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Á CUROC is a community collaboration.  It is through interviews, discussion, and collaborative 
research that we have been able to better understand the challenges in proper characterization 
and clean-up of the Santa Susana Field Laboratory. 

Á Through our photographs, and extensive research, both on the ground, from the air, and in 
reading these reports, we hope to provide insight and information that will assist in finding the 
most problematic areas that require corrective measures, as well as interim remediation 
ÍÅÁÓÕÒÅÓȟ ÁÓ ÎÅÅÄÅÄ ÂÙ ÔÈÅ ÓÕÒÒÏÕÎÄÉÎÇ ÃÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÉÅÓȟ ×ÈÉÃÈ ×Å ÒÅÆÅÒ ÔÏ ÁÓ ÔÈÅ ȰÐÅÏÐÌÅ ÂÅÌÏ×Ȣȱ

À Christina Walsh
À William Preston Bowling (also Founder, ACMELA.org)

Á #ÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÙ #ÏÌÌÁÂÏÒÁÔÉÏÎȡ ÉÔȭÓ ÔÈÒÏÕÇÈ ÏÕÒ ÉÎÔÅÒÁÃÔÉÏÎ ×ÉÔÈ ÏÔÈÅÒ ÉÎÔÅÒÅÓÔÅÄ ÐÅÏÐÌÅ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ 
community, as well as, within the regulatory body, that we have been able to match the data to 
the visuals in a way that we feel is beneficial to true appreciation of these challenges.   We feel that 
if you can physically see evidence that is indicative of contaminated soils and waterways, then it 
must be considered within the scope of the work charged by the StormwaterExpert Panel. We 
appreciate the work being proposed and hope our ideas and suggestions will benefit the final 
solution for the review of the watersheds affected in, and around outfalls 8 and 9.

Á 3ÐÅÃÉÁÌ ÔÈÁÎËÓ ÔÏ .!3!ȭÓ MerrileeFellows and Allen Elliott for making it possible to take a real 
ÌÏÏËȣȢÕÐ ÃÌÏÓÅȢ  

Á Thank you in advance for your consideration.



Outfall 9
Á Very steep to the north of the site

Á Concern that the area draining toward Black Canyon is not considered.   (This area is 
also considered the Eastern drainage of the site and is covered in the highlighted area 
on the SWEP map, but has no outfall or monitoring program in place.)

Á Drainage from East (Northern drainage) and from West (Alfa/Bravo, STP, ELV and 
other operational areas) contains areas where the terrain is more level and offers 
potential solutions that are minimally invasive to the surrounding environment, yet 
be very effective in preventing contaminants from further migration off-site via 
surface soil erosion from rain-events.

Á 7Å ÈÁÖÅ ÄÅÅÐ ÃÏÎÃÅÒÎÓ ÏÖÅÒ ÔÈÅ ÃÌÁÉÍ ÂÙ ÔÈÅ ÅØÐÅÒÔ ÐÁÎÅÌ ÔÈÁÔ Ȱexceedance
ÆÒÅÑÕÅÎÃÙȱ ÓÈÏÕÌÄ ÂÅ ÒÅÃÏÇÎÉÚÅÄȢ  

Á Comparison of discharge quality with one or more reference watersheds is 
inappropriate and does not provide anything but an excuse for poor water-quality 
which is not what the panel is charged with.

Á Ȱ.0$%3 ÐÅÒÍÉÔ ÓÈÏÕÌÄ ÒÅÃÏÇÎÉÚÅ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅÒÅ ÍÁÙ ÐÅÒÉÏÄÉÃÁÌÌÙ ÂÅ ÁÎ ÉÎÁÂÉÌÉÔÙ ÔÏ 
ÁÃÈÉÅÖÅ .0$%3 ÐÅÒÍÉÔ ÌÉÍÉÔÓ ÄÕÅ ÔÏ ÐÏÔÅÎÔÉÁÌ ×ÉÌÄÆÉÒÅÓȱ
Ğ We believe it was inappropriate to relax water-quality standards based on the 2005 fire that burned the area.  

It  has recovered, and it is completely inappropriate to excuse reduction in water-quality based on future 
potential fires.



Outfall 9 Overview:



Outfall 9(Northern Drainage)
This is a very steep drainage as shown in this aerial view:


