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Resolution on Santa Susana Field Laboratory "Fiscally irresponsible"

EcoMom2000@aol.com <EcoMom2000@aol.com>
To: erika.pulst@lacity.org

Fri, Feb 22, 2013 at 4:21 PM

Resolution (13-0002-S6) on Santa Susana Field Laboratory is: "Fiscally Irresponsible,
Potentially Harmful to Local Resident' Health and Safety, and Potentially
Damaging to the Local and Global Environment" • "Protect West Hills"

Dear Councilmember,

I am writing to express my strong opposition for the resolution introduced by Councilmen
Englander and Zine (13-0002-S6) for the City of Los Angeles to oppose any legislation or
administrative action which would transfer ownership of NASA's property at the Santa Susana
Field Laboratory (SSFL) until the site is completely cleaned up to background.

SSFL was the site of extensive rocket testing and nuclear reactor work for decades which has left a
legacy of contamination. However,EPA, in their preliminary site assessment of the Santa Susana
Field Laboratory, the primary contamination at the site that could potentially put the community at
risk was the TCE in the groundwater. (4)
This TCE is unlikely, due to its depth at the site, to be cleaned up in our lifetimes. And the TCE is
not a part of the Administrative Order on Consent if it is a part of the groundwater.

The Administrative Order on Consent that was signed by NASA and DTSC was signed due to
pressure from elected officials. (2)
It is unclear whether these elected officials have a true understanding of what contamination exists at
the Santa Susana Field Lab site today.

It is likely that both Councihnember Englander and Councihnember Zine would be aware of the
2005 fire that traveled through the Santa Susana Field Lab site. About 80% of the Santa Susana
Field Lab site burned. Many of the contaminants that are present today include high levels of
dioxins and other chemicals that are the result of those wild fires. Would you want to require
sampling of all of the hills around the San Fernando Valley ror dioxins and to be cleaned up to
Background? I doubt it.

According to a recent report from the NASA Office of Inspector General, it was the opinion of the
Inspector General that: "This Office of Inspector General (OIG) review found that NASA has
committed to an excessive and mmecessarily costly cleanup of the Santa Susana site.
Specifically, the Agency agreed to clean its portion of the site to a level that exceeds the
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As cleanup approaches bedrock, and as rains fall, more naturally occurring contaminants could
potentially leak to the tributsries of the Los Angeles River via Dayton Creek and Bell Creek. The
City of Los Angeles and the County of Los Angeles - who are currently trying to pass the "Clean
Water Clean Beaches Measure" - they will be responsible for cleaning up new contaminants that
enter the river from this site. At this time, there are few exceedences of The Boeing Company's
NPDES permit.

I urge the elected officials of the City of Los Angeles, the County of Los Angeles, my State and
Federal officials to reconsider the clean up of the Santa Susana Field Lab site under the
Administrative Order on Consent, to urge the California Department of Toxic Substance Control
Board to require a health based clean up to a residential standard which they signed as the 2007
Consent Order. (2)

Furthermore, the transfer of the U.S. Government property by the Government Services
Administration is necessary along with other Federal properties, to balance the Federal Budget and
to prevent taxpayers from having to pay the taxes, utilities, and maintenance of this federal property
which was declared excess by NASA several years ago.

Itwould be in the best interest of the local residents and the local environment fur the future use of
the U.S. Government Property to be transferred to parkland under the National Park Service, State
Parks, or the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy.

According to the General Services Administration website for the disposition of Santa Susana
Federal property: "A federal agency acquiring excess real property must pay fair market
value unless the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) approves a waiver of this
requirement. Waivers are rare. One or more entities, however, could" donate" the money
necessary for NPS to acquire the land. The NPS has indicated that they are interested in
acquiring the property, hut an act of Congress would be required and funding is an issue. It
should be noted that if the property is determined surplus, a state or local government
agency could acquire the property for certain specific public benefit uses including park
and wildlife conservation at no cost." (5)

Itwould be, in my opinion, in the best interest of the community to arrange to transfer this land to
State Parks or to the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy. The California Resource Board would
therefore have the ability to work with the Department of Toxic Substance Control (DTSC) CEQA
process in determining which archaeological sites need protection, whether to preserve any of the
test stands which are historic in nature, and how to manage the wildlife and plant life as DTSC
determines that the site is cleaned up in a manner protective of public health for the residents offsite
as well as based on future use.

I urge you to help protect the health and well-being of commuuities surrounding the Santa
Susana Field lab site that will be negatively impacted by the cleanup of the
Santa Susana Field Lab site to the Administrative Order on Consent and "Background". I
URGE YOU TO VOTE NO on the Englander / Zine resolution and that you consider the
Nine Balancing Criteria of Superfund which are to be considered as a part of this clean up
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Abraham Weitzberg, Ph. D.
5711 Como Circle

Woodland Hills, CA 91367

February 23, 2013

Councilman Herb J. Wesson, Jr.
200 N. Spring St., Room 430
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: February 22,2013 Agenda Item # 13-0002-S6

Councilman Wesson,

Having listened to yesterday's hearing and read the letter from Senator Pavley to
Councilmember Englander, I am compelled to write you and add some additional information to
the record regarding the ill-advised resolution. As you correctly pointed out, NASA is obliged to
remediate the site regardless of any potential land transfers. In fact, NASA only uses the land
which is held by GSA. The resolution is unnecessary to protect LA's citizens and environment.

The coordinated effort by Senator Pavley and the activists who testified should alert you to the
possibility that there is something going on beyond the resolution under consideration. Senator
Pavely's letter is replete with factual errors. The 10 reactors were in the DOE Area and not in the
NASA area and the EPA radiological characterization was for the DOE Area and not the NASA
Area. More importantly, EPA found less than 10 sample locations where there were
radionuclides in excess of residential standards, meaning that there would be no radiological risk
even to people who lived at the site. This directly contradicts the activist who described the site
as a green cesspool.

All of the responsible parties are committed to cleaning up the site, but the cleanup to
background desired by the activists is excessive and not needed to protect health. The only
impact to LA residents would be from the hundreds of thousands of dump trucks rolling through
West Hills and Chatsworth, to move dirt that could be used as clean fill anywhere else in the
country.

I am a concerned local stakeholder, retired former worker and nuclear expert and can support all
of my assertions. I would like to see the site cleaned up consistent with its future use.

The LA city council needs to get all the facts and not be swayed by activists with their own
agenda. Please distribute this letter to the rest of the City Council.

Sincerely,

tV~
Abraham Weitzberg


