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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES • .. 
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 	 

P.O. Box 176 Jefferson Ciry, MO 65102-0176 

December 2, 1999 

Ms. Sharon Cotner, Project Manager 
Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial 
Action Program (FUSRAP) 
Department of the Army 
St. Louis district, COE 
9170 Latty Avenue 
Berkeley, MO 63134 

RE: Request for Information 

Dear Ms. Cotner: 

This letter includes a list of questions previously posed to you or your staff. When the 
requests were made verbally we were instructed the information was not yet available 
or, in one case, directed to submit the same request in writing. Please examine the 
following list prepared for your review and response: 

GONDOLA RAILCARS: 
Background: In October, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) reported to the 

Oversight Committee a gondola railcar sitting at the Envirocare facility, in 
preparation for being emptied, was leaking water out of the bottom. The car had 
drain holes in the bottom that were left open during shipment, but were expected by 
USACE to have been sealed when the liner wrapped soil was deposited in the car. 
No information was available regarding water leaking out during shipment. 
Envirocare sampled the water leaking out while on its property. 

USACE reported not receiving quantitative results, but did know: 1. Elevated levels 
of Lead and Bismuth were detected, and; 2. Envirocare reported analytical results 
showed the discharge to comply with their site National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) permit. 

USACE stated the presence of Lead and Bismuth prompted them to reanalyze the 
scanning and decontamination procedures related to the railcars. They were also 
going to reexamine the appropriateness of leaving the drain holes open. 

Niel Carnahan, Governor • Stephen M. NIalifood. Director 
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not been covered. 

Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) requested sampling results be 
provided and stated their preference for sealing of drain holes after material has 
been loaded and during shipment. MDNR feels such actions would be prudent and 
appropriate to prevent accidental releases should a car not be decontaminated 
properly and/or a liner is torn. 

Questions: 
1. What were the analytical results of the samples? 
2. Has USACE decided on leaving the railcar drains open or closed during loading 

and shipment? • 	• 
3. Is covering the cars still being considered as an alternative? If so, when will it be 

implemented? 
4. Has USACE drawn any conclusions from its study of decontaminating and 

scanning procedures? 

FUEL OIL AT ST. LOUIS DOWNTOWN SITES (SLDS) PLANT 2, AREA 501 "HOT 
SPOT": 
Background: During the November 12, 1999, Oversight Committee Meeting, USACE 

provided notification that Plant 2, Area 501 "hot spot" had petroleum products within 
the excavation that was being pumped out by USACE into drums owned by 
Mallinckrodt Chemical Company. The drums were being stored while a 
determination is being made if the petroleum had radiological contaminants. 
Removal of free petroleum products was coordinated with MDNR, St. Louis Regional 
Office (SLRO), Underground Storage Tank (UST), and MDNR Environmental 
Services Spill Response personnel. 

The product being removed is fuel oil, which resulted from a leaking pipe dismantled 
years ago. To date, approximately 60 drums have been collected and more are 
expected. 

Questions: 
1. Will you please provide us with the results of the analysis for radiological 

contaminants within the removed liquid? 
2. If radiological contaminants are found, what further action will be taken for 

remediating the site, and what support will be provided by USACE for disposal of 
the liquid and soil? 

WATER IN ST. LOUIS AIRPORT SITE (SLAPS) DETENTION BASIN SECONDARY 
COLLECTION SYSTEM VAULT: 
Background: A couple months ago, contractor personnel at SLAPS discovered water 

was passing through seams of the SLAPS Detention Basin Secondary Collection 
System Vault. The source, whether it was water from the collection system or water • 
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outside the collection system but in the soil under the detention basin, was being 
studied. 

USACE personnel were concerned regarding potential contaminants within the 
water. A sample was collected and the vault sealed. 

Questions: 
1. Will you please provide us with quantitative results of the analysis of water 

entering the secondary collection system vault as described above? 
2. Has any conclusions been drawn regarding the source of the water? We do 

understand that if levels of contaminates did not cause any alarms, then 
consideration of the source may no longer be an issue. 

AIR SAMPLING/MONITORING AT SLDS: 
Background: In October, we presented our concerns to USACE regarding air 

sampling/monitoring at SLDS. Air sampling and monitoring is performed at the 
perimeter of the excavations only when soil is in the process of being disturbed by 
heavy equipment. It is not performed during other periods of the day or long shut 
downs despite the excavation and related piles of soil (at the excavation) are left 
exposed. 

Employees from Mallinckrodt Chemical Company work and pass in close proximity 
to the excavations at all hours of the day. We recommend air sampling and 
monitoring at excavations and uncovered stockpiles to be performed 24 hours per 
day, seven days per week. 

This approach to monitoring potential impacts on passersby are of benefit for 
determining or demonstrating that remedial action is being performed safely. A 
similar approach is in place at FUSRAP/SLAPS and Weldon Spring Site Remedial 
Action Project (WSSRAP) with additional precautions. Both SLAPS and WSSRAP 
have the benefit not available at the SLDS site of having more controlled access 
such that people not involved with the remedial action project do not walk 
immediately by the excavation. Yet, at both sites, perimeter air sampling and 
monitoring stations are put in place and operated 24 hours per day, such that the 
potential impact on passersby is still measured. 

MDNR stated USACE should consider operating the excavation monitors/samplers 
at SLDS 24 hours per day, seven days per week. USACE's response was 
Mallinckrodt Chemical Company had previously voiced the same concerns but data 
demonstrated continuous monitoring was not necessary. 

MDNR requested information demonstrating USACE's conclusions on air monitoring 
as presented to Mallinckrodt Chemical Company. MDNR stated their opinion that 24 
hours per day, seven days per week air monitoring and sampling would still be • 	appropriate because of the proximity of people to the excavation and the long 
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concerns into a letter so they could respond accordingly. 

Questions: 
1. Please address MDNR's concern that excavations at SLDS are not monitored 24 

hours per day, seven days per week. People pass and work in close proximity to 
the excavations around the clock. Potential impact to a passerby warrants 
continuous monitoring. Note: such practices are in place at FUSRAP/SLAPS 
and WSSRAP. 

2. Please provide previous correspondence and data given to Mallinckrodt 
Chemical Company regarding air monitoring/sampling concerns. 

Much of the information we are requesting relates to topics of conversation during the 
St. Louis FUSRAP Oversight Committee Briefings. Please consider resolving the 
comments in time for the December 10, 1999, Oversight Committee meeting. Thank 
you. 

Sincerely, 

HAZARDOUS WASTE PROGRAM 

Eric Gilstrap, P.E., Environmental Engineer 
Federal Facilities Section 

EG.Ig 

c: Mr. Dan Wall, USEPA. 
Mr. Bob Boland, Mallinckrodt Chemical Company 
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