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Subject: Invitation to view/listen to recent SSFL CAG Webex meeting held yesterday
Date: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 9:24:23 PM

Thanks to all who participated. I thought it was extraordinary and I hope we can continue this
very productive discussion moving forward with all the parties as well as a regulatory
representative from each agency, as much as possible. We got so much out of EPA and DOE
and Boeing's participation as far as how we can move forward, and hope this valuable
approach can be considered by the rest of the interested stakeholders. We are not trying to
infringe on anyone else's process, but find this to be a very safe venue for the true exchange of
ideas so we can make our views heard as well as understood by those who disagree. Often we
are finding we aren't so far apart after all, and if we talk, and discuss and even include spirited
debate, we can remain respectful of the other side and listen and find ways that we can
compromise so forward movement toward real clean up can be possible. Compromise does
not have to mean non-protective, and that we what we need to get through using ideas without
labels of who they belong to, but simple debate and consideration of the other point of view so
that we can begin to understand each other a little better. That will go a long way, I am sure of
1t.

As a follow up there was discussion about the technical memo sent to DTSC by Boeing and
we all agreed we would like to see this document. I also felt there was potential movement
forward if we can begin to solidify language to identify "near background" or "marginally
contaminated soils" to be dealt with using a more "in situ first" approach. I think we would all
like to have a better defined discussion on how we would define "near background" so that all
the parties and regulatory agencies can agree (somewhat) to an area near background where a
factor may be applied to avoid replacing background with background (the 5 %)

I am posting this on the SSFL. CAG discussion group which automatically posts to the front
page of http://cleanuprocketdyne.org. I think this needs more discussion, and the sooner, the
better. Please offer your thoughts on this.

Thanks again.

Christina

I want to share the following WebEx recording with you. Click the link below
to play it:

SSFL CAG Discussion on AOC path forward-20101116 2104-1
November 16, 2010, 3:19 pm San Francisco Time
2 hours 10 mins

Thank you all for participating. I felt it was a very productive and thoughtful
discussion. More of the same moving forward will mean so much to making
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this clean-up a reality. I hope we can keep talking, and encourage others as
well

If you need assistance, you can contact me at





