MR. NELSON: Once we have done this initial test
trenching to see where the limts of that egg-shaped or that
oval -shaped footprint that you see on that first nmap, then we

can begin to prepare the contract docunments. W are going to
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have a contractor go out there and do this work.

And the way it's set up now i s whenever you open
ground up as a hazardous waste site like this, you can bet
it's going to be nore than you anticipate. It's always like
t hat .

So you begin to build in quantities that give you,
then, a price that if the contractor exceeds the first anount
you anticipated at that site, you have in his contract pricing
for additional contanminated soil. So you are protected by
cost overruns. You have enough in the budget to cover, then,
what you think will be the ultimte amunt of soil

Otentines we don't get that high in the contract,
anyway. But that's one way to protect as far as overruns on
quantity.

But to answer your question about how do we know,
then, fromthe testing, once we go in and we excavate the
first batch of soil the contractor sets it aside. His
anal ytical people go in and sanple the bottom of the hole for
nmetals, explosives. In this case you are |ooking for
pestici des, explosives, petroleum products, netals; things
like that that we can expect to find.

So what a contractor does is he goes in the bottom
of the hole and if he sees nore contamination he continues to
di g anot her patch of soil. Then he cones back in, and does

the testing, and decides on the basis of what he has.
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MR, RAY: On those tests do you use field spot tests
or do you have to go back through the Iab and do all the
certification?

MR, NELSON: W use steel screening process for
explosives. W pull a sanple off the side wall and take it to
an on-site | aboratory.

MR. WAEHLI NG The final confirmation that says you
can stop would be done at a certified | ab

MS. SUTHERLAND: How do you deci de where to test and
how many per section?

MR, NELSON: That's part of the design, the early
design of the project. |If you' ve got an area that's about a
hal f acre on the footprint, you say: How nany sanples do
need? You set up a grid pattern. They might be a grid
that's, say, 50 foot by 50 foot. |In that grid you take one
sanpl e and combi ne those into a composite, and then you do the
anal ytical analysis on that site for that particul ar
cont ani nati on.

Now, the laying out of this grid is purely up to the
design team for the kind of contam nation you are dealing
Wit h.

MS. SUTHERLAND: Is -- the design teamis the
contractor or you?

MR, KOK: Mke, all that would be statistically

based to nake sure you have representative sanpling?
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MR, NELSON: That's part of the BRAC cl eanup team
MR. WAEHLING. A lot of it is predetern ned by
regul ati on, what you have to do.

MS. SUTHERLAND: Do you know what it is?

MR, WAEHLI NG | don't know what it is off the top
of ny head. | think it varies depending on the acreage and
what you are looking for. | know-- I"'mfairly certain they

have a statistical process by which you detern ne how many
sanpl es you need. You take individual spot sanples in or
whatever. There are guidelines we have to foll ow

MR, NELSON: It is statistically based. When you
get your conpleted field screen testing you feel confident you
have achi eved the bottom of the whole cleanup. The contractor
just steps aside.

That information has to go back to the analytica
| aboratory, full |aboratory for the confirmati on sanple. W
don't say the work is done until that confirmation sanple is
done in the |aboratory.

MR, WAEHLI NG Did you nention about contract
options, so that if we have certain uncertainties, depending
on how things go, we can award options?

MR, NELSON: Yeah. You can award options for
addi tional digging and hauling. You can also have options for
addi ti onal anal ytical process. You build this in up front, so

that you don't end up reaching a point where your contractor
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is out of noney and you got nmore work to do. You al ways have
these options |ined up ahead of you should you need themto
conpl ete the job.

MR. RAY: Wth those uncertainties, with all those
various uncertainties, you had to go somewhere and ask for
some nmoney. That had to be based on certain nunbers, |ike the
vol une of stuff you are going to have to take out, and the
| abor and machi nery.

MR. NELSON: It is.

MR, WAEHLI NG. Exactly.

MR. RAY: You had to give sone specific nunbers.

How do you get specific nunbers with all this uncertainty?

MR, NELSON: By the tinme you do that initial testing
you say: This truly is a half-acre footprint. Yes, it truly
is 11 to 12 feet deep. Mdre than |ikely you have had possible
| eaching of the contanminate off the side walls or deeper than
12 feet in certain areas. So you add in increnents of
additional volume to cover yourself should you have to go
ahead and di g deeper

MR. WAEHLI NG Mre to the point, lan, these nunbers
are not as certain as we would like themto be. In many
i nstances after we do extensive studies they are a best guess.
That's why we have to build in contingencies.

Let's, hypothetically, say our best guess is the

landfill is 11 feet deep. Even after trenching it's not
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unheard of, quite comon, that it ends up being a | ot deeper
than 11 feet. You may have mi ssed the deepest part of the
[ andfill.

That's why we build in these contingencies, where
the contract says renpve 11 to 12 feet and then a contingency
m ght be an additional four feet past that in case we need it.

MR. RAY: Regarding specific nunbers like that, if
you |l ook at this cross section in the plan view and you make
sonme cal culations, this egg thing is nore like an acre and the
depth down to the known contamnation is nore |like 40 feet.
It's not ten feet deep.

So that's a heck of a big volune to be excavat ed.
You know you are going to have to go down to where that
contami nation is already found.

MR, NELSON: That's a possibility.

MR, RAY: Well, it's there. You have to go get it.

MR, NELSON: It's in the water. What you are trying
to do, the whole process here is trying to renove the source,
what caused contam nation. |It's likely to be what's in that
hal f acre at sone depth, maybe 11 feet plus four, 11 foot plus
six. That's the source.

If you renpve the source, then you no |onger have a
contani nation being fed down into the | ower aquifer, down into
the bedrock. The key is to cut off the source.

I think that's one of the reasons, even though
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know probably it was startling to you folks, to renove the
landfill. The thought was it may be to our benefit to renove
the source, dig that landfill out, cut out that contam nation
from going any further down into the soil

To answer your question nore directly, once you get
to the bottom of that estimated depth, that second fixture,
you may be quite a bit deeper. W are not sure how nuch
deeper. Sone of our backhoe trenching initially would begin
to tell us, give us sone indicators how deep we shoul d go.

MR, OVERBAY: Mke, is that also in your cost of
wor k you are working on, include bringing material back in to
refill --

MR. NELSON: Yes.

MR, OVERBAY: -- or reusing material after it's been
burned and sterilized?

MR. NELSON: Yes. |It's all part of that process.
You are likely to have a certain anmount of that soil that's
not contam nated. You set that aside and you can use that as
part of your backfill.

MR. OVERBAY: The part that's not contani nated woul d
be your cover. Then you have something for vegetation. It
won't grow in a sterile environnent, but you use that top two,
three feet, whatever it is, that's not contam nated, you put
t hat back over, you got vegetation that will grow on that.

MR. NELSON: You restore that site.
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MR. WAEHLI NG We have to fill in the hole and
regrade it back to its original contours. You can't just
| eave a big sw nm ng pool

MR. OVERBAY: That woul d be defeating the purpose.

MS. SUTHERLAND: Hypothetically, if you don't -- the
soil you are digging has | ow amobunts of contami nants in them
and you don't find hardly -- virtually no itens of a source,
what would you infer fromthat? Wuld you infer that it's
past a | evel where you can feasibly dig it?

W Il you pool your resources and put your focus on

the ground water, as cleaning the ground water, considering

that all of it's gone now fromthe landfill, if you find
ot her --

MR, WAEHLI NG | think nmaybe a point of
clarification is that the renmoval of the landfill -- we have

gotten into the specifics of this at one site. M ke has done
a good job just summarizing. It's an interimaction. 1It's
not the final action. It's only by renoving the landfill it
sinmplifies the problem how do we address the ground water

It doesn't nmean we stop |ooking into the ground
wat er issue. By renoving any potential source it sinplifies
the problem because you know it's not going to get any worse,
that the plune -- there will be additional naterial added to
the ground water.

M5. SUTHERLAND: Could there be a possibility the
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mat eri al has been exhausted?
MR. WAEHLI NG  Yes.

M5. SUTHERLAND: What woul d you do, continue to dig

MR, WAEHLING We will have proven -- the only way
to definitively prove that you cut off any future source of
contam nation is to renmove it. W can do things |ike capping
the landfill, which is where you put an inperneable barrier on
it designed to keep rain water from flushing through the
landfill and flushing into the ground water

You never know for sure if it works. The ongoing
nmoni t ori ng and mai nt enance i ssues associated with it. You
al ways have that question, nagging question in the back of
your mind, if this thing has sonehow failed are we stil
continuing to add to the problen?

If we have a site, small like this, yes, it could be
deeper than we estinmated, by definitively renoving any
possi bl e sources it sinplifies the i ssue how we need to
address the water.

We still need to address the ground water, whether
it's a punp and treat system All sorts of technol ogi es that
are avail able to us.

MS. SUTHERLAND: | under st and.

MR, WAEHLING. | just wanted to nake sure

MS. SUTHERLAND: Do you | ook at the conplexity of it
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if, in fact, the soils you were testing don't have near the
val ues that this 2D does?

MR. WAEHLI NG Are you thinking it's a waste of
noney?

MS. SUTHERLAND: |If you keep goi ng, you do your
| evel s and your soil sanples come up just vague, they don't
have very high nunbers -- you know, you are not really finding
anything -- are you going to keep going? Wen do you say
enough i s enough and then you start | ooking at the ground
wat er issues? You start to characterize that hill a |ot
better.

MR. WAEHLI NG W are going to continue to try to
answer those questions, how fast it's noving, where it's
going, to the extent that it's traveling regardl ess of the
interimrenoval action.

The question of when do we stop digging is one we
haven't had those discussions yet. It's two factors; how
clean is clean and then to the extent that we can reach with
our equi pnent. Those are probably two consi derations we use
to answer that question.

Am | answering that question well?

MS. SUTHERLAND: | don't really think -- | don't
thi nk you can.

MR. WAEHLI NG We are not that far at all.

MS. SUTHERLAND: | thought you are starting that
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next nont h.

MR. WAEHLI NG We are not going to start digging.

MS. SUTHERLAND: | wrote down sonewhere that you are
going to dig in August.

MR, WAEHLI NG W are going to wal k up the creek
| ooki ng for the bedrock.

M5. SUTHERLAND: Sorry. | thought you. --

MR, WAEHLI NG  Maybe we gave the wrong inpression.
We are not digging. W have to design it, talk to you about
it. W just cane up with a concept. W haven't even started
figuring out how we are going to get rid of the landfill.

MR. WASTLER: | think what Christine was trying to
ask, what is the tolerance? In a blue print, a blue print
will say in the corner "tolerance." How nmuch do you have to
find before you get serious about it?

MR. WAEHLI NG We haven't even begun to answer that

yet.

MR. KOK: Aren't there |ike DOE or EPA standards, X
parts per million is the cutoff point where it's no | onger a
hazar d?

MR. WAEHLI NG Greg, we should bring copies. Let's
try to do that. | will work with you on that.

In Washi ngton State regul ations there are several
lists of chemicals and if you have this nuch in your soil, if

you exceed this concentration in your soil, then X. [If you
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are below this, then Y.

MR. NELSON: If you want to search the net.

MR. JOHNSON: It is on the internet.

MR, WAEHLI NG Maybe we can bring sone copi es.

MR, JOHNSON. Sure. |If there is certain parts you
want copi ed.

MR. WAEHLI NG Let's bring copies. W can point to
different sections so they can | earn nore about that
regul ati on, what we were needing to work with.

MR, JOHNSON:. | think it's pretty big.

MR. WAEHLI NG. The purpl e book, bring copies of the
pur pl e book.

MS. SUTHERLAND: The reason why | was asking is Ben,
when he was here two neetings ago, he tal ked about -- | was
trying to renenber the conversation, but it was sonething
about, if all of that has been hypothetically it's all gone
fromthe landfill, what do we do now? He said the worst case
scenario would be -- the npbst cost occurring expense woul d be
to do the punp and treat.

I was asking if you had al ready thought -- is that
plan E -- if you don't find anything in that landfill, are you
going to start looking at that? |s that even a consideration
if you don't -- if the soils you start testing in that
landfill are very |ow?

MR. WAEHLI NG They are separate issues, the
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technology that is appropriate to treat the ground water
t hose deci si ons.

MS. SUTHERLAND: One would | ead to the other
woul dn't it?

MR, WAEHLI NG: No. Because the technol ogy of punp
and treat is to treat the ground water that's already
cont ani nat ed.

MS. SUTHERLAND: |f the plune isn't exhausted,
woul dn't the plume --

MR, WAEHLI NG That's a question of where you
located it. The question of where you stop digging in the
landfill is to keep it fromgetting any worse. The technol ogy
of punp and treat, or any of those ground water treatnent
technologies, is to treat the water; not the soil

MS. SUTHERLAND: | understand that. | have tinme to
think it over and ask again

MR WAEHLING It will probably be next year before
we do any of that.

MR. VAN CLEVE: Are there any aquifer recharge areas
wi thin the boundaries of the canp that you know of ? How do
you identify those and are they included in any of these tests
that you are doi ng?

MR. NELSON: At this landfill there are none. W
are finding that there are none-

MR. VAN CLEVE: Okay.
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MR. NELSON: -- because of the sub surface soil and
in the side rock layer there is no recharge at this point.

MR. WAEHLI NG  But within the canp there could be.

MR. VAN CLEVE: Could be in the canmp?

MR, WAEHLI NG Most likely | ower down, where it's
flat.

MR. VAN CLEVE: | wouldn't think up a hill it would
be, but down.

MR, WAEHLING. It's projected that there is.

MR. VAN CLEVE: You don't know whether there are or
aren't?

MR. WAEHLI NG They tend to be | arge regional areas,
not discreet |ocations.

MR. VAN CLEVE: Pretty obvious wet |and areas.

MR. WAEHLI NG W are not talking a few acres. W
are talking large regions the size of counties.

MR, VAN CLEVE: Mre in a basin or sonething.

MR, WAEHLI NG. Val l eys. A hydrogeol ogi st can better
explain. It's not a discreet point on the ground that's
consi dered a recharge |location. Yet some recharge nost |ikely
occurs on sections of Bonneville, but not within the
boundari es of the landfill.

MR, VAN CLEVE: | was just curious whether there was
any contani nants near any of the suspected recharge areas.

MR WAEHLING Wth the additional wells that are
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going in in August, we are trying to get a better
understanding if that's the case.

M5. SUTHERLAND: A quick question about the wells.

If you don't find too many contamnants in the well, is it
safe to consider what's running belowit?

MR, WAEHLING. It's not likely. The wells are going
to extend through the weathered bedrock, which is where we
found the contam nation, and into the solid bed rock

MS. SUTHERLAND: According to this, it |ooks like
you find it underneath the weathered bedrock

MR. WAEHLING. We found it at the bottom Wathered

bedrock is sitting on top of the solid rock. It's sitting on
it like a ceramic bow. The water doesn't penetrate that
rock. There is no pathway. There is no cracks. It's not
per meabl e.

But the weathered bedrock is full of cracks and
fissures. That's why the water is there.

MS. SUTHERLAND: So the recharge underneath the
bedrock would be from hi gher up on the nountain?

MR, WAEHLI NG Most likely | ower. The Troutdal e
woul d be to | ocate where the bedrock is nonexistent.

MS. SUTHERLAND: Are you saying there is no water
under neat h there?

MR KOK: Well, it could be above; it could be

bel ow. The Troutdale is a regional aquifer
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MS. SUTHERLAND: It's very deep, though. |
understand it's recharged fromthe top of the mountain

MR. KOK: More than likely we've got recharge areas
up in the foothills and Cascades that have contributed to the
| arge regional aquifer

MR. WAEHLI NG But at this |ocation the rock
prevents the water from pernmeating. It would be as if you
have an aqui fer underneath the table and one sitting on top
The tabl e surface prevents the two conmuni cati ng.

MR, NELSON: lan, do you feel better? Are you nore
conf ort abl e?

MR. RAY: Oh, yeah.

MR. NELSON: Did we communi cate that?

MR, RAY: | was doing some sinple calculations here.
By the depth and the P and the Y dinmensions. | see like
75,000 cubic yards. And maybe, | think, Bruce was telling ne
one day 18 yards per truck |oad or sonething |like that.

MR, OVERBAY: Well, if you take a truck and transfer
you can get a maxi mum of 22 to 24 on a dry load. Now, weight
is going to play a big part into it. Say G eg gets out there
and says: No. W are going to start digging that out in the
wintertine. That's going to cut down to 18, 19 yards because
of weight restrictions.

MR. WAEHLI NG These all play into our cost

esti mat es.
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MR, RAY: So that figures out to be |ike 4,000
trucks. They have to go up that wi ndy gravel road and hairpin
turn at the little Lacamas Creek bridge. W begin to wonder
about fixing the road.

MR, WAEHLING. It's a significant design feature
These are all design elements of how -- we have to figure out
how we are going to do this. [It's going to take sone tine,
and we are going to bring you along in the process and tel
you what the chall enges are.

MR. VAN CLEVE: Cost of diesel fuel.

MR, WAEHLING. It's going to be a big job, though,
but it's the best way to guarantee.

MR. WASTLER: |s there access from another area? |Is
there a road actually wi thout having to go through what they
were describing? |Is there an access froma state road or
County road in the back?

MR WAEHLING We will look at all the possibilities
as far as whether we can access via another. That's how we go
about coming up with an estinate. As we gain nore and nore
informati on we can define it. W can try to fill in any
details you want about how we go about trying to define the
cost estimate.

MR. NELSON: W have the nodel. We ran the nodel
First cut for the budget.

MR, WAEHLI NG Well, thank you, Mke. W have just
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a very few nminutes

MR. WASTLER: | just have one question about the
cost of cleanup.

MR, WAEHLI NG Ckay.

MR, WASTLER: You guys were tal king about how you
are not cutting any trees larger than a six-inch dianmeter, and
you are being real careful to restore and maintain the
environnment that's there. |'mwondering, is that adding to
the cost?

MR, WAEHLI NG Sure.

MR, WASTLER: Would it be cheaper for you to just go
ahead and disregard that or is it costing nore for you guys to
have respect for the environnment?

MR, WAEHLI NG It potentially could cost nore having
to work around trees and things like that. It nakes access
nore difficult for equipment, and for surveying, and all

As far as what exactly the additional costs will be,
| can't tell you at the nonent. W are going to do our best
to avoid cutting down large trees. |t nay be unavoi dabl e.

MR, WASTLER: | was just curious how rmuch nore it's
costing the Federal governnent to mmintain that.

MR, WAEHLING: | couldn't give you a specific
answer .

MR, WASTLER: You say rather than just level the

pl aces and - -
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MR, WAEHLI NG W have just a few minutes left. |
was going to ask, if Geg wanted to just talk, if you want to
have sone of Greg's thoughts.

MS. LANE: Has he seen any sick or injured aninals
over there?

MR. JOHNSON: | have a found a lot of wldlife.

MS. LANE: W had two dogs on our bl ock both comne
down with benign throat tunors. | think that was unusual. |
t hought that was just unusual, that four or five houses two
dogs both conme down with that.

MR. WAEHLI NG  Sorry to hear that. W have seen
lots of wildlife.

MR, JOHNSON. Woodpeckers, all kind of stuff out
t here; bear, cougar signs.

MS. SUTHERLAND: Bal d eagl es?

MR, JOHNSON: | saw an eagle. It wasn't a bald
eagl e.

MR, KOK: Greg, you were saying you found fragnents.

MR, JOHNSON: We found a I ot of fragnents. 1've
been working in the inpact area for about the I|ast couple
weeks doi ng some assignnents to the technical team \What we
are doing is kind of double checking the way points that were
taken during the recon, sone of the data, slope angles and
things |like that.

Yeah. | found a | arge ampunt of frag in the trees.
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KOK:  How are you finding it?

JOHNSON:  Magnet oneter.

2 3 5

KOK: That's just in the inpact area?

MR, JOHNSON. Around the targets in the inpact area.
There is certain parts of the inpact area | went to
i nvestigate, sone berns. When | got up there all they really
were, were places where it had been | ogged 20, 30, maybe 40
years ago. You would see the log laying on the side. You are
woul d see a stunp and a crater

When they were doing the reconnai ssance they put
down "Crater," but -- so that kind of, you know, nade us
wonder what it was. So | went out to | ook at some of these.

W are going to talk to Parsons, the contractor. W
are going to try to get themto standardi ze their verbiage

MR. WAEHLI NG The reason we weren't sure about the
crater, did they mean an inpact crater froman artillery round
exploding or a stunp falling down?

MR, KOK: The stunp falling over and the root ball?

MR, WAEHLI NG. Right. That reconnai ssance was the

very first time it had ever been done. |[|f you renmenber they
had a formthat they were filling out electronically that was
just a crater. It didn't make a distinction between root bal

crater versus inpact crater.
Actually, we went to sone of these craters and found

both. We found both craters that were obviously root balls
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and craters nost likely the result of inmpact. That was a
distinction the technical team needed to have a better
under st andi ng of .

That's one of the reasons why Greg has been out
there.

MR, JOHNSON: We did find another target area. It
was identified as berns during the recon, but it was a target
area. M and Eric went and |ooked at it. | wanted a second
opi ni on.

But it's 300 feet, approximately, away fromthe car
targets. So when we are tal king about the 600-by-600 foot
grids we are going to put over themand do, it would have been
caught in that.

MR, VAN CLEVE: Target area for what?

MR, JOHNSON: We were thinking 105s. | have a |ot
of frag -- frag analysis. You can actually see the rotating
bands. W know that 60 nortars, 81 millinmeter nortars don't

rotate. They are fin stabilized. The four deuce does rotate,
but it has alnmpbst a three-inch band on it. The 105 has about
one-inch to inch-and-a-half band, depending on whether it's a
Howi t zer or gun. Then the 155 has about a two- inch band.

You can see fromthese that they were pretty nuch
105s. Then we did find a bigger piece of frag that | ooks like
it was probably a base plate from nmaybe a 155.

So mainly it was 105s. Plus the range where this
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target is is kind of out of the range of a 60 mllineter
Sixty millinmeter nmortars, it's best case you are | ooking about
2,000 neters. This is alittle bit beyond that. | think at

Bonneville they probably didn't use all four increments when
they fired the 60s. They probably just wanted to get them
into the range.

Al so, on the other hand, there have been no 60 or 81
tag boonms found. Normally in a range where you have nortars
you find those everywhere.

MR. VAN CLEVE: This firing point for these would
all be pretty much the same place, so then it would be in
intervals, then, unless you get sone shortfall?

MR, JOHNSON: Right. Exactly. What | found today,
when |'m saying target area, | nean coordinates. There is no
evi dence of a target there. The recon found no evidence, and
me and Eric found no evidence.

But it's close enough around those car targets and
refrigerator targets that that whole area is probably the
primary area of concern. But the 600-by-600 grids are going
to cover that.

MR. VAN CLEVE: That's good. A lot of tinmes not
necessarily firing at sonething.

MR, JOHNSON:. Probably a ot of it was that. They
were training, so they had new guys.

But they got their work cut out for them We
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figured that out.

MR. WAEHLI NG Ecol ogy has dedicated a | ot of energy
and resource in helping this thing nove along. Geg is being
on the ground floor hinself and seeing it for hinself, instead
of just relying on reports a evidence of that.

MR, JOHNSON: The work in the inpact area is going
to be a lot of years of work, dependi ng on which way we go on
it. You guys want ne to go into -- do you have tinme? Is it
too |late?

MR. WAEHLING We can do it next tine.

MR, JOHNSON: Okay. There might be sone changes by
t hen, too.

MS. SUTHERLAND: | have two questi ons.

MR, WAEHLI NG Yes, please

MS. SUTHERLAND: | just wanted to tell you that on
the northwestern side -- the nost northwestern side there
is -- right on the other side of the fence, on the community
side is an old 1940s truck that's all rusted. It |ooks |ike

it has big, huge holes init. So if you go to the fence and
ook out, it's in this forested --

MR. WAEHLI NG  Qutsi de the boundary of Canp
Bonnevil | e.

MS. SUTHERLAND: But it |ooks like something |'ve
seen pictures of. You know the road that goes north right as

you go up to the gate? It's 227th.
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MR. WASTLER: 232nd.

MS. SUTHERLAND: There is a path between 232nd,
where he is tal king about -- between Canp Bonneville there is
alittle path | used to ride ny horse on for nmany, many years.
| saw it there again. You can probably go to the fence on the
Canp Bonneville side and look at it. It mght be --

MR, WASTLER: We know that as MG ews, because they
used to live on top of the hill. The main gate, then you nake
a hard left. The road that goes parallel up the trail. Then
if it keeps going. W used to call that MG ew.

MR, JOHNSON: You are saying there's holes in it and
stuff?

MS. SUTHERLAND: Yeah. [It's very rusted.

MS. LANE: People go up there and target practice
besi des the Arny.

MR, JOHNSON: Maybe sonebody towed it.

MS. SUTHERLAND: | just wanted to ask you, Jeroen --
I don't know if you know the answer to this. | was reading
the Departnent of Interior, Federal |ands, NPS, mnutes |
talked to you about earlier, and they said that they are not
interested in nmonitoring lands with institutional controls
transferred to a park; no fencing or anything like that. |
was curious if you knew anythi ng about that.

MR, JOHNSON: |'mgoing to look into this, because

that definitely raises -- piqued ny curiosity. | don't know
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if Eric has seen this. Her nanme was Wendy Ornut.

MS. SUTHERLAND: |s she with the Arnmy.

MR JOHNSON: She is with the Federal Lands and
Par ks.

MR. WAEHLING | don't know. | know that we
transferred property to NPS and NPS has taken property from
the Arny.

MS. SUTHERLAND: Just one property?

MR. WAEHLI NG  There have been a nunber of
properties.

MS. SUTHERLAND: That have UXO?

MR. WAEHLI NG That have institutional controls.
I'"'mnot sure what she is tal king about.

MS. SUTHERLAND: | think it was regarding the first
Arny site with UXOto be transferred. There's only been one
other and it was the Navy.

MR, JOHNSON: She specifically said in there fence
around i npact area.

MR. WAEHLING We will have to |ook into that.

MR, JOHNSON: | was going to call her, or sonething,
and talk to her.

MS. SUTHERLAND: | just didn't know if you had an
answer .

MR. KOK: As far as | know, institutional controls

are going to be a nust.
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MS. SUTHERLAND: That's what | under st ood.

MR, KOK: |If the National Park Service has a problem
with that --

MR. WAEHLI NG  The National Park Service isn't the

only nmechani smwe can use to transfer the property. That's
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The question that's before us now is, when do we

want to meet again?

If we are planning for an open house in Novenber,

m ght want to | ook at Septenber to try to do a little bit

nore.

agenda.

MR. KOK: Sounds |ike we have enough to fil

MR, WAEHLI NG.  Septenber it is. That would be the

second Wednesday, the 11th.

course,

Are there any other issues before we adjourn?
I'"I'l be available after the neeting.
W will see you again on Septenber the 11th.

(The hearing was adjourned at 9:09 p.m)
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