Terrance S. DeGray, PE, CCM, LEED AP

Vice Chancellor, Facilities Development & Operations
Facilities Department

14000 Fruitvale Avenue, Saratoga, CA 95070
terrance.degray@wvm.edu

MEMORANDUM

TO: West Valley College Community: Students, Faculty, Staff, and Neighbors

FROM: Terrance S. DeGray, PE, CCM, LEED AP, Vice Chancellor, Facilities Development &
Operations

DATE: October 19, 2026

SUBJECT: Track Removal Project: Mercury Air Monitoring Results and Response to Online
Claims

PURPOSE

Statements circulating online claim that mercury from the West Valley College track removal was
released into the air and exposed students, faculty, and neighbors. The safety of everyone who
studies, works, and lives near West Valley College and Mission College is the District's first priority,
and the District takes any question about it seriously. This memo explains what testing showed about
the track material, how the District carried out the removal and air monitoring under applicable state
and federal safety regulations, and what that monitoring found. The laboratory results and a map of
the monitoring locations are in Exhibit A of this memo.

WHAT WAS FOUND IN THE TRACK MATERIAL

In 2025, before construction began, the District's environmental consultant tested the track material
and the site soil at multiple locations for hazardous materials. None were detected.

The track had been resurfaced or modified over the years, and the earlier testing sampled the
surfacing then in place. The site perimeter was secured for the construction zone in August 2026. As
removal of the old track surface began that month, the District conducted further testing of the track
material itself to determine whether it contained mercury and to ensure the remaining work would fully
protect students, staff, workers, and neighbors. Ninyo & Moore collected samples of the track surface
on September 10, 2026, and the results showed mercury in the track material. This is consistent with
how tracks of this era were built: polyurethane surfaces like this one were commonly made with a
mercury compound that helped the surface harden. Older buildings and facilities commonly contain
materials that were permitted when they were built — asbestos, lead-based paint, and mercury
among them. The greatest risk from these materials comes when they are disturbed during removal,
which is why state and federal regulations govern how that work must be done.

To meet those requirements, the District engaged an outside industrial hygienist, EnviroScience, Inc.,
to prepare the removal plan and monitor the air throughout the work. Federal construction safety rules
require that protective measures of this kind be approved for each use by a competent industrial
hygienist or other technically qualified person. Bringing one in is standard practice whenever older
materials containing heavy metals are removed, which is common in renovation and demolition work
on older buildings.

WHAT THE AIR MONITORING SHOWS

In partnership with EnviroScience, the District monitored the air for mercury throughout the removal.
The work was performed by HAZWOPER-trained crews following the industrial hygienist's removal
procedures. Those procedures included protective equipment for every worker, decontamination
areas, and keeping the material wet during removal so it would not become airborne dust.

Between September 18 and September 30, 2026, EnviroScience collected 51 air samples on eight
days. The samples were analyzed for mercury by Assay Technology, a laboratory accredited by the
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American Industrial Hygiene Association. Fifty produced valid results, and all fifty were non-detect,
meaning no mercury was detected. One sample was voided because the laboratory reports it was lost
before shipment.

VALID

WHERE AIR WAS SAMPLED SAMPLES RESULT

Four perimeter stations facing campus: south entry gate, east
parking lot, north pool and PE area, west tennis courts (six 24
work days)

Mercury not detected in any
sample

Other area samples: northwest and southeast sides of the track
(September 18) and downwind of the stockpile of removed 3
material (24 hours, September 22)

Mercury not detected in any
sample

Workers: operators of the loader, skid steer, excavator, Bobcat,
water truck, and dump truck, plus laborers and hand scrapers 23
(six work days)

Mercury not detected in any
sample

Ninyo & Moore's own air samples around the perimeter and stockpile on September 15 were also non-
detect. Downwind monitoring of the stockpile has continued since October 1, and every result
available to date is non-detect.

What “non-detect” means. Every laboratory test has a “smallest amount” it can reliably measure,
called the reporting limit. A non-detect result means that if any mercury was present, it was below that
amount. The reporting limit changes from sample to sample because it depends on how much air was
pulled through the sampling device: the more air sampled, the smaller the amount of mercury the
laboratory can measure. On this project the reporting limits ranged from 0.00020 to 0.00089
milligrams of mercury per cubic meter of air (mg/m?3).

How the results compare to legal limits. The reporting limit is not a legal limit. The enforceable limits
for mercury in workplace air are set by Cal/OSHA and federal OSHA, and the results are far below
both. The highest reporting limit on this project is less than 4 percent of California's limit and less than
1 percent of the federal limit. At the four stations facing campus, any mercury in the air would have
been at least 34 times below California's limit. The workers handling the material directly, whose
exposure would be the highest anywhere on the site, showed no detectable mercury in any of the 23
valid samples taken in their breathing zones.

THE LEGAL STANDARDS AND HOW THE RESULTS COMPARE

HOW THE PROJECT
STANDARD WHAT IT GOVERNS LIMIT OR REQUIREMENT
Q COMPARES

Cal/OSHA, Title 8, Mercury in the air workers = 0.025 mg/m?, averaged All 50 val!d samples non=

. . : - detect. Highest reporting limit
California Code of breathe at California over an 8-hour . o

- h (0.00089) is under 4% of the

Regulations, Section 5155 workplaces workday

legal limit

Federal OSHA, 29 Code of Mercury in the air workers = 0.1 mg/m?, averaged
Federal Regulations, breathe on construction over an 8-hour
Section 1926.55 sites nationally workday

All samples under 1% of the
legal limit

Removal performed by
HAZWOPER-trained crews
following the industrial
hygienist's removal
procedures

Cal/OSHA, Title 8, Certified training,

California Code of Training for workers who protective equipment,
- . handle hazardous L
Regulations, Section 5192 materials decontamination,

(HAZWOPER) monitoring

RESPONSE TO SPECIFIC CLAIMS ON CHANGE.ORG
WHAT IS BEING SAID WHAT THE RECORD SHOWS

Mercury was released into the No mercury was detected in any of the 27 air samples taken around the work
air and exposed students and area, including at the four perimeter stations facing the entry gate, the east
faculty on campus. parking lot, the pool and PE area, and the tennis courts.

Mercury invades the lungs and  Breathing mercury vapor can be harmful at high levels, which is why the District
the brain. engaged an outside industrial hygienist to monitor the air throughout the removal.
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WHAT IS BEING SAID

Workers kept uncovering toxins
while people walked nearby.

3M Tartan tracks of this era
"were made of mercury."

The District is withholding
environmental reports.

The track contains asbestos.

SCOPE OF THIS MEMO

WHAT THE RECORD SHOWS

Workers wore individual air monitors on six work days, and all 23 valid samples
were non-detect. The workers handling the material had no measurable exposure,
and anyone outside the fenced perimeter was farther from the work.

The track surface is made of polyurethane, not mercury. Polyurethane tracks of
that era were commonly made with a small amount of a mercury compound that
helped the surface harden, so finding mercury in the material is expected for a
track of this age. Once it was identified, the District brought in an industrial
hygienist to develop a method of removal plan and monitor the air throughout the
work. Mercury was not detected in any of the 50 air samples collected during the
removal.

The District collected 51 air samples over eight days and is releasing the
laboratory report for every one, with worker names redacted, in Exhibit A.

Ninyo & Moore tested the track surface and the asphalt beneath it for asbestos in
October 2025, and none was found.

This memo addresses only the statements about mercury and air quality. It does not address the
track's history, the project's scope, or its funding.

EXHIBIT

Exhibit A: Air Monitoring for Mercury, Track Removal: area of work, monitoring station locations, and
all sample results for September 18 to 30, 2026, followed by the complete laboratory reports for all 14
work orders with worker names redacted.
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EXHIBIT A

Air Monitoring for Mercury: Track Removal
Area of work, monitoring station locations, and results, September 18 to 30, 2026

OVERVIEW

Mercury was identified in the track material during removal of the West Valley College track. In
response, the District had the air tested specifically for mercury, both inside the work area and at four
stations around the track perimeter. This exhibit shows the area of work, the monitoring stations, and
every result. The laboratory reports follow, with worker names redacted.

51 50 50 0

samples collected valid laboratory results mercury non-detect (ND) mercury detections

Figure 1. Area of work (track removal) and air monitoring stations 1to 4. The predominant downwind direction is
south-southeast.

PERIMETER MONITORING STATIONS: RESULTS

Stations 1to 4 were set up at the perimeter of the work area, facing the campus areas shown in Figure
1. Each station was sampled on six workdays. ND means mercury was not detected above the
laboratory reporting limit, which is shown in mg/m?® under each date.

Sl L el <§.E)F(’):)972 <gE)Pof):;o <ch|;0%)%1 <ch§’0§:51 <§E)FZ>%30 <§F0Po?6(;o
1. South side, near entry gate ND ND ND ND ND ND
2. East side, facing parking lot ND ND ND ND ND ND
3. North side, facing pool / PE ND ND ND ND ND ND
i&)x\:te:t side, facing tennis ND ND ND ND ND ND

ADDITIONAL AREA SAMPLES
Collected at locations other than the four numbered stations.
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SAMPLE TIME

DATE LOCATION (MIN) RESULT (MG/M?)
Sep 18 Northwest side of track 330 ND <0.00089
Sep 18 Southeast side of track 330 ND <0.00089
Sep 22 Downwind (southeast) of stockpile, 24-hour sample 1,440 ND <0.00020

WORK-AREA SAMPLES: EQUIPMENT OPERATORS AND LABORERS

Operators and laborers were sampled on the same six workdays. Worker names are redacted; the
equipment or task is as recorded by the laboratory.

DATE SAMPLE (WORKER NAME REDACTED) SAIVI(FI:,II.II'E\l;I'IME RL (MG/M?3) RESULT
Sep 19 Loader 1, track pad removal 460 <0.00064 ND
Sep 19 Loader 2, track pad removal 460 <0.00064 ND
Sep 19 Skid steer, track pad removal 460 <0.00064 ND
Sep 19 Water truck, track pad removal 460 <0.00064 ND
Sep 23 Inside Bobcat cab 420 <0.00070 ND
Sep 23 Personal sample 420 <0.00070 ND
Sep 23 Inside cab of grader Void
Sep 23 Inside water buffalo cab 420 <0.00070 ND
Sep 25 Excavator operator 480 <0.00061 ND
Sep 25 Bobcat operator 480 <0.00061 ND
Sep 25 Water truck 480 <0.00061 ND
Sep 25 Laborer 480 <0.00061 ND
Sep 28 Water person (by hand) 420 <0.00070 ND
Sep 28 In Bobcat 420 <0.00070 ND
Sep 28 On excavator 420 <0.00070 ND
Sep 28 On water truck 420 <0.00070 ND
Sep 29 Water person (by hand) 420 <0.00070 ND
Sep 29 In Bobcat 420 <0.00070 ND
Sep 29 On excavator 420 <0.00070 ND
Sep 29 In dump truck 420 <0.00070 ND
Sep 30 Detail scrape 420 <0.00070 ND
Sep 30 Detail scrape 420 <0.00070 ND
Sep 30 Detail scrape 418 <0.00070 ND
Sep 30 Detail scrape 420 <0.00070 ND
NOTES

Reporting limit versus legal limit. The reporting limit is the smallest amount of mercury the laboratory
could measure in each sample, and it depends on how much air was sampled. Itis not a legal limit. The
legal limits are the occupational exposure limits: 0.025 mg/m® under Cal/OSHA (Title 8, California
Code of Regulations, Section 5155) and 0.1 mg/m® under federal OSHA (29 Code of Federal
Regulations, Section 1926.55). Reporting limits on this project ranged from <0.00020 to <0.00089
mg/m?3, all under 4 percent of the California limit and under 1 percent of the federal limit. The
laboratory reports in this exhibit list 0.1 mg/m?, which is the federal construction limit and the
Cal/OSHA ceiling; this memo compares the results to the stricter Cal/OSHA 8-hour average of 0.025
mg/m?3.
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Analysis date on two reports. On work orders 2026091626 and 2026091627, the "Analyzed On" field
reads September 21, 2026, which is before the samples were collected on September 25 and before
the laboratory received them on September 28. This appears to be a transcription error in the
laboratory's report. The District has asked Assay Technology to confirm and issue corrected reports.
All other fields on these two reports are consistent with the remaining twelve work orders, and all eight
samples are non-detect.

Voided and adjusted samples. The September 23 grader-cab sample (26058095) has no result
because the laboratory reports that it was lost before shipment. For the September 30 sample
26060438, the laboratory calculated the sample time from the recorded start and stop times because
the submitted duration did not match. The result is non-detect.

Source and scope. Samples were submitted by EnviroScience, Inc. (project WVC Track and Field)
and analyzed for mercury only by Assay Technology, a laboratory accredited by the American
Industrial Hygiene Association (AIHA-LAP), using modified EPA Method 7473. The complete
laboratory reports for all 14 work orders follow as part of this exhibit.

6 | Page



7 | Page



8 | Page



9 |Page



10 | Page



1 | Page



12 | Page



13 | Page



14 | Page



15 | Page



16 | Page



17 | Page



18 | Page



19 |Page



20 | Page



21 | Page



22 |Page



23 | Page



24 | Page



25 | Page



26 | Page



27 | Page



28 | Page



29 |Page



30 |Page



31 | Page



32 | Page



