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Section A. EDITOR’s SUMMARY

This document is the proceedings and report of the WHNC Santa Susana
Mountain Area Committee (SSMAC) following its first (reformation) meeting on

May 29, 2008.

1. There were 28 parties in attendance representing:
a. 9 WHNC Board Members
b. 21 WHNC Stakeholders

3. Not present but “represented” by personal communication through the Chair

a. Centex Homes-Sterling (Centex) believes that there is now adequate
testing and expert opinion to allow them to begin their construction.
Centex was proud to be providing 250 acres to the Santa Monica
Conservancy to be used as “opened space” for recreational purposes.
Centex also stated that all necessary considerations for the Native
American presence on these lands had been observed.




b. The California Department of Toxic Substance Control (DTSC) has
completed its procedures and seems ready to issue a “NO FURTHER
ACTION?” decision which will permit Centex to begin their construction.

c. There were no elected or other governmental officials present.
d. No representatives of the Santa Susana Field Lab (SSFL) were present.

3. Everyone present introduced themselves and expressed their point-of-view of
the upcoming (presumed “NO FURTHER ACTION?”") decision of DTSC.

Noone present spoke in support of the “NO FURTHER ACTION” decision.

All present who have seen the area, first hand, agree that it is a beautiful and
valuable natural resource of streams, ancient oak trees, glens, hills and wild
life.

At present, the feelings of the community range from caution to fear that the
Santa Susana Mountain Area continues to be hazardous to human health.

Those present look forward to receiving convincing evidence, through
additional testing and independent expert review and testimony, that the area
is safe for residence and recreational use.

Once that hurdle is passed, the group would like to see the area cleared of
natural hazards (poison oak, rattlesnakes) and converted into a park which
would carry out a theme based on the culture of the Native American
(Chumash) groups who have lived in the area for thousands of years.

Activities in this park would include reconstructions and demonstrations of
Chumash life styles, picnicking, hiking and horseback riding.

Section B. PREFACE

The March 2006 WHNC DAYTON CANYON COMMITTEE report stated:

1. This document represents the best efforts of 50 — 70 people representing
multiple community, commercial and governmental interests who have
focused on the environmental impacts in and around the Centex-Sterling
Homes development project in Dayton Canyon, West Hills, California.



2. The annotated aerial photo (below) of the Santa Susana Mountain-to-Valley
Circle Blvd. Area is offered to assist in understanding the data that follow.
The colored lines, circles and writing should be self-explanatory but, it was
done by hand and is not intended to be precise.

RED LINES are streets and street names.

PURPLE LINES outline (more or less) the Centex Homes development.

BLUE LINES are the ephemeral creek beds (which dry up or flow depending
on the recent rains).

GREEN LINES surround (more or less) the Santa Susana Field Lab.

IYELLOW LINES denote the “positive” testing sites and their “designators”.
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3. Testing in May 2005 showed an unexplained, sharp “spike” of perchlorate
with the maximum reading of 62,000,000 parts per billion in soil in Dayton
Canyon with generally decreasing levels until October 2005.

(Because it is the most soluble, easily measured contaminant, the DAYTON
CANYON COMMITTEE views perchlorate as the “index/marker” contaminant
and assumes the presence on less obvious contaminations wherever and
whenever perchlorate is found.)



DATE LOCATION in SOIL
PERCHLORATE values
SAMPLE "STANDARDIZED" to
LOCATION PARTS per BILLION
or TEST Or micrograms/Kgm
DATE "NAME" MATERIAL (1 microgram =
1 millionth of 1 Gram)
05/25/2005 1-A GRAB/SOIL 4,100,000
05/25/2005 1-B GRAB/SOIL 320,000
05/25/2005 2 GRAB/SOIL 1,800,000
05/25/2005 3 GRAB/SOIL 62,000,000
05/25/2005 4 GRAB/SOIL 4,000,000
05/25/2005 SS-03 GRAB/SOIL 1,400,000
06/02/2005 2-1-0 GRAB/SOIL 1,000,000
06/02/2005 2-1-1 HAND AUGER 4,500
06/02/2005 2-1-2  DRIVE 14,000
SAMPLE
06/02/2005 2-2-0  GRAB/SOIL 6,000,000
06/02/2005 2-1-1 HAND AUGER 8,500
06/02/2005 2-3-0 GRAB/SOIL 520,000
06/02/2005 2-3-1 HAND AUGER 6,500
06/02/2005 2-4-1  HAND AUGER 40,000
06/03/2005 2-5-2  DRIVE 11,000
SAMPLE
06/03/2005 2-6-2 DRIVE 99,500
SAMPLE
06/20/2005 P-1 LEAF surfaces 33,000
06/20/2005 P-2 LEAF surfaces 43,900
06/20/2005 P-3 LEAF surfaces 32,200
06/20/2005 P-4 LEAF surfaces 57,700
06/20/2005 PD-1  PLANT debris 51,600
06/20/2005 PD-2  PLANT debris 48,300
06/20/2005 PD-3  PLANT debris 52,800
06/20/2005 PD-4  PLANT debris 42,000
06/20/2005 PD-6  PLANT debris 8,400
06/20/2005 PD-7  PLANT debris 310
09/27/2005 CC10-1 SOIL 1,300,000
09/27/2005 CC10-3 SOIL 180
09/27/2005 CC11-1 SOIL 82
09/27/2005 CC12-1 SOIL 720,000
09/27/2005 CC12-3 54
09/27/2005 CC15-1 1,700,000
09/27/2005 CB16-1 2,110,000
09/27/2005 CC16-3 42
09/28/2005 CB2-1 800



09/28/2005 CC5-1 985

09/28/2005 CC5-3 247
09/28/2005 CC6-3 63
09/28/2005 CC17-1 525,000
09/28/2005 CC18-1 525,000
10/04/2005 CC43-1 151,000
10/10/2005 FA-1-D1 3,180
10/10/2005 FA-1-E1 332
10/10/2005 FA-2-E1 54,600
10/10/2005 FA-2-F1 69,900
10/10/2005 FA-2-H1 9,450
10/10/2005 FA-2-I11 19,000
10/10/2005 FA-3-D1 37,300
10/10/2005 FA-3-E1 26,100
10/10/2005 FA-3-G1 3,750
10/10/2005 FA-3-H1 61,800
10/10/2005 FA-3-I11 61
10/11/2005 FA-4-B1 61,800
10/11/2005 FA-4-C1 54,200
10/11/2005 FA-4-D1 105,600
10/11/2005 FA-4-E1 55,800
10/11/2005 FA-4-H1 55,000
10/11/2005 FA-4-H1 55,000

These 58 “positive” tests should be interpreted with the following considerations:

a. These are the “only” positive tests amongst hundreds of samples taken in
this period of time. The “only” areas which were positive were in and
along the Dayton Canyon creek bed. This pattern is displayed in the
several maps. Hundreds of samples taken away from the creek bed
revealed no perchlorate.

b. In the few examples when there were “duplicate” samples taken from the
same or similar locations they were not very “reproducible.” That is, when
a high level was found once, the duplicate was often much less or even
“non-detectable.”

4. Other contaminating materials of concern found in Dayton Canyon and
presumed to have originated in the SSFL include:

a. non-specific trash “dumped” there by unknown persons (the “public’?)
(see photo, below)

b. Barrels (most of them empty) from the SSFL ... (some may be buried),

c. A variety of dioxins (including TetraChloro-DiBenzo-Dioxin or TCDD),

d. Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCSs) including mono-Cyclic Hydrocarbons
and Tri-Chloro-Ethylene,



e. Heavy Metals (including Mercury, Lead and Arsenic)

f. Radio-Active Isotopes (of Radium, Uranium and Plutonium degradation)
... including Cesium (Cs-137), Strontium (Sr-90) and (in and around the
Area | Burn Pit) radioactive Sodium.




5. The DTSC promised to hold regular meetings (3 — 5 times a year), to regularly
and repeatedly test the area and to regularly and promptly report their findings to
the community (including the West Hills Neighborhood Council).

Section C. PROGRESS since October 2005

1. The following is taken from the PRELIMINARY ENDANGERMENT
ASSESSMENT (PEA) prepared for Centex Homes-Sterling on February 28,
2008.

The PEA was to provide data to justify for Centex’s request for a “NO FURTHER
ACTION” judgment from DTSC so they could begin construction of 150 new
homes in DAYTON CANYON.

The PEA reviews the history of the Santa Susana Mountain area and the
activities of the (Rocketdyne/Boeing) Santa Susana Field Lab (SSFL). In
Paragraph 1.2.1 the PEA states that “...levels of perchlorate in the surface water
(flowing down the mountain from Happy Valley) have been below detection limits
since February 2004” and the data in Table 1 reports “non-detectible” levels of
perchlorate in September 2005, October 2005 and April 2006 samplings.

(These values differ from those in Section A, paragraph 3, above)

The PEA concludes: “ No chemicals of concern were identified on-site. ...
recommended that “NO FURTHER ACTION” be required on the subject property.

3. In the winter of 2007-2008, the area received over 20 inches of rain ... most
of it in January 2008. Water Samples from 15 sites were taken in February
2008. The results were just made available in the form of the following map
(although the full report is still not prepared, yet). This map is part of an as-
yet uncompleted report of these tests. It adds data to the PEA.

There were NO Volatile Organic Compounds (benzenes, toluenes, TCEs,
etc.) found in any test site. Perchlorate was “ND = NON-DETECTIBLE” in 14
of these 15 sites and 2.3 ugm/L (below the “accepted” danger level of 6
ugm/L) in Happy Valley (above Dayton Canyon). Some Dioxins were found in
the Bell Canyon area.
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The following is taken from RADIOLOGICAL CHARACTERIZATION, a
document prepared for Centex Homes.

The Centex Homes-Sterling property was divided into “zones” and tested in
2005 for total radiation (hand-held Pancake probe, ?Geiger-type counter) as
well as for specific isotopes (soil-samples subjected to gamma spectrographic
analysis). Limitations of these methods are described. Radioactive Cesium
(Cs-137) was found in the areas designated West and North (close to Valley
Circle Blvd.)

Another round of tests were collected in March 2007 from a “wider” grid with
additional (“step-out”) sampling around the “hot spots.”

The maximum readings were:
Background 2005 2007

Plutonium (Pu-239/240) not reported 0.026 0.013 pica-Curies/gram
Plutonium (Pu-238) not reported 0.016 0.008 pica-Curies/gram



Cesium (Cs-137) not reported 0.378 0.180 pica-Curies/gram
Strontium (Sr-90) not reported 0.824 0.260 pica-Curies/gram

The document concludes that:

a. analysis was difficult because these values are low and the detection limits
of the laboratories were above local background concentrations.

b. the fact that sub-surface readings were NOT different from surface soill
readings speaks AGAINST a recent deposit of radio-isotopes (presumably
from a “melt-down”)

c. this investigation did not identify any areas of radiological concern.

. Recent activities of the California DTSC and the U.S. Federal Department of
Energy (DOE) to clean up the Area | Burn Pit section of the SSFL are worth
mentioning in this document:

As part of the general clean up, mitigation of the Area | Burn Pit is under way.
The Area | Burn Pit is on the south-west part of SSFL. It was the site were
large quantities of rocket fuel, volatile organic compounds and nuclear wastes
(specifically metallic Sodium) were disposed of by burning. Therefore, a
variety of the contaminants of concern (see Section A, paragraph 4, above)
were brought to this site in large quantities to be “burned.” We do not know
the chemical characteristics of the burned products.

DTSC says that this area’s natural drainage is to the south (into the Bell
Canyon Creek area) and not to the north (into the Dayton Canyon Creek
area). However, this view has not been tested and there is no proof that the
peculiar “fractured shale” bed rock of this area allows underwater passages
into a wider area.

DTSC has not performed any “tracer” studies in which a “tracer” substance is
put into the ground water high on the mountain and sampled (looked for) in
the various down flows. A DTSC representative has stated that perchlorate
serves as a “natural tracer” material. That view is not acceptable to the
WHNC Stakeholders present at the May 29, 2008 meeting.



Section D. Presumptions of Conclusions

1. Centex Homes-Sterling is understandably anxious to start grading their
property, building 150 homes and presenting them to the public. They believe
they have been responsive to the community and to the governmental dictates.

2. DTSC representatives say that they have carried out their usual procedures
and are “on record” documenting their activities and due diligence. They say
(Fact Sheet of April 2008) that they are ready to accept the conclusions in the
PEA & Radiological “... that there is no significant risk to public health ... and ...
(therefore) that NO FURTHER ACTION is required.”

3. Local “electeds” (City Council Members, County Supervisors, State & Federal
elected) have been invited with multiple email messages and telephone calls to
their offices. Presumably, they will consider the relative merits of the local
economic advantages of the Centex Homes-Sterling development and the
environment impacts of past and ?present contaminations of the area in the
usual Planning & Land Use procedures.

4. A number of activists continue to express their concern and point to what they
believe are still-significant contaminations, inadequate testing and defects or
errors in the evaluation and remediation processes.

5. West Hills Neighborhood Council must admit to “re-entering” this debate late.
The WHNC letter (5/12/08) expresses caution so that WHNC can “catch up” with
a number of events.

The re-activation of the WHNC Dayton Canyon Committee is WHNC'’s attempt to
bring all parties together, again, for the purpose of reviewing and deliberating on
the available data and, if possible, reconciling the various differences of opinion.

The expanded charge to the Dayton Canyon Committee is reflected in its
proposed name change to the Santa Susana Mountain Area Committee
(SSMAC). The Dayton Canyon issue is but one of the concerns of the SSMAC
and further meetings will consider the ongoing development in Dayton Canyon,
the development of the recreational area, the remediation of the SSFL, the
Chatsworth Reservoir area, the Corporate Pointe development and other issues.
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