
From: Riley, Norm
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Subject: RE: constituent call
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Attachments: ssfl.pdf

Laura, I just received this from staff.  It's the agenda for the Thursday meeting that you asked for earlier  today.  
Norm

>>> "Plotkin, Laura" < Laura.Plotkin@SEN.CA.GOV > 10/16/2007 12:15 PM >>>
Thanks Norm--the letter to the City of Simi Valley et al seems like a
good idea to me--so the word gets out there that they have to
communicate with you and make sure the land is safe for people to live
on.  As for the bill, it seems like, if we can ensure that the cleanup
is protective of the neighbors and future generations of those who will
live surrounding the site, then we've done a good thing.  We're counting
on you all at DTSC to make sure this happens.  I know that Dan is
disappointed in what he sees as a downgrading of standards and I
completely understand his point of view, but I think that if you guys do
your job and not let them turn it over until you are satisfied that the
best possible clean up has been accomplished--one that leaves the area
safe for neighbors and day-hikers--then we'll all feel okay.  We have to
trust somebody and we picked you!  I hope you're still there when it
comes down (you're young enough, right?) or if not, that someone who
cares makes the final call.  It is understandable to me that Dan has a
hard time trusting anyone to do the right thing after all these years of
being lied to, but to get anywhere, you have to move forward--and I
think this bill is a move in the right direction.  But, yes, we will all
have to watch carefully to make sure the spirit of the law is honored.
By the way, do you have a copy of the announcement of the meeting on
Thursday night that you could email me?  I didn't get one.  Thanks, LP

-----Original Message-----
From: Norm Riley  [mailto:NRiley@dtsc.ca.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 16, 2007 11:57 AM
To: Plotkin, Laura
Subject: Re: constituent call

Hi Laura. 

Thanks for you note.  I spoke with Brigham last Friday and we agreed to
continue our conversation this  coming Thursday.

DTSC has done no work with KB Homes to date.  My understanding is that
they've been working with the Department of Public Health on sampling in
that area but I don't know the full details - I only learned of DPH's
involvement yesterday (they mentioned this in passing remarks during a
meeting with USEPA IX to discuss the Centex/Dayton Canyon project).  For
our part, the August 16 consent order directs Boeing, NASA, and DOE to
provide, within 120 days of the date of the order, a report of all
off-site sampling and testing that they've conducted (they represented
to us that they've done a considerable amount of work outside the limits
of the SSFL).  Our plan is to  look at the information (we haven't
received the report yet) for the Runkle Canyon area and, if necessary,
have them develop and implement workplans for additional investigative
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work in that area and other areas around the facility.  They have
already agreed that they will do this.  The community members I've
spoken with are aware of this plan and, I believe, are satisfied with
it.  In addition, I am currently discussing with our legal office, the
possibility of writing, to the City of Simi Valley and all prospective
developers of properties surrounding SSFL, a letter stating our general
concerns about potential releases from the facility and our interest in
working with them to assure that the properties in question are safe for
unrestricted use before developments occur.

The community members we met with on Friday seem pleased with the SB 990
developments.  Dan Hirsch, however, seems to have mixed feelings about
it. I am sure this will come up at the community workgroup meeting  this
Thursday.  For my part, I think the compromise is a good one.  If we are
able to reach a satisfactory agreement, the land will remain open
space/parkland and will be cleaned to a residential standard that
affords protection for users of the park and residents nearby.  If we
don't reach an agreement, the provisions of SB 990 remain unmodified.
I'm optimistic about reaching an agreement that works in the best
interest of the public.

Norm

>>> "Plotkin, Laura" < Laura.Plotkin@SEN.CA.GOV > 10/15/2007 4:27 PM >>>
Hi Norm-what a week, huh?  We have an interesting year ahead of us, for
sure, and I look forward to working with you on the ongoing challenges
that SB 990's passage will bring.  What I'm contacting you about today
is a call I received from Bringham Amir-he was at your Friday meeting in
Glendale.  He is very concerned about the Runkle Ranch development that
KB Homes is proposing there.  He is worried about the strontium 90,
saying that with over 100 tons of radioactive dirt to be moved for the
development, people's health will be endangered.  I told him to check
with you all about DTSC's sampling results, how you took them, if you
split samples with KB Homes, etc. and that I didn't have that
information to give him.  I also suggested that he could contact the
city or county planning people (not sure whose jurisdiction it is) with
his concerns, since they were the ones to decide on approval of
developments.  His number is  and he is very freaked out.
I thought maybe someone from your shop might want to explain it more
fully to him.  I also wanted to mention that many of the neighbors we
work with think you have done very well during your brief tenure on the
job.  And getting their trust is not easy.  Good work!  Thanks, Laura
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